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to  the  Select  Committee  on  Patent  Agents  Bill  „,  ...  ...      171 
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Court  in  Ireland  under  any  Act  .pf  the  present  Session  to  authorise  an  advance  out  of 
the  general  fund  of  monies  belonging  to  suitors  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  Ireland  for 
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MOTIONS. 
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Law  is  required. 
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and  Mr.  Stephen  Williamson. 
Orderedy  That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 
Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum,— (.Vr.  T.  E.  ElliJt.) 

Adjournment— Business  of   the    House — Question,   Mr.   J.  Lowther  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis  ...  •..  ...  •••     172 
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for  the  consideration  of  such  Public  Bills  as  may  be  comyg^j.^  ^^  j^  y^y 

the  House  ••• 

•••  ••. 

Committee  of  Selection  fob  the  Standing  CoMM,^^gg Appointed. 

Merchant  Shipping  Biix — 

-Coinmons  Measa^.  «m8idered  (according  to  OrdeO  •■^■;^,  That  this  House  do  concur 

"" JS*  f Vw2?  ??^?***fo;^°T°i'^  ^  *e  C»iii«ion»-namely,  that  it  is 
expedient  that  the  Uen^  Shipping  BiUbeoomiiaitt^  to  a  Joint  Committee  of  Loris 
and  Commons  {Tke  Lori  ChaiutUor) ;  agreed  to. 

'^^1I!.'t'^^''*?«'°*''''*«  fT*?*'"^*^i^  «>dient  that  the  said  Committee  be 
^^ll^^A  to  Berision  |^  ^  Consolidation  Bills  (TU  Lord 

Orderrd,  That  a  MeMge  be  sent  to  the  Oommj,^  ^  acquaint  them  therewith. 
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^pIousE    or    L<>rd«    Ofkicials — Queatioo,    Mr.    Hanlmry  ;     Answer,    The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T,  Hibbert)  •«,  .,,  ,„ 

Irish  Editgatton  Act,   1^92 — Quei^tion,  Mr*  Haydeu  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 

Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley), 
Lord    Dillon's   Tenants^ — Question,  Mr.    Hay  den  ;    Answer,   The   Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
^^j!«DiAN  Telegraph  Department  Contract?* — Question,  Colonel  Howard 
^m         Viiiceot :    Answer,    The    Secretary    of    State   for    India    (Mr,    H.    H. 
^H^      Fowler)  «•*  •••  •*.  *»• 

^HBtampinu    of    Irish    Deeds — Question^    Mr.    M*Cftrt«ii ;     Answer,    The 
^■^       Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T,  Hibbert). 

[      War  Office    pREPARATinNs   against  Invasion — Qiiestioas,  Mn  Arnold* 
^K       Forstcr,  Colonel  Howard  Vincent ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
|B       War  (Mr.  Campbell-Banuerman)     ...  ...  ,,,  .«« 

^Rainby's^  School,   Magherafelt— (JuestioQ,   St   T.  Lea;    Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr,  J,  Morley)      ,*.  ,.*  ,♦. 

Exi'ENditure  at  Home  Naval  Establishments — Question,  Sir  G.  Baden- 
Powell  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Sir  U.  Kay- 
Shuttleworih)  ...  •••  .«•  «..  *»• 

Merchant    Shippin«; — Question,    Sir    G-    Baden-Powell  ;    Answer,    The 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella). 
Arran  Islands — Questions,  Mr.  Sheehy,  Mr,  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
SeeretAry  for  Ireland  (Mr,  J.  Morley). 
ORRiNo  Hours  in  Public  Offices — Qnestion,  Mr,  Field  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  tlie  Tre^isary  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert)  •••  *•• 
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ORDERS    OF    THE     DAY. 


WAYS  AND  MEANS— considered  in  Committee  469 

(In  the  Committee.) 
THE    BUDGET. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

Tea. 

"  That  the  Duties  of  Customs  now  chargeahle  upon  Tea  shall  continue  to  be  levied  and 
charged  on  and  after  the  first  day  of  August,  one  thousand  eieht  hundred  and  ninety- 
four,  until  the  first  day  of  August,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety-five,  on  the 
importation  thereof  into  Great  Britain  or  Ireland  (that  is  to  say)  : — 
Tea    •    -    the  pound    -    -   .Four  Pence, — {The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,) 

After  long  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to    •••  •••  •••     553 

Tea. 

1.  Besolvedf  That  the  Duties  of  Customs  now  chargeable  upon  Tea  shall  continue  to  be 
levied  and  charged  on  and  after  tlie  first  day  of  August,  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  ninety-four ;  until  the  first  day  of  August  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety- 
five,  on  the  importation  thereof  into  Great  Briton  or  Ireland  (that  is  to  say)  : — 

Tea    -    -    the  pound    -    -    Four 'Pence,'^{The  Chanrellor  of  the  Ea^hequer,') 

Customs  Duty  on  Beer. 

2.  Resolved,  That  in  lieu  of  the  Duty  of  Customs  now  payable  on  Beer  of  the  descriptions 
called  or  similar  to  Mum,  Spruce,  Black  Beer,  or  Berlin  White  Beer,  there  shall  be 
charged  and  paid  the  Duties  following  (that  is  to  say)  :— 

a  8.  d. 

For  every  thirty-six  gallons  of  Beer — 

Where  the  worts  thereof  are  or  were  before  fermentation  of  a  specific 
gravity— 

Not  exceeding  one  thousand  two  hundred  and  fifteen  degrees    -       -      .-      18    0 

Exceeding  one  thousand  two  hundred  and  fifteen  degrees   -       -       -       -      1  12  10 
And,  in  addition  to  the  Duty  of  Customs  now  payable  on  every  other 

description  of  Beer  there  shall  be  charged  and  paid — 
For  every  thii^-six  gallons  where  the  worts  thereof  were  before  fermentation 

of  a  specific  gravity  uf  one  thousand  and  fifty-five  degrees  -        -       -       -      0    0    6 
And  so  in  proportion  for  any  difference  in  gravity,— (7^  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

Excise  Duty  on  Beer. 

3.  Retolved^  That  in  addition  to  the  Duty  of  Excise  now  payable  in  respect  of  Beer 
brewed  in  the  United  Kingdom  there  sliall  be  charged  and  paid — 

For  every  thirty-six  gallons  of  worts  of  a  specific  gravity  of  one  thousand  and  fifty-five 

degrees  the  Duty  of  Six  Pence, 
And  so  in  proportion  for  any  difference  in  quantity  or  gravity, — {The  Chancellor  of  the 

Erchequer,^ 

Customs  Duty  on  Spirits. 

4.  Besolvedj  That,  in  addition  to  the  Duties  of  Customs  now  payable  on  Spirits,  there 
shall  be  charged  and  paid  the  Duties  following  (that  is  to  say;  : — 

il  8.  d. 
For  every  gallon  computed  at  proof  of  spirits  of  any  description  except 

Perfumed  Spirits 006 

For  every  gallon  of  Perfumed  Spirits     -        -        -       -        -        -        -        -0010 

For  every  gallon  of  Liqueurs,  Cordials,  mixtures,  and  other  preparations 

entered  in  such  a  manner  as  to  indicate  that  the  strength  is  not  to  oe  tested      0    0    8 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
.  lApril  16.]  Paffe 

WAYS  AND  UEAiaS— continued 

And  the  Duties  of  Castoms  on  the  articles  hereinafter  mentioned,  being  articles  of  which 
Spirits  are  a  part  or  ingredient,  shall  be  proportionately  increased,  and  shall  be  as 
follows  :— 

£   8.   d. 

Chloral  Hydrate -        -        -        the  pound      0    14 

Chloroform thexMond      0    8    3 

Collodion the  gallon      16    3 

Bther  Acetic the  pound*    0    111 

Ether  Butyric the  gallon      0  16    5 

Ether  Sulphuric the  gallon      17    5 

Bthyl,  locUde  of         -        - the  gallon      0  14    3 

— (The  Chtmtfellor  of  the  Beoohegner,) 

Excise  Duty  on  Spirits. 
4.  Besoivedf  That  in  addition  to  the  Duty  of  Excise  now  payable  for  every  gallon 
computed  at  proof  of  Spirits  distilled  in  the  United  Kingdom  there  shall  be  char^ 
and  paid  the  Duty  of  Six  Pence,  and  so  in  proportion  for  any  less  quantity,— (7%* 
Chaneellorofthe  Exchequer")  ...  ...  ...  ...     554 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ;  Committee  to  sit  again  upon 
Wednesday. 

Army  (Annual)  Bill  (No.  16)— 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  23,  after  the  word  ^'  shall,*'  to  insert 
the  words  '^  subject  to  the  uppointment  of  a  Judge  Advocate  General," 
— ^Mr,  Hanbtiry)         ••• .  ■  •••  •••  •••  •••     S6S 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived  •••  ...  ...     557 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  28,  to  leave  out  the  word  *^  April," 
and  insert  the  word  **  May,"— (Afr.  Hanbury)  ...  .••  ...     558 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  April '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  •••  ...  •••     562 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

After  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ...  •••  ...     567 

Clause  3. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the 
BUI." 

After    Debate,    Question    put : — The  Committee   divided  : — ^Ayes    151  ; 

Noes  20. — division  List,  No.  25)  •••  ...  .••  .••     572 

Clauses  4  and  5  agreed  to. 
Clause  6. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the 

■Dill  »»»  09f  ...  ...  ...  «««       OfO 

After  Debate,  Clause  agreed  to  .••  ...  ...  ...     577 

Clause  7  agreed  to. 

New  Clause : — 

(Amendment  of  44  &  45  Vic,  c.  58,  8.  6,  sub-section  (1).) 

''In  8ub-«ection  one,  paragraph  (k),  of  seotion  six  of  the  Army  Act,  the  words  *if  an 
officer  to  he  cMhiered  or  to  suffer  such  less  punishment  as  is  in  this  Act  mentioned,  and 
,    if  a  soldier  shall  be  omitted,**— (Jtfr.  Gibson  Bowie*,) 

"[c2]"- 
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Army  (Annual)  ^t7/— continued 
Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^'  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 

time." 
After  short  Debate,  Clause,  bj  leave,  withdrawn. 
New  Clause  :— 

(Amendment  of  44  &  45  Vic,  c.  58,  s.  47,  sub-section  (6).) 

*'  In  sub-section  six  of  section  forty-six  of  the  Army  Act,  for  the  words  *  the  accused 
person  may  demand  that  the  evidence  against  him  should  be  taken  on  oath  *  shall  be 
substituted  the  words  'the  evidence  against  him  shall  be  taken  on  oath,* "^i/r. 
Hanbury)       ...  .„  „.  ...  „.  ...     57S 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
tune." 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  negatived  •••  •••  •••     579 

New  Clause  : — , 

(Amendment  of  44  &  45  Vic,  c  58,  s.  48,  sub-section  (6).) 

"  In  sub-section  six  of  section  forty-eight  of  the  Army  Act,  after  the  words  *  penal  servi- 
tude  *  shall  be  inserted  the  words  '  or  impriscmment  for  more  than  twelve  months/  **-» 
(3/r.  Ilanbury.') 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^^  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
tune  •••  •••  •••  •••  •••  ...     doi/ 

After  short  Debate,  Clause,  bj  leave,  withdrawn  •••  •••  •••581 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Sub-section  1,  Section  2,  of  the  principal  Act,  to 
insert  the  •  word  "  military  "  before  the  word  "  prison," — {Mr.  Arnold- 
Forster,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  military '  be  there  inserted." 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived  •••  •••  •••     58S 

New  Clause : — 

(Amendment  of  44  &  45  Vic,  c  58,  s.  180,  sub-section  (2).) 

•*  In  sub-section  two  of  section  one  hundred  and  eighty  of  the  Army  Act,  the  words  *  being 
natives  of  India'  shall  be  omitted," — (JIfr.  Hanhury.) 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time  •••  •••  •••     584 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

After  short  Debate,  Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn  ...  ...  ••     585 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Law  Library,  Pour  Courts  (Ireland)  Bill  (Ho.  181)— 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the 

Biir." 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  2,  line  15,  after  "  King's  Inn,"  to  insert 
"  and  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court,"— (3fr.  J.  Morley.) 

After  short  Debate,  Motion    made,   and  Question  proposed,  ''  That  tlvB 
Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,"— (Jl#r.  P. 
M^Hugh)   •••  •••  •••  •••  •••  I:    578 
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Law  Library,  Four  Courtn  {Ireland)  Bill — coDtinued  I 
I       After  short  Deluite,  Motion  (Mr.  I\  A,  }PHHgh)y  by  leave,  withdrawn   «•*     5S8 

Amemimeut  {Mr,  J,  Morlet/)  agreed  to,  _ 

Clause,  as  ameDdetl,  agreed  to.  I 

Remaiaiag  Clauses  agreed  to,  ■ 

Bill  reported  ;  a^  ameoded,  to  be  coosidered  upon  Thttrsday.  I 

EeligriouB  Teats  (Ireland)  Bill  (¥0.  48)—  1 

Order  for  Secoud  Reading  reail.  I 

Motion  made,  aud  Question  proposed,  '*  Tbat  the  Bill  he  now  read  a  second  ■ 

I           time;^— (Jlfr.  P,  A,  M'JIugk)  ^ 

Objection  being  taken,  Second  Reading  deferred  till  To-morrow  •••     589 

LkiiD  AcT3  (Ireland)-— MoTiox  for  a  Select  Committee —  I 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  I 

I      "  That  a  Select  Gommittee  be  appointed  '  to  inquire  into  and  report  npon  the  prlnoiples  I 

and  pmctioe  of  the  Irish  Land  ConimiBsionera  and  County  Ooart  Judges  in  carrying  I 

j         out  the  fair  rent  and  free  sale  proviaionB  of  the  Land  Acta  of  1870,  1881,  and  13S7,  and  I 

of  the  Redemption  of  Rent  Act  of  1891,  and  to  soggeat  such  improvements  in  Law  or  I 

practice  aa  they  may  deem  to  be  desirable,'  " — {Mt\  J,  yforhy.}  ■ 

After  Observations,  Motion  agreed  to  ...  »••  •••     590 

Message  rROM  the  Lueds — That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled  **Aa  ■ 

[          Act   for  amending   the   Law    with   respect  to  the  Time   for   Holding  ■ 

I         Midaumraer  Quarter  Sesiiions."      [Quarter   Sessions  (Midsummer)  Bill  I 

W    [/.ord*].]  1 

^R&rter  Sessions  (Midamiimer)  Bill  [J^f'/vJ4]~Kead  the  first  time;  to«be  read  a      ^^    I 

second  time  upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printeil.     [Bill  162,]  I 

Statute  Law  Revish^ji  Bills,  &c. — Lords  Message  [12th  April]  relatiye  M 

to  the  appointment  of  a  Joint  Committee  on  Statute  Law  Revision  Bills,  ■ 

&c.,  eoDsidered.  I 

Ordered,  Tbat   a  8elect  Committee  of  Six   Members  be  appointed  to  join  with  the  ■ 

Committee  appointed  by  the  Lords  (a^  mentioned  in  their  LordHhips'  Message  of  the  I 

12th  April),  to  consider  ail  Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Coneolidation  Bilk  of  the  9 

I        present  Session.  ■ 

jmwptd^red.  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the  LoitU  to  acquaint  them  therewith,  I 

|Bommitt«G  nominated  of, — Mr.  Ambrose,  Mr.  Bryce^  Sir  Edward  CUrket  Mr.  T*  M.  I 

■^   Healy,  Mr.  Howell,  and  The  Solicitor  General.  I 

Ofderrd,  That  Three  bet  the  quonim,— ( J/r.  T,  E,  EllU.^  I 

^BSSAOB   FROM   THE    LoHDd — ^MEUCifABTT    SHIPPING    BtLL, — ^Thftt    they    do  ■ 

I        concur  with   this   House  in   their   RosoUition  *'  That  it  is  expedient  that  ■ 

the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Joint  Committee  of  Lords  I 

and  Coramous/*  as  desired  by  this  House  ;    and  have  further  Resolved,  I 

I        That  it  is  expedient  that  the  said  Committee  bo   the  Joint  Committee  ou  ■ 

Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Cotisolidatioa  Bills.  I 

Lonils  Messajfe  to  be  considered  forthwith.  I 

Resoivedf  That  this  House  doth  concur   with  the  Lords  in  their  further  I 

Resolution.  I 

Ordered^   That  the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill  be  committed   to  the  Joint  I 

Committee  on  Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills.  I 

Ordered^  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the  Lords  to  acquaint  them  therewith,  I 

—{Mr,  T,  E,  Ellii,)  I 
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Endowed  Schools  Act,  1869,  and  Amending  Acts,  and  Welsh 
Intermediate  Education  Act,  1889  (Scheme  for  the  County  of 
Anglesey) — Motion  for  an  Address — 

Moved f  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  to  withhold 
Her  Assent  from  the  Scheme  for  the  administration  of  the  funds  applicable  to  the 
intermediate  and  technical  education  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  County  of  Anglesey," — 
{The  Lord  Bishop  of  Bangor,) 

After  short  Debate,  on  Question,  Resolved  in  the  Negative     ...  •••     598 

Endowed  Schools  Act,  1869,  and  Amending  Acts,  and  Welsh 
Intermediate  Education  Act,  1889  (Scheme  for  the  County  of 
Flint) — Motion  for  an  Address — 

Moved,  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  to  withhold 
Her  Assent  to  the  following  portion  of  the  Flintshire  Education  Scheme  :  Clause  93, 
Sub-section  (J),  from  the  word  *  boarding  house '  to  the  end,  and  the  whole  of  Bub- 
section  (r),"— (1%^  Lord  BuJwp  of  St,  A*apk.) 

After  Debate,  on  Question,  their  Lordships  divided  : — Contents  38  ;  Not- 
Contents  24  : — Resolved  in  the  Affirmative       •••  •••  •••     607 

Orderedj  That  the  said  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  bj  the  Lords 
with  White  Staves. 

Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills — ^Message  from 
the  Commons  to  acquaint  this  House  that  thej  have  appointed  a  Select 
Committee  of  Six  Members  to  join  with  the  Select  Committee  appointed 
bj  this  House,  as  mentioned  in  their  Lordships'  Message  of  Thursday 
last,  to  consider  all  Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills  of 
the  present  Session. 

Merchant  Shipping  Bill — Message  from  the  CommcMis  to  acquaint  this 

House  that  the  Commons  do  concur  with  their  Lordships  in  the  further 
Resolution  communicated  in  theu:  Lordships'  Message  of  yesterday 
relative  to  the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill. 

Bebrisg  Sea  Award  Bill— Amendments  reported  (according  to  Order)  :  Then  Standing 
Chder  No.  XXXIX.  considered  (according  to  Order)  and  dispensed  with ;  Bill  read  3*,    < 
with  the  Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned  to  the  Commons. 

Copyhold  (Consolidation)  Bill  [h.l.]  (Ko.  2) — Bef erred  to  the  Joint  Oommittee  oh 

Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills  of  the  present  Session  •••     608 

Colonial  Officers  (Leave  of  Absence)  Bill  rH.L.]— Pr«f#e/«^<frf  (The  Marquess  of 

Bipon)  ;  read  1» ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  to  be  read  2*  on  Friday  next.    (No.  26.) 
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Insanitary    Condition  of  Ruabon — Question,  Sir  G.  Osborne  Morgan ; 

Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Shaw- 

Lefevre). 
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any,  and,  if  so,  what,  persons  nave  been  ^Bty  of  a  breach  of  the  Ptirileges  of  this 
House  in  reference  to  the  bliicking  of  the  Valuntarj  Conveyances  Bill  on  3l9t  of  May, 
1808,  and  that  any  two  or  more  ^lenlbeI1*  of  such  Committee  have  power  to  examine 
any  witneasea  who  are  incafrndtated  hy  RJckncf^H  from  attending  personally  to  bo 
examined  hy  8Uch  Committee,'' — {iVr,  Pritrhird-Margaii^  ,,, 

Aft^r  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  nef/atived  .*,  ... 

Sittings  of  the  House  (ExR»frT[oN  from  the  Standing  Ordke) — 
Ordered y  That  the  proceedings*  on   the  Motion  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Standing  Committee  on    Scotch   Bills,    if   under  discussion  at    Twelve 
oVlock  this  night,  be  not  interrupted  under  the  Standing  Onler  Sittings 
of  the  House, — (  TAe  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

ORDERS     OF     THE    DAW 


Standing  Committee  (Sootlani*) — Resolution — [Adjourned  Debate,] 
Order  read,  for  reaamiog  Adjourned  Debate  on  Ameadmeat  to  Question 
[2nd  April], 
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STAKmim  Committee  (Scotlanb)^ — vani, 

**That.  ' "  ''^'.m  to  the  two  Staniling  Cnmmittee?*  appointed  iimhv  iilawUn^  Order  No, 
47,  :  Comniittee  shall  \w^  app(»inte4  for  the  cvjimideration  of  all  Bills  relating 

cxcli . ,       Hcotlftiid  whieh  may,  by  onler  ot  the  House,  be  committed  to  them,  and 

thut  the  proTitione  of  StamUngr  Ortler  No.  47  »hall  apply  to  the  sajd   Standing 
CJammittee : 

That  the  mid  Staading  Couiiuittec  do  coiisjat  of  aJl  the  Membert*  rupiTtisttiiitiD^  Scottish 
oonutttuencied,  together  with  tifteen  other  Members  to  ))«  nominate*!  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection,  who  shall  have  j>ower  from  time  to  time  to  discharge  the  Mem);ers  so 
nominated  by  them,  and  to  appoint  others  i«  substitotlon  for  those  discharged  : 

That  Standing  Orders  Nos.  49  iiti'l  uD  do  apply  to  the  Mid  Stamling  Committee/* — {Sit* 
G,  Tretfli/an,) 

And  which  Amend  nient  was  to  leuve  out  from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  udd  the  word» — 

**  This  House  declines  to  sanction,  in  regard  to  Bills  relating  to  one  portion  only  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  any  plan  by  which  the  ancient  practice  as  to  the  fsonstitution  of 
Committ-ees  of  this  Uonsc  fhall  be  fumiamentalJy  altered  until  it  has  had  an 
opportunity  of  pronoundng  upon  a  general  scheme  which  shall  extend  a  like  treat* 
ment  to  Biila  relating  to  each  of  the  other  portions  of  the  United  Kingdom/*— (.Vir, 
A.J.Balfmr:) 

Question  again  proposed, 

**  That  the  words  '  in  addition  to  the  two  Standing  Committeea  appointefl  under 
Stamling  Order  No.  47  *  stand  [>art  of  the  Question." 

After  long  Debate,  Question  put  :^ — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  252  ;  Noes 
219* — (Division  List*  No.  26)  ...  .•.  .••  ,•• 

Main  Quest  ion  again  proposed — 

lotion     made,    and    Question    proposed,    *'Thnt    tlie    Debate    be    now 
adjourned," — {Mr.  Goschen,) 

After  short  Debate,  Motioy  agreed  to  »„  ,„ 

Debate  adjourned  till  Friday,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

Bahring  Bea  Award  Bill — Lords'  Amendments  considered  forthwith,  and  agreed  iiu 
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Edugatiok  Coi>k,  I §94 — Motion  for  ak  Aodkess — 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  praying  Her  to  direct  that  the 
New  Education  Code  of  1894  be  amended  in  the  following  particulars  :■ — 

Pag«  I,  Art,  3  (a),  leave  out  *  For  the  parposei  of  thb  Code  the  Department  hare  power 
to  decide  whether  a  part  of  a  School  is  or  ii  not  a  Department.' 

Page  St  Art.  12  (e),  leave  out '  A  meeting  of  two  hours  or  more  must  include  an  interval 
for  recreation  of  not  less  than  10  minutes.' 

Page  9,  Art,  52,  line  1,  after  *  first '  insert  *or  second.' 

Page  15»  Art.  85  (a)  N.B^  leave  ottt  'is,'  and  insert  *  has  bean,'  in  laat  paragraph. 
Page  15,  Art.  86  (b)»  leave  out  '  (which  alter  31«t  August,  1896,  must  not  be  needle- 
work)/ 
Page  16,  Art.  ^8,  leave  out  *  or  any  danger  to  health  likely  to  arise  from  the  condition 

of  the  school.' 

Page  20,  Art.  101  (b),  (1),  leave  out  *  Swedish  or  other  drill  or/  "^(Sir  R.  Temph,') 
After  Debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived  „•  ,,,  „.    745 

local  Oovemment  (Ireland)  IProvuional  Orders  CFo,  4)  Bill  (Mo.  148)— Re^id 

a  iecond  time,  and  committed. 

local  Ooyenimeiit  Provirional  Orders  (Ho.  5)  Bill  (So,  140)— Bead  a  seooiul 

timt,  and  committed. 
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Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders  Olo.  1)  Bill  (Ho.  150)— B«ad  a  second 

timei  and  committed. 

Selection  (Standing  Committees),  Law,  &c.  : — Sir  John  Mowbray 
reported  from  the  Committee  of  Selection  :  That  they  had  discharged 
the  following  Members  from  the  Standing  Committee  on  Law,  and 
Courts  of  Justice,  and  Legal  Procedure  : — Mr.  Samuel  Hoare  and  Sir 
Ughtred  Kay-Shuttleworth  ;  and  had  appointed  in  substitution  :  Mr. 
Boulnois  and  Mr.  Billson. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table  ...  ...  ...  ...     746 

Message  from  the  Lords — That  they  have  agreed  to  —  Behring  Sea 
Award  Bill,  with  Amendments. 

County  Councils  Association  (Scotland)  Expenses  Bill  (So.  97)— Considered  in 

Committee,  and  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow. 

Wild  Birds  Protection  Act  (1880)  Amendment  BUI  (No.  134)— 
Second  Reading.     [Adjourned  Debate.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [11th  April], 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  Thursday. 

Commons — 

Ordered,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  consider  every  Report  made  by 
the  Board  of  Agriculture,  certifying  the  expediency  of  any  Provisional  Order  for  the 
enclosure  or  regulation  of  a  CJommon,  and  presented  to  the  House  during  the  last  or 
present  Sessions,  before  a  Bill  be  brought  in  for  the  confirmation  of  such  Order. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee  that  they  have  power  in  respect  of 
each  such  Provisional  Order,  to  inquire  and  Report  to  the  House  v^hether  the  same 
should  be  confirmed  by  Parliament ;  and,  if  so,  whether  with  or  without  modification, 
and,  in  the  event  of  their  being  of  opinion  that  the  same  should  not  be  confirmed, 
except  subject  to  modifications,  to  report  such  modifications  accordingly  With  a  view 
to  such  Provisional  Order  remitted  to  the  Board  of  Agriculture. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  do  consist  of  Twelve  Members,  Seven  to  be  nominated  by 
the  House,  and  Five  by  the  Committee  of  Selection  : 

Dr.  Ambrose,  Viscount  Curzon,  Sir  Arthur  Hayter,  Mr.  Seale-Hayne,  Mr.  Jeffreys,  Mr. 
Thomas  Robinson,  and  Mr.  Taylor  were  accordingly  nominated  Members  of  the 
Committee. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum," — ( J/r.  JBT.  Gardner,) 

Blectric  lighting  Provinloiial  Orders  Olo.  1)  'BQl—Ordered  (Mr,  Buh,  Mr, 

Mundella .)— Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  168]  ...  ...     747 

Blectric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  (Ho.  2)  Bill— Ordered  (Mr.  Burt,  Mr, 

Mundella ;)— Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  164.] 

Local  Gtoyemment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (Ho.  6)  BiR— Ordered  (Mr,  j, 

Marley,  Sir  J,  T.  Hihhert ;)— Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  165.] 

Universities  Eepresentation  Abolition  B\0.— Ordered  (Mr,  charier  Baundell,  Sir 
George  Osborne  Morgan,  Mr.  Hunter,  Mr.  Mao  NeiU,  Mr,  Rohy,  Sir  Henry  Roscoe, 
Mr.  Buchanan^  Mr.  Haldane,  Mr.  Donald  Crawford,  Mr.  GuUy,  Mr,  Francit 
SteveMim,  Mr.  Paul ;)— Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  166.] 

House  of  Lords  Veto  (Abolition)  BUl-^Ordered  (Mr,  E,  J.  a  Norton,  Mr,  Arch, 
Mr,  Dalziel,  Mr.  Lloyd- George,  Mr.  James  Stuart,  Mr.  T.  D,  SuHivan :)— Bill 
presented,  and  read  fiist^time.    [Bill  16t.]  .    • 

County  Councillors  (Qualifloation  of  Women)  BtXL— Ordered  {^Mr.  Spicer,  Mr. 

Courtney,  Mr.    Walter  MLaren,  Mr,  Mkedonald,  Sir  Sttifflori^Mrtk^et^O'^mil 
presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  168.] 
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Muflflel  Scalpi  (Scotland)  BUI— '^''^^^^^'^  C-*^'*-  hirkmtfn,  sir  nUliam  Wedderburn, 
Sir  Bona  Id  Ma*Jadane,  Mr,  WanoH,  Mr.  Htirry  Smithy  Mr,  Ct'omhk  i)  —  Bill 
presented,  and  rend  first  time.     [Bill  161»] 

Public  Libraries  Cirel&nd)  Acts  Amendment  "Kll— Ordered  ^Mr,  Field,  Mr,  John 

JUdiHitHtL  Mr.  Vhiiiry,  Mr,  WiUifim  JiJi/tjftttu,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr,  Arthur 
0*Ctmmtr.  Sir  'HtowttA  Kitmondf^  Mr,  fWr^fnt  ;)^Bill  presented,  anil  rciwl  firat  time. 
[Bill  170.] 

Public  Libraries  (Scotland")  ^iH—Ordrrrd  {Mr,  iJUhiel,  Mr.Cfumrm  Corbdf,Sir 
Chirtdi  Camt^rofi,  Mr.  i/r/MAww ;)— Bill  i>rcijeiited,  aud  read  first  tijue,     [Bill  17L] 

Poor  Law  Amendment  Bill— ^'"'^'^^  C-Vn  Lambert,  Mr.  Colfb,  Mr,  Ifalle^  Strrmrt, 
Mr,  BilhoH,  Mr.  LuftrffU  :^—Um  presenterU  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  172.] 

Wats  and  Mkanh — Keftolutioiu*  [16tb  April]  reported^ — [Seepage  553.] 

Resolntioiis  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  {Mr.  Mclhr^  The  Chancelhr  of  the  Exchequer^   Sir  J,    T. 
HibberL) 

Dispensary  Committees  (Ireland)  Bill— ^^'''^'''''<?<^  i-^*'-  Patrhck  AU^Mim  M^Hu^K 
Mr.Crmti,  Mr.  BodkiH,  Mr.  Ttdlg,  Mr,  M'Cartttn:)— Bill  presented,  and  read  first 
time.     [Bill  173.] 

Abd^  it  being  after   One  of  the  clock,  Mr.  Speaker  adjourned   the  House 
without  Queetiou  put. 
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COMMONS,     WEDNESDAY,     APRIL     18. 
OB  DEBS     OF     THE    DAY. 


Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act  (1887)  Repeal  Bill  (No.  8)— 
Order  for  Second  Eeadiug  read  •••  ...  •..  ••• 

Motion  made,  and  Questtou  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time," — (Colonel  Nolan,) 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  now,'*  and  at  the  end  of   the 
Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this  day  six  months," — {Mr.  Hurian) 

QuestioQ  i>roposed,  **  Tlmt  the  word  *'now'  stand  part  of  the  Question"    .•• 

After  long  Debate,  Mr.  John  Redmond  (Waterford)  rose   in  Ids   place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  '*  That  the  Question  be  now  put  '*  .,*  ••• 

Queetion  put,  *'  That  the  Question  be  now  put  ** : — The  House  divided  : — 

Ajres  255  ;  Noes  196. — (Division  List,  No.  27.) 
Question   put   accordingly,    "  That    the    word    *  oow  *   stand    part   of    the 

Question  "  :— The  House  divided  i — Ayes  254  ;    Noes    194. — (Division 

List,  No.  28.) 

Main  Question  pur,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  Friday,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
Local  QoTemment  Provisional  Orders  (JTo.  4)  Bill  (Ko.  148) -Read  a  aecond 

time,  and  committed. 

Industrial  and  Provident  Societies  Act  (1893)  Amendment  Bill  iSo.  96)— 

t'oaBidtTi-il  in  Cumraittcts  aiifl  rei>orteil,  without  Amciidroeat :  r*n\d  tli«j  third  time,  and 
pasitcit  ^^,  ^^^  ^^^  ^^^  ^.^  „^ 

Xotic  and  Dancing  Licences  (Middlesex)  BUI  C^o.  26)— <  on^dered  in  Committee. 
Clause  1.  Committeo  rt.'purt  I*r.tt:re8s  ;  ti>  sit  again  n^tou  VS'ednesilay  next* 


749 


758 

768 

810 


811 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
l^April  18.]  Page 

Cfounty  Ck>imoil8  Association  (Scotland)  Expenses  Bill  do.  B7)^A8  amended, 

con8i(iered  ;  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Fishery  Board  (Scotland)  Extension  of  Powers  Bill— ^^^^'-^'^  C^^-  Buchanan, 

Mr,  Asher,  Mr.  Anatrvth^r,  Sir  Donald  Ma^farlane,  Mr,  BemkaWj  Sir   WUliatn- 
Wedderbum .)— Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  174.] 

Business  of  the  House — Question,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  ;  Answer,  Mr.  T.  E. 

iiiiiis  •••  •••  •••  •••  •••  •••     oi« 


LORDS,    THURSDAY,   APRIL    19. 

The  "  Costa  Rica  Packet  " — Petition  presented  : — Observations,  The  Earl 
of  Jersey  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (The 
Earl  of  Kimberley)        •••  ...  •••  •••  •••     818 

Army  (Annual)  Bill  (No.  24)— 

Second  Reading  •••  ...  •••  •••  m—    816 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading  read. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»,"— (TAc  Lord  Sandhurst.) 

Observations,  Viscount  Cross  •••  •••  •••  •••     817 

Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly  ;    then  Standing  Order  No. 

XXXIX  considered  (according  to  Order),  and  dispensed  with  ;  Bill  read 

3%  and  passed. 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Procedure)  Bill  (No.  8) — 

Committee. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order). 

Clause  1. 

Amendment  moved,  in  line  10,  to  leave. out  the  words  '^of  a  Judge,"— <(7Ae 
Lord  Halibury,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  re-committed  to   the   Standing  Committee  ;    and   to  be  printed,  as 
amended.     (No.  26)      ...  •••  •••  ...  •••     818 

Education  Code,  1894 — Resolution — 

Moved  to  resolve,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  following  paragraphs  of  Artiole 
73,  viz. :— *  In  order  that  a  school  may  be  properly  organised,  the  number  of  children 
on  the  registers  under  the  control  or  any  teacher  or  teachers  should  not  exceed  by 
more  than  15  per  cent,  the  number  for  which  such  teacher  or  teachers  is  or  are  oon- 
sidered  to  be  sufficient.  In  the  case  of  schools  to  which  the  grant  falls  due  on  or 
after  Slst  August,  1896,  the  above  numbers  will  be  reduced  as  follows  :  60  to  60, 
70  to  60,  and  50  to  45,'  should  be  omitted  from  the  Code,'*— (7%^  Lord  Stanley  \of 
Alderley.) 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

Behring   Sea  Award  Bill — Returneii  from  the   Commons  with  the   Amendments 
agreed  to. 

Coontj  Oonncilf  Asiociatioii  (Scctlaiid)  Bzpenief    Bill— Brought  from  the 

Commons  ;  read  1',  and  to  be  printed.    (No.  27.) 

Induftrial  and  Prorident  Sooietiec  Act,  18M,  Aaisdaie&t  BiU^Bronght  from 
the  Commons  ;  read  1*,  and  to  be  printed.    (No.  28.) 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
lApril  19,]  Pa^e 

Committee  op  Selectiox  tor  the  Standing  Committee— LorUe  nominated 
to  serve  as  Chairman  of  tlie  Standi nj^  Committee  : — Lords  nomi Dated  to 
serve  oq  the  Standing  Committee. 

List  readf  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 


COMMONS,    THURSDAY, 


tfiu6iN£8SOF  THE  Hou!iB — AttentioB  calle<l  to  an  error 
Mr.  Henniker  Heaton  ,«,  •••  ••• 


APKIL     19. 

tlie   Divisiou  List, 


824 


QUE s T J o y S . 

a 

fFiRST  Aid  to    the  Injured — Question,   Sir  J.  Leug  ;  Answer^  The  Louder 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depurtmeut  (Mr*  George  Rusfleli)* 

Postal  TELEGUAi-n   Revenue — Qnestionn,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis  ;  Answers,  Tlie 

Postnaaster  General  (Mr.  A.  Morley)  ...  ...  ...     825 

.Hertfordshire  Clerks  of  the  Peace^ — Question,   Mr.  Dodd  ;    Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  St^te  for  the  Honie  Department  (Mr.  George 
R06«ell)      ...  '     ...  ...  ...  ...  ...     826 

Sitting:^  of  the  High  Court   at   Guildhall — Question,  Mr.  Greene  ; 
AOBwer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  tlie  Home  Department  (Mr. 
George  Russell). 
The    Southern    Railway    Bill — Question,    Mr.    Field  ;     Answer,    The 

Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T.  Hiljhert)  ...  ...  ••«     827 

'LABorRERs'  Cottages  in  DrNSHAUOHLiN  Union — (Questions,  Mr.  Field  ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
Gas  for  Government  Departments^ — Questioji,  Mr,  J. Rowlands;  Answer, 

The  First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone)        ...  .,.     828 

lEviCTiONs  AT  Rathcijne*  Coi  nty  Lonoford — ^Questions,  Mr.  Hayden,  Mr. 
Kilbride,  Mr.  Dane^  Mr.    Sexton  ;    Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr,  J.  Mo  Hey). 
>RK,  Bandon,   and   Soi  th   Ci»a&t   Railway — Qnestions,  Mr.  Gilhooly  ; 

Answers,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  A.  Morley)  ...  ..*     830 

rCAM  GrARDLANSHir  DisPLTE— Questiou,  Mr.  Roche  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 

Secretary  for  Irelaiid  (Mr.  J»  Morley). 
Jtamp  Duties  ln  Ireland — Questions,  Mr.  M^Cartau,  Mr.  Daue  ;  Answers, 

The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J,  T.  Hibbert)  ...  ...     831 

'Mr.    Deenet,    J. p. — Question,     Mr.     Macartney  ;     Answer,    The    Chief 

Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  ...  ...  •*•     832 

Patent    Office    Fees — Qnestions,    Mr.    A.   C.   Morton ;    Answers,    The 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella). 
SHIPPING  Casl  alttes  in  Lough   Rvan — Question,  Mr,  Sexton  ;  Answer, 

The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr,  Mundella)  ...  ...     833 

)ESTiTrTD>N  IN  THE  Arran  Islands— Questioup,  Mr,  Sexton,  Mr,  W.  Jcdin- 
Bton,  Mr,  Chanuing ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr,  J, 
Morley), 
IClaims    for    Maliciols    BrRNJNG    IN    County    Clare — Question,    Mr. 

Sexion  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)      .«»     835 
JtifOLE    Fisheries — Question,    Sir    T.    Esmonde ;     Answer,    The    Chief 

Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley), 
irUK  Practice  over  the  Mai'Lins — Question,  Major  Rasch  ;  Answer,  The 

Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannemian)       ...  ...     83G 

The  Financial  Relations  of  the  Three  Kingdoms— Question,  Mr.  Field  ; 
Aniwer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
^-^  {April  li).]  Pafe 

The  CAN.vrnxx  Tea  DuTlE^i^ — Questiou,  Mr.  Howard  ;  Answer,  The  Under 

Secretary  of  State  for  Mie  Colonies  (Mr.  8,  Buxtoti), 
Teaching    Staffs  ix   Elementary    Schools — Questioti,    Sir   R.    Paget  ; 

Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the  Couocil  (Mr.  Aclaiid)  .*-  ...     837 

Road  Subventions    for  Edinburgh— Qiiestioo,  Captaiti  Hope;  Answer, 

The  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  ,.•  •••     838 

Land  Revenue  of  India — QueatioD,  Sir  D.   Wedderbuni ;    Answer,   The 

Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler). 
Canadian     Royalties    on    British   Copyright   Works — Qnestiou,   Mr. 

Stuart-Wortley  ;  Answer,  The  Preeiident  of  the  Bo&rd  of  Trade  (Mr. 

Miindella)  ...  ...  ...  ...  ..«  .*•     839 

Swine  Fever — Question,  Commander  Bethell ;  Answer,  The  President  of 

the  Board  of  Agncnlture  (Mr,  H,  Gurdner)      .*.  .„  *••     840 

Board  of  Iri^h  Liuhts — Questions,  Mr.  Wolff,  Mr.  Field  ;  Answers,  The 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mnudella). 
Service   Franchise   in  Scotland — Questions,   Mr.   Napter,  Mr.  Hozier, 

Sir  C*  Dilke,  Dr.  Mscgregor  ;  Answers,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr,  J.  B, 

Balfour)      ...  .«.  ...  ,..  ».,  ..«     S4i 

Foreign    Meat    Imports— Questions,    Sir    H.    Maxwell,  Mr,  Yerburgb ; 

Answers,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  (Mr.  H,  Gardner)     842 
The  Registration  Bill — Questions,  Sir  H.  James  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 

Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  ...  •*•  •••     843 

Rival  American  Mail  Routes — Questions,  Captnin  Donelan,  Mr.  Dane, 

Mr.  Field  ;  Answers,  The  Posttuaster  Geueml  (Mr,  A.  Morley)  ,«.     844 

Prizes   in    Board    Schools — Question,   Mr,   Cohb ;    Answer,   The   Vice 

President  of  the  Council  (Mr,  Aelan<l)  „,  ...  .*•     845 

Antrui    Castle   Deer   Park — Question,    Mr.   M*Cartau ;    Answer,  The 

Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannermau)        ••.  •*•     846 

FtioMOTiON  IN  the  CiviL  SERVICE — Question,  Mr.  Macdouald  ;    Answer, 

The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J,  T.  Hibbert), 
Jabe^.  Spencer  Balfour — Question,  Mr,  Yerbtirgh  ;  Answer,  The  Under 

Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  E.  Grey)  ...  ••*     847 

The  Half-Penny    Rate — Question,  Mr.  Daue ;    Answer,  The  Postmaster 

General  (Mr.  A,  Morley). 
Mr,  Matthew  Wild  O^Connor — Question,  Mr.  Dane  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 

Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  ...  ...  ... 

Colourable  Licence  Transfers  in  Ireland — Questions,  Dr.  Tanner,  Mr, 

W.  Johnston,  Mr.  T.  W.   Russell  ;    Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 

Ireland  (Mr.  J,  Morley). 
Orano^e    Disturbances    in    Ballynure — Questions,    Mr.   M*Cartan,   Mr. 

Dane,   Mr.  Bodkin,  Mr.    Sexton  ;    Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 

Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  ...  ...  ...  „,     849 

London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Railway  Fares — Question,  Mr, 

Benn  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mnndella)  ...     851 
The  Loss  of  the  *'  Blair  At  hole  '' — Question,  Mr.  Ca%^endish-Bentinck  ; 

Apii^wer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth)     .•     852 
Liverpool  Telegraphists*  Grievance — Question,  Mr.  Saunders  ;  Answer, 

The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  A.  Morley). 
Newspaper    Post — Question,   Mr.    Saunders ;    Answer,   The    Postmaster 

General  (Mr.  A.  Morley)  ...  *.♦  ...  .„     853 

Prison  Accommodation  in  the  Metropolis — Question,  Mr.  A.  C.Morton  ; 

Answer,   The    Secretary   of   State    for    the    Home    Department    (Mr. 

Asquith). 
Employers'  Liability  in  Scotland^ — Questions,  Mr.  W.  Whitelaw,   Mr* 

Hozier,  Mr.  Caldwell  ;  Answers,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J,  B.  Balfour). 
The    Imprisoned    Armenians — Queetioos,  Mr.  Schwann ;    Answers,  The 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  E.  Grey)  •••     854 


I 


TABLE  OF  CONTEN  i\S. 


iAprii  19.] 


Page 

855 
856 


Stationery  Office  Ppblications — Quetitions,  Mr.  Gibeon  Bowles,  Mr,  J. 

Lowther ;     Answers,    The    Secretary     to    the    Treasury    (Sir    J.    T. 

Hibbert)     ...  ...  ...  ...  .,« 

Occasional     Licences — Qiiestious,    Sir     \V.     Lawson  ;      Auawers,     The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harcoiirt)  „.  ,,, 

Ugakda — Questions,  Sir    C.   Dilke,   Mr,    A.   J.    Balfour ;    Amwers,   Tlie 

Chiiticellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Hareourt). 
The  BrD*jET  Prufusals^ — Que.-itious,  Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach^  Mr.  Sexton,  Sir 

K.  Paget,  Mr.  Yerburgh,  Dr.  Macgregor  ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of 

the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  ...  ...  .„  ,„     857 

Business  ok  the  House — Question,  Mr.  W,  Long  ;  Answer,  The  President 

of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr*  Shaw-Lefevre)  .*,  ...     859 

The  Crimes  Act  Revkal  Bill — ^Question,  Mr.  J.  Kedmoud  ;  Answer,  The 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
The  Marking  uf  Foreign  Meat — Qne^tiou,  Mr.  Jeffreys  ;  Answer,  The 

Presideut  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  (Mr,  H.  Gardner). 
Missing  Vessels — Question,  Mr.  Heneage  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 

Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella)       ...  »,,  „,  .„     86Q 

Military  Expenditure   in  Lnpia — Qnct^tion,  Sir  D.  Macfarlane  ;  Answer, 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler). 
Freed  Slaves — Question,  Sir  R.  Temple  i  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 

State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  E.  Grey)  ,„  „,  .„     861 

The  Cavan  Land  Commission — Questions,  Mr.  Knox  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 

Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr,  J.  Morley), 
Catholic  Magistrates  IN  Antrim — Question,  Mr.  Enox ;    Answer,  The 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)      ...  ...  „,     862 

Irish  Telegraph   Employes — -Questionj  Mr.  Knox  ;    Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  (Mn  A.  Morley). 
Swaziland — Question,  Baron  H.  de  Worms  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 

of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  8.  Buxton)         ...  ...  ...     863 


MO  TI  ONS. 


Parochial  Blectors  (BegfistTation  Acceleration)  Bill — 

Motion  for  Leave  ...  *•*  •*.  *•»  •«•     864 

Motion  made,  aud  Question  proposed, 

•■That  leaTe  he  given  to  bring:  in  a  Bill  to  Accelerate  the  Registration  of  Parochial 
Elector*  in  England  and  Wales  in  the  present  year," — (Jfr.  SkaiO'Lefetrfi,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  orderetl  (iVr.  Sfmw-Lefevre^  Sir  J,  T.  Hibberii) — Bill  presented,  and 

read  first  time,     [Bill  175]  «••  ,••  •••  *•*     865  j 

Zvicted  Tenants  (Irelaiid)  Bill — 

Motion  for  Leave. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  leave  be  (a^ven  to  brin^  in  a  BiO  to  facilitate  and  make  provision  for  the  restora- 
tion of  Evicted  Tenants  to  their  Holdings  iu  Ireland,'* — (.Vr.  J,  Morley,) 

Aft^r  Dehate,  Motion  agreed  to  •«•  ..*  •••  ■••     d4l 

Bill  ordered  {Mr,  J.  Morleg,  The  Solicitor  General  :) — Bill  presented^  and 
read  first  time.     [Bill  176.] 

Conciliation  (Trade  Disputes)  Bill  (No.  126)— 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
lApril  19.]  Page 

Conciliation  {Trade  Disputes)  BUI — continued 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time," — (Mr.  Mundella). 

After  short  Debate,  it  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock  •••  •••     947 

Education  Code,  1894 — Motion  fob  an  Address — 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  jmraying  Her  Majesty  to  withhold 
Her  assent  to  the  words  in  page  17,  Article  90,  of  the  Education  Code  of  1894 ^namely, 
*  any  outlay  on  the  premises  beyond  the  oost  of  ordinary  repairs  or/  and  to  all  the 
words  of  the  17th  April  1894  from  *in  order  that,'  to  the  end," — (yitcohtwt  Jranborne.') 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  26  ;  Noes 
122. — (Division  List,  No.  29)         •••  •••  •••  •••     964 

local  Oovemment   Proyisional  Orders  Glo.  3)  Bill  (No.  128)  —  Heported, 

without  Amendment  [Provisional  Orders  confirmed]  ;   to  be  read  the  third  time  To- 
morraw  .....  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...     955 

Local  Ooyemment  (Ireland)  Proyisional  Order  (Ho.  3)  Bill  (Ho*  116)— 

Reported,  without  Amendment  [Provisional  Order  confirmed]  ;  to  be  read  the  third 
time  To-morrow. 

Message  from  the  LoRDd — ^That  they  have  agreed  to — Army  (Annual) 
Bill,  without  Amendment. 

Law  Library,  Four  CourtB  (Ireland)  Bill  (Ho.  131)— As  amendeti,  considered ; 

read  the  third  time,  and  i)a8sed.' 

Wild  BirdB'  Protection  Act  (1880)  Amendment  Bill  (Ho.  134)— Considered  in 

Committee. 
CUtuse  1.    Committee  reiwrt  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Solicitors*  Examination  Bill  (Ho-  112) — Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
without  Amendment ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

East  London  Water  Bill — Ordered,  That  the  Minutes  of  Evidence  taken  before  the 
Committee  on  the  East  London  Water  Bill,  in  Session  1886,  and  the  Southwark  and 
Vauxhall  Water  Bill,  in  Session  1891,  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  East  London 
Water  Bill,— (i>r.  Farquharsim.) 

DOffS  Bill — Ordered  (Jl/r.  Herbert  Gardner/ *iir.  Secretary'  Asquith^  The  Solicitor 
General^  The  Lord  Advocate :)  -  Bill  presented,  and  read  firet  time.     [Bill  177.] 

LORDS,     FRIDAY,     APRIL     20. 

Pistols  Bill  (No.  11)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read    ...  ...  ...     957 

Moved,   "That   the   Bill   be   now  read   2%"  — (TAc   Lord    Stanley    of 
Alderley.) 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2^  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  Friday  next  ...  ...  ...  ..  „,     962 

Colonial  Officers  (Leave  of  Absence)  Bill  (No.  25)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading  read. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»,"— (TAc  Marquess  of  Ripon.) 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2^  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  Tuesday  next  •••  •••  •••  ...  .,.     968 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 


lApHi  20.] 


Pa$^ 


Law  Library,  Four  Courts  (Ireland)  Bill— I^roiif  lit  from  the  Commons ;  reiui  l*  ;  and 
to  be  printed.     <Nru  29)       ,„ 


FRIDAY,     APRIL     20. 


Q  UE  S  T  I  0  N  S. 


^ 


964 


^^         to  be 

^^B  COMMONS, 

^m     MoHNiNo  Sitting. 

■       The  Hmall  Isles— Questionj^,  Dr.  M&cgregor  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  for 

Scotland  (Sir  G.  Trevelyau), 
!|        Dublin   Telegraph    DErAitTMENT — Question,   Mr,   Field ;    Answer,   The 
ji  Postmaster  Geuenil  (Mr.  A,  Moriey)  ..•  ...  ««•     965 

Second-Class*  TELECrRA.mnsTs  in  Dublin — QuestioDs,  Mr.  Field  ;  Answers, 

The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  A.  Morley)         ...  ...  .,,     966 

UNATIGS  IN  Belfast  Wukrholtse — Questions,  Mr.  M'Cartan,  Hr,  Sexton  ; 

Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
Carbolic  Acid — Question,  Mr*  Macdona  ;  Answer,  The   Vice   President  of 

the  Couneil  (Mr.  Atdand)  ...  ...  ..•  ...     968 

pER.JOiiy  IS  EviCTHKV    Pkoceedinus — Question,  Mr.  Dane;  Answer,  The 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
Level  CRdssiNOs   on    the   (iueat    Nohtiiern    (Ireland)    Railwav — 

Quastion,  Mr,  Dane  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr, 

Miiudella)  .«*  ..»  ..«  ...  ...  ...     969 

Enniskillen  PnaT  Offh  E — Question,  Mr.  Dane  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 

General  (Mr.  A.  Morley), 
Officer!^'  Pav  in  India — Question,  Mr.  Naoroji ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 

StAte  for  India  (Mr.  H.  II.  Fowler)  ...  ...  ...     970 

Cahswell  Point  F*>giiorn — Question,  Mr,  Young ;  Answer,  Tbe  President 

of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella). 
Lady   Vi»iTnRs  t<j    Irish   Peisi^x-s— Question,  Mr.  Webh ;    Answer,  Tbe 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
The**Co&ta  Rica  Packei" — Question,   Mr.  Hogan  ;  Answer,  The  Under 

Secretary  of  State  for  Foreigii  Affairs  (Sir  E,  Grey)  ...  -..971 

Bolts    and    Nits   for   the    At>MiUALTY — Question,    Mr.    Wilson    Lloyd  ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  to  tbe  Admiralty  (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth). 
CiiEADLE  National  Schools — Question,   Mr.  C.   M'Laren  ;    Answer,   The 

Vice  President  of  tlie  Cctuncil  (Mr,  Achiud)      •♦.  •«•  ...     972 

The  Arran  Evictions — Question,  Mr.  Field  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 

for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
Paraffin  and   Disastrml  s   Fires^ — Quostions,   Mr.  Paul  ;    Answers,  The 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith). 
New    Lunatic  Asylum  at  Po rtr an e— Question,  Mr,   Hayden  ;    Answer, 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  ...  ,..     975 

Second  Division  Clerks,  Dlblin  Post  Office — Question,  Mr.  Hayden  ; 

Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  A,  Morley)  ...  ...     974 

German  Pris^iN-Made  Goods— Questions,  Colonel   Howard   Vincent,  Mr, 

Darling^,   Mr,  .1.  Lowther  ;    Answers,  The   President  of  the  Board   of 

Trade    (Mr.   Muodolla),  The    Secretary   to    the    Treasury  (Sir   J.  T. 
Hibl)ert),  The  Under  Secretary  of   State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  E. 
Grey). 
Board  of  Trade  Pl  ulications — Questions,  Colonel  Howard  Vincent,  Mr, 
Gibson  Bowles,   Mr.  Hartley  ;  Answers,   The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 

(Sir  J,   T.    Hild»ert),   The    Chancellor    of    the    Exchequer    (Sir    W, 
Hareourt)   ...  •••  ...  •••  •..  .,.     976 

VOL.  XXII L  [fourth  series.]  [  '^  ] 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
lApril  20.]  fli^e 

JdtLiTARr    Officers   at   Irish    Race   Meetikg^^^ — Que^^tioo,    Mr*    Parker 

Smith  ;    Aoswer,    The    Secretary   of    State   for    War   (Mr.   Campbell- 

Bannerman)  ,,.  ,..  „.  .„  „,     978 

Tbk  Cost  of  the  Scotch  Police — Questioo,  Mr.  Dalziel ;  Answer,  The 

Secretary  for  Scotland  (Sir  G,  Trevelyan). 
Sick   Leave  in  the   Civil   Service — Quest  ions,  Mr.  J.   Rowlands,    Mr. 

Gibson   Bowles  ;  Answers,  The   Secretary  to  the   Treasury   (Sir  J,   T. 

Hibbert)      ,,,  „.  ..•  .•.  •,.  ...     978 

International  Disarmament — Question,  Mr,  Byles  ;  Answer,  The  Under 

Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  E.  Grey)  ...  *.,     980 

Lord  Beaconsfield'h  Statu e^ — Questions,  Mr.  Cremer  ;  Answers,  The  First 

Commissioner  of  W^orks  (Mr.  H.  GladHtono). 
Desertions   from  British  Ships — Questions,  Mr.  J.   H.  Wilson,    Sir   G, 

Baden-Powell  ;  Answers,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 

Mundella)   ,,«  ,*.  ..,  ,,.  *•*  ...     9^1 

Earlt    Morning    Work    in   the    Navy — Question,   Mr,   J.   H,   Wilson ; 

Answer,  The  Secrptary  to  the  Admiralty  (Sir  U.  Kay*Shtittleworth)    «.     9^2 
Uganda — Questions^   Sir  G.  Baden-PoAvell,   Sir  C.  Dilke ;    Answers,  The 

Chan oe  11  or  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt). 
"The  Sale  of  Goods  Act,  1893," — Questions,  Mr.  Darling  ;  Answers,  The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Hareourt)  •••  ,,•     9B3 

Disease  in  the  Armt — Questions,  Mn  cJeffreys  ;  Auswers,  The  Secretary  ol 

State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Banncrmau)* 
Death    after   Vaccination — ^QuestionR,    Mr.   Hopwood ;    Answers,   The 

Secretary  to  the  Local  Government  Board  (Sir  W.  Foster)  ,„  ,*,     984 

Baltimore    Mails— Question,    Mr.    Gilhooly ;    Answer,    The   Postmaster 

General  (Mr,  A.  Morley)  •••  «••  •••  ...     985 

Art  Exhibitions  in  Glasgow — Question,  Mr,  C.  M'Laren  ;  Answer,  The 

Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B,  Balfour)  ..,  .„  „,     986 

Professors   in   Queen'8  Colleges   in   Ireland — ^Que^tion,   Dr-   Kenny; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert)  •••     987 

The  New  Spirit   DcTY'—Questions,  Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  Goschen,  Mr.  Field  i 

Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Hareourt). 
The  Welsh   Disestablishment   Bill — Statement,  The  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Hareourt)  ,..  •••  ,♦,  .♦.     988 

The  New   Estate   Dttv — Questions,   Sir  M.  Hicks^Betieh,  Sir  G.  Baden- 
Powell,  Mr.  Darling  ;  Answers,  The  Cbancellor  of  the  Exchequer   (Sir 

W.  Hareourt), 
Richmond   DrsTRiCT  Lunatic  Asylum — Question,    Dr.    Kenny  ;    Answer, 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  .„  „*     990 

The  Ihish  Land  Acts — Question,  Mr,  T.  W.  Russell  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr,  J,  Morley). 


ORDERS     OF     THE     DAY, 


Standing  Committee  (Scotland)— Resolution.     [Adjourned  Debate.] 
Order  read,  for  Fesuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Main  Question  [2nd  April] 

'^  That,  ill  addition  to  the  two  Standing  Committees  apfwiaU^i  under  Standing  Order 
No.  47,  a  Staiiding  Committee  shall  be  appointed  for  the  consideration  of  all  Bill* 
relating  exdusirely  to  Scotland  which  may,  by  order  of  the  House,  be  eommittcil  to 
them,  and  that  the  provisions  of  Standing  Order  Ko.  ITehaJl  apply  to  tbe  said  Standing 
Committee : 

That  the  said  Standing  Committee  do  caoaist  of  all  Members  repre«ientinj;  ScottijaJi 
conatitucncica,  together  with  15  other  Memben  to  be  nominated  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection,  who  shall  have  power  from  time  to  time  to  diftcharge  the  Members  ao 
nominated  by  them,  and  to  appoint  others  fn  substitution  for  those  discharged  » 
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[Standing  CoMMfXTES  (Scotland) — e&niinued 

"  Thai  Stwiditig  Otden  Nob.  49  and  50  do  apply  to  tbe  said  Standing  Committee;'— (.*Wr 

Mam  Queslioti  a^ain  proposed  : — Debate  resumed* 

After  Deltfite,  Ameodmeiit  proposed,  in   line   4,  after  the  word  "  Bills,"  to 
insert  the  words — 

**Rdatlflg  to  Law  and  Courts  of  Justice  and  Legal   Procedure,  and  to  Trade,  Sluppiag, 
Manofacturea,  Agriculture,  aod  Fighing,  and,"— (K»*<'(»Mwf  Wolni^r)      .^,  .,, 

Question  propoBed,  **  That  those  words  1>e  there  imerted  *' 

After  Debate,  Mr.  Buebaiiatj  rose  iu  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move,  "That 
the  Question  be  now  put  **  .,,  .„  ,,.  .,• 

QiiestioQ  put^  **  That  the  Question  be  now  put ;  " — ^The  House  divided  : — 
Ayes  236  ;  Noes  208.— (Di vision  List,  No.  30/) 

QuestiOD  put  accordingly,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  : " — The 
House  divided  : — Ayes  208  ;  Noes  2io. — (Divisiou  List»  No.  3L) 

Amendment    proposed,   in  line  4,    to   insert   after    the   word  **  Bills/'   the 
words  "  introduced  by  a  Minister  of  tbe  Crown," — {Sir  H,  MaxweiL) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted" 

After  «hort  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  in  ,••  ...  «#* 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  8,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  fifteen,"  and  insert 

the  word  "thirty -one," — {Mr,  Litile) 
Question  proposeii,  "  That  the  word  *  fifteen '  stand  part  of  the  Question.*' 

After  Debate,  Question  put : — Tbe  House  divided  : — Ayes  241 ;  Noes  21  L 
— (Division  List,  No,  32)  .„  •••  ...  •»• 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  proposed. 

It  being  after  Seven  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed   upon  Monday  next,  and   Mr.   Speaker  thereupon 
suspended  tbe  Sitting  until  Nine  o'clock. 
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EVENING  Sitting. 


ORDERS     OF     THE     DAl\ 


I  SUPPLY— Committee- 
Order  for  Committee  read* 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^^  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  naw  leave  the 
Chair";— 

Ddke  or  Edijt BURGH  (ANNiTiTr) — Resolutions- 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from   the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words, 

**  The  Act  of  36  and  37  Vict.,  c.  80,  granting  an  annaity  of  £10,000  to  H.R^.  the  Duke 
of  Edinburgh,  having  provided  that,  in  the  event  of  Hia  said  Ri>yal  HighneaH  aacoeed. 
ing  t<»  any  i-ivereig^ty  or  principality  Abroad,  it  sliall  be  lawful  for  Her  Majesty  or 
Her  auccessonSj  with  the  consent  of  Parhament,  to  revoke  or  reduce  tbe  said  annuity 
by  Warrant  under  the  Hign  Manual,  and  His  Royal  Highness  having  so cceeded  to  the 
•oTgreignty  of  a  Foreign  conntry^  in  the  opinion  of  thia  Houue  it  in  desirable  tliat  the 
laid  iKnnnity  ihalLceaae," — ^Mf^  A.  C.  *Ui; r^u a, )<— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  tbe  words  propr^ed  to  be  left  out  ata'id  part  of 
the  Question"  ...  «.     '^^ 

«/  2  ] 
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SUPPLY — Duke  of  Edinburgh  (Annuity) — continued 

After  Debate,  Qnestion  put : — The  House  divided  : — ^Ayes  298  ;  Noes  67. 
— (Division  List,  No.  33)  •..  •••  ...  ..•  1065 

Main  Question  proposed,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair.^ 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

SuppLT — Committee  upon  Monday  next. 

Indian  Railway  CompanieB  Bill — 

Motion  for  Leave. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  enable  Indian  Railway  Companies  to  pay  interest  out  of  Capital,** 
— (^Mr.  H»  H.  Fowler)  ...  •••  •••  •••  •••  106G 

After  short.  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  {Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Sir  J.  T.  Hibhert :)— Bill  presented,  and 
read  first  time.     [Bill  184.] 

House  of  Commons  Accommodation  —  Motion   for  a   Select    Com- 
mittee— 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  '  to  consider  whether  any,  and  what,  arrange*  ' 
ments  can  be  made  to  improve  the  Accommodation  provided  for  the  Members  and 
Officials  of  this  House,  and  for  the  representatives  of  the  Press  : 

That  Mr.  Buchanan,  Lord  Burghley,  Mr.  Radcliffe  Cooke,  Sir  Charles  Dilke,  Sir  Thomaa 
Esmonde,  Mr.  Freeman-Mitford,  Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone,  Sir  James  Joicey,  Major 
Jones,  Mr.  Alphcus  Morton,  Mr.  McDonnell,  Mr.  David  Plunket,  Lord  Stanley,  Colonel 
Howanl  Vincent,  and  Sir  Julian  Goldsmid  be  Members  of  the  Committee  : 

That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records  : 

That  Five  be  the  quorum,' "— (-Vr.  T.  E,  Ellu.) 

After  sbort  Debate,  objection  taken,  Motion  postponed  •••  •••  106T 

Local  Ooyemment  Provisional  Orders  Glo.  3)  Bill  (No.  122)— Read  the  third  time, 

and  passed. 

Local  Ooyemment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  dTo.  3)  Bill  (Ho.  116)— Head 

the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act  (1887)  Sepeal  Bill  (Ho.  8>-Con. 

sidered  in  Committee. 
Clause  1.    Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

MOTIONS. 


Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional  Order  (So,  1)  (Canals  of  Great  Nortbem 
and  other  Kailway  Companies)  Bill— ^^^^^'^  i^i''  Buh,  Mr,  Munddia  ;>- Bill 

presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  178.] 

Leaseholders  (Purchase  of  Fee  Simple)  KH—Ordered  (Mr.  H,  L,  w,  Lawion, 

Mr,  James  JRotcland^,  Mr.  Kearley,  Mr.  Frye^  Mr.  BrunneVy  Mr,   Field:)  —  Bill 
presented,  and  i-ead  first  time.     [Bill  179.]  ...  „,  ,..   106H 

Xeligions  Opinicins  Prosecutions  Bill^  Ordered  (Mr.  storey,  Mr.  Maden^  Mr.  Dalziel, 
Mr.  Lahoucherey  Mr.  JAoyd-Oeorge  .jthersll  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  180.] 
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Small  Tenants  (Scotland}  Bill-^Ordered  (2>r.  Farqukarson,  Mr.  BwhaHO/Hj  Mr, 
Crombie,  Captain  Sinclair ^  Mr.  Wa9i>n:) — Bill  presented,  and  reail  first  time.    [Bill 

8ea  FiiheriM  Seg^nlation  (Scotland)  Bill— ^^^^f*^  i^S^^  Herbert  Maxwell,  Lord 

Eleho,  Mr.  Shato  Stetoart  O-^Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    fBill  182.] 

LoeomotiTe  Threabing  Engines  Bill~^''<^'*^^  iSir  John  Kennaumy,  Sir  WiUiam 
Walrand,  Sir  Mark  Stewart,  Mr.  Clancy,  Mr,  Wingfeld-Digby,  Mr.  Lambert,  Mr. 
Round ;)— Bill  presented,  and  read  firjt  time.     [Bill  183,] 

Patent  Agents  Bill — 

The  Select  Committee  on  Patent  Agents  Bill  nomirmted  of, — Mr.  Thomas  Henry  Bolton, 
Mr.  Bonsfield,  Mr.  Broad,  Mr.  Alban  Gibbs,  Mr.  Heywood  Johnstone,  Sir  John  Leng, 
Mr.  Edward  M*Hugh,  Mr.  Mather,  Mr.  Nussey,  Mr.  W.  F.  D.  Smith,  and  Mr. 
Warmington. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  iwwer  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quorum,"  -(Jtfr.  T.  E.  Ellis.) 


LORDS,    MONDAY,    APRIL    23. 

Commission — The  following  Bills  received  the  Royal  Assent : — 1.  Behring 

Sea  Award. — 2.  Army  (Annual)    ...  ...  •••  ..    1069 

New  Peers — Stuart  Rendel,  Esquire,  having  been  created  Baron  Rendel,  of 
Hatchlands,  in  the  County  of  Surrey — Was  (in  the  usual  manner)  intro- 
duced.— Sir  Reginald  Earle  Welby,  G.C.B.,  having  been  created  Baron 
Welby  of  AUington,  in  the  County  of  Lincoln — Was  (in  the  usual 
manner)  introduced. 

TniStae  Act,  1893,  Amendment  Bill  (Ho.  20)— Committee ;  House  in  Committee 
(according  to  Order)  ;  Bill  reported  without  Amendment ;  and  re-committed  to  the 
Standing  Committee. 

Coimty  Councils  Association  (Scotland)  Expenses  Bill  (No.  27) — 
Second  Reading  : — Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading  read. 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\'—{The  Lord  Balfour)  ...  1070 

After  ehort  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill   read   2»   accordingly,  and  committed   to  a  Committee  of  tlie  Whole 
House  on  Thursday  next. 

UuRDER  OF  A  Caretaker  IN  CouNTY  CoRK — Question  and  Ohservations, 
The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of  Cork. 

Marking  of  Foreign  and  Colonial  Produce  —  The  evidence  taken 
before  the  Select  Committee  from  time  to  time  to  be  printed  for  the  use  of 
the  Members  of  this  House  \  but  no  copies  thereof  to  be  delivered,  except 
to  Members  of  the  Committee,  until  further  order.     (No.  80)  •••  1071 

Standing  Committee — Report  from  the  Committee  of  Chairmen  of  the 
Standing  Committee,  That  they  have  appointed  the  Viscount  Cross 
Chairman  of  the  Standiug  Committee  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table  •••  •••  ...  •••  ..-  •••  1072s 

Xorth  Borwiok  Provisional  Order  Bill  (BTo.  18)-Read  2*  (according  to  Order), 

and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 
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WAYS  AND  MEANS— Considered  in  Committee  ...  ...  1107 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

Bstftte  Duty. 

**  That,  towards  raising  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  there  shall  be  leyied  and 
paid  to  Her  Majesty,  in  the  case  of  every  person  dying  on  or  after  the  first  day  of  June, 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety-four,  upon  the  principal  value  of  the  property, 
jreal  or  personal,  settled  or  not  settled,  which  passes,  or  is  to  be  deemed  to  pass,  on  or 
with  reference  to  his  death,  a  Duty  at  the  graduated  rates  following  (that  is  to  say)  : — 

At  the  rate  for  every  full  sum  of 

£100,  and  for  any  fractional 
part  of  £100  over  any  multiple 
Where  the  principal  value—  of  £100,  of— 

Exceeds           £100  and  does  not  exceed            £500  -  One  pound. 
„                     £600          „            „                    £1,000  -  Two  pounds. 
„                 £1,000          „            „                  £10,000  -  Three  pounds. 
„                £10,000          „            „                  £25,000  -  Four  pounds. 
„               £25,000          „            „                  £50,000  -  Four  pounds  and  ten  shillings. 
„               £60,000          „            „                  £75,000  -  Five  pounds. 
„               £75,000          „            „                £100,000  -  Five  pounds  and  ten  shillings. 
„             £100,000          „            „                £150,000  -  Six  pounds. 
„             £16Q,000          „            „                £250,000  -  Six  pounds  and  ten  shillings. 
„             £250,000          „            „                £500,000  -  Seven  pounds. 
„             £600,000          „            „            £1,000,000  -  Seven  pounds  and  ten  shillings. 
„  £1,000,000 Eight  pounds. 

And,  where  property  subject  to  Duty  at  the  graduated  rates  to  be  imposed  in  conformity 
with  this  Resolution  is  settled,  there  shall  be  levied  and  paid  to  Her  Majesty  upon  the 
principal  value  thereof  a  further  Duty  of  one  pound  for  every  full  sum  of  £100,  and 
for  any  fractional  part  of  £100  over  any  multiple  of  £100. 
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In  respOL't  of  property  ch&rgeable  with  Duty  tti  b«  impri«*eil  in  conformity  with  thia 
Renolution  there  shall  not  l>ii  levied  the  Duties  followiniir  (thdt  is  to  any)  : — 

1,  The  Stamp  Duties  impoHe«.l  by  *  The  Cuatnms  and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1881/  on  the 
^^  aMdartt  to  be  requireti  and  received  from  the  imti^u  applying  for  F'rolmte  or  Letters 
^K  of  AdtJaiTiistration  in  England  or  Ireland,  or  on  the  inventory  to  te  exhibited  and 
^H   recorded  in  Scotland. 

^^B  The  Stiinip  Duties  imposeil  by  section  3d  of  'The  Customs  atid  Iriliind  Revenue  Aet, 
^H^  1881/  as  amended  and  exteudetl  by  section  U  of  'The  CuHttJtns  and  [nland  Revenue 
^Ki  Act,  IS^y/  on  the  value  of  [lersonal  or  moveable  property  to  be  included  in  accounts 
^H    thereby  tllrectal  to  be  delivered. 

3;  The  a^lditional  Succession  Dutien  imposed  by  scation  ^21  of  'The  Cnstoms  and  Inlaiul 
Revenue  Act,  1888/ 

4.  The  Temporary  E^itate  Duties  imposed  by  sections  6  and  *J  of  'The  Customii  and 
Inland  Revenue  Act,  1889,' 

5,  The  duty  at  the  rate  of  one  pounrl  per  eentutn  which  would,  by  virtue  of  the  Acta  in 
force  relating  to  Lej^cy  Duty  or  Succ^ession  Duty,  have  l>een  payable  unrler  the  will  or 
intestacy  of  the  deceased,  or  on  or  by  reference  to  his  death,  under  his  disposition  or 
any  devolution  from  him," — {^Thr  Chnm^eUor  'ftJuf  Sj'rhequ^rJ) 

After  i»hort  Debate,  Motiou,  by  leave,  withdrawn  .«,  ...  ,,.  1122 

Motiou  made,  and  Quet^tion  proposed, 

Income  Tax, 

*'  That,  towards  raising  the  Supply  granteii  to  Her  Majesty,  there  4<ihall  Ije  charged, 
1^^  collectcfl,  and  paid  for  the  year  which  cummencetl  on  the  sixth  day  of  April,  one 
^H  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety-four^  in  respect  of  ail  Property,  rrofits,  and  Gaias 
^1  mentioned  or  described  as  chargeable  m  the  *  [ooome  Tax  Act,  I^o3/  the  following 
^^    Duties  of  Income  Tax  (that  is  to  say)  ; — 

For  every  Twenty  Shillings  of  the  annual  value  on  amount  of  Property,  Profits,  and 
Gains  chargeable  under  Schedules  (A),  (C),  (D),  or  (E)  of  the  said  Act,  the  Duty 
of  Eight  Pence  ; 

And  for  every  Twenty  Shillings  of  the  annual  value  of  the  occiii*ation  of  Lands, 
Tenements,  Hereditaments,  and  Heritage'*  chargeable  under  Schetlulc  (B)  of  the 
said  Act^ — 

In  England,  the  Duty  of  Four  Pence  ; 

In  Scotland  antl  Ireland  respectively,  the  Duty  of  Three  Pence,'* — {The  Chamdhr 
ti/  ih«  Exehfquer.^ 

After  long  Debute,'  Ametidmeot  propOf*ed,  in  lines  13  and    14,  to  leave  out 
the  words  *'  the  Dutj  of  Four  Fenec  ;  In/' — {^Str  J,  Lubbock)  •.. 

Qaeatioo  proposed,  ^^  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question  ^'  .*•  .•• 

'ter  short  Debate,  Amend  me  nt^  bj  leave,  withdrawn  •*,  •»« 

do  Question  again  proposed. 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  «••  ••«  ••* 

Motiou  made,  and  Qneetton  proposed. 

Sue?.  Canal  Shares, 

■That  it  18  expedient  to  authorise  the  payment  into  the  Exchequer  of  all  dividends  or 
other  money  received  by  the  Treasury  after  the  Ist  day  of  July,  18D4,  in  respect  of 
Suez  Canal  Shares,"-^ rA^:-  CluinreUor  of  the  Ejeche^uei',') 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  a^r€««/ to  .««  «•»  ••«   1193 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposedt 

Imperial  and  Naval  Defence  Acts, 

That  it  li  expedient  to  authorise  the  payment  into  the  Kxchcquer  of  nny  sum  by  vi-hich 
the  aggregate  payments  ma«Ie  to  the  Naval  Defence  Account,  under  section  2  of  *  The 
Naval  Defence  Act,  188i*,'  may  exceed  the  actual  expenditure  on  contract  ships 
authorined  by  that  Act;  and  to  provide  that  the  further  instalments  i>ayftble  to  tn«j 
•aid  Account  under  the  said  section  shall  cease,*'— (FA^  ChettuvUar  iff  t ha  Hieehdfuer.) 
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AmeDdment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  ^expedient,**  in  line  1,  to 
the  word  ^^  and,**  in  line  4,  in  order  to  insert  the  words 

*'  To  close  on  the  Slst  of  March,  1894,  the  Naval  Defence  Aooount  as  estahlished  hy 
section  2 of -The  Naval  Defence  Act,  1889,' "—(X<Frd^;JBraiiitfft>a)    ...  ...  II94 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words  proposed  to  he  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question"  •••  •••  ...  ^.  ...  1196 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  •••  •••  1200 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  payment  into  the  Exchequer  of  any  sum 
by  which  the  aggregate  payments  made  to  the  Naval  Defence  Aoooont,  under  section  2 
of  "  The  Naval  Defence  Act,  1889,"  may  exceed  the  actual  expenditure  on  contract 
ships  authorised  by  that  Act ;  and  to  provide  that  the  further  instalmeots  payable  to 
the  said  Account  under  the  said  section  shall  cease. 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  application  of  the  old  Sinkinff  Fund  and 
the  new  Sinking  Fund  in  paying  off  the  loans  borrowed  under  Part  XL  of  **  The 
Imperial  Defence  Act  of  1888/^  and  under  **  The  Naval  Defence  Act,  1889.** 

Rssolvedj  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  payment,  out  of  the  permanent  annual 
charge  for  the  National  Debt,  of  the  interest  of  the  said  loans,**— (T!!^  Chane&Uor  qf 
the  jtoDckequer^ 

ResolutioDS  to  be  roported  To-morrow  ;  Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Coneiliation  (Trade  Disputes)  Bill  (No.  126)— 

Second  Reading.     [Adjourned  Debate.] 

Order   read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [19th  April], 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  ^*      ...  •••  •••  1201 

QuestioD  again  proposed  : — Debate  rosumed. 

Observations,  Mr.  Pierpoint. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned : — Debate  to  be  resumed 
To-morrow. ••  •••  •••  •••  «••  •••  1202 

Ivicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill  OTo.  176)— Second  Reading. 
Observations,    gleoond  Reading  deferred  till  To-morrow. 

Bailway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill  (Ho.  156)— Second  Reading. 

ObRervations.    Second  Reading  deferred  till  To-morrow. 

Wild  Birds  Protection  Act  (1880)  Amendment  Bill  (No.  184)— 

[Progress^  19th  ApriL']     Bill  considered  in  Committee         •••  •••     1208 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Motion   made,   and   Question   proposed,   **That  the   Chairman  do  report 
Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr.  P.  M^Hugh,) 

Observations. 

Motion  agreed  to  : — Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Beligions  Tests  (Ireland)  Bill  (Vo.  48)~Onler  for  Second  Reading  lead. 
Observations.    Seoond  Reading  deferred  till  To-morrow. 

Solicitors*    Bmnination  Bill  (Ho.  US)— Re^i  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
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"LoxBON  Streets  and  Builpinos  Bill — 

Ordered,  Thut  Mr.  Kimber  be  dlschiiiKed  flnd  Mr.  P.  M.  Tbomton  be  a^ded  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  IxjQdqn  Streets  iiml  Biiildin^  BHl,— (.lAr.  AJtrrn-DomjlaJt.} 

Volunteer  Acts — 

Ordrr-ed^  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  working  of  the 
VolanU*er  Acts,  ami  the  \ega.\  status  and  obligatioDB  of  Volunteers  scTTinjf  under  tbem^ 
^.Vr.  St^retary  CiifMphdl'Bfitifwrttmtu) 

Bailway  Commillion  Bill— ^''^^^'^  (^•>  Alhen  Raim,  Dr.  Tinnier,  Mr.  John  Ellis, 
.\fr,  Iftinburt/,  Mr.  Vk^iHHtftff,  Sir  Alfred  Hit^kttutn,  Mr,  B»rnir,  Mr,  Dudd,  Mr. 
Fitld,  Mr,Ja^kg,  Mr,  Patriek  Ahw4iiu4  M'/Iuah  .•)— Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time. 
[Bill   J8fi]       ...  ...  .J  L 
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Adjournment  —  The    Education     Code  —  Queatlou,    Sir    R.    Tennple  ; 
Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  Aclaod.) 

LORDS,     TUESDAY,     APRIL    24, 

aitfttiOQ  of  Actions  Bill  (No.  13)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  lo  be  put  into  Committer,  read  -..  1205 

Moved^  **  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itaelf  into  Committee  upon  the 
said  B\lV'—{The  Lord  CkanceUor.) 

After  short  Debate,  Motiou  agreed  to. 

Bill    reported    without   Amendment  ;    and    re-committed  to  the  Staudiug 
Committee  ...  ..<  ,*.  .*•  ...  ...   1207 

^Laad  Transfer  Bill  (No.  19)—    ' 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  reaiL 

Mm>€d^  ♦*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— ( jTAe  Lord  Chancellor,) 

After  Observations,  Motiou  agreed  to: — Bill  rea^l  2^*  accordingly,  ami  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday  neitt  ...    1210 

Lsw  Library,  Four  Courts  (Ireland)  Bill  (No.  29)— 

Onler  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

Moeed^  **  That  the  Bilf  be  now  read  2%"— (  TAe  I^rd  MonksweU)  „.   1211 

After  short    Debate,   Motion   agreed  t^  : — Bill   read  2*  accordingly,  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

Sajhtary  Condition    of    Howth  and    Clontarf  —  Observations,    Lord 
Howth,  Lord  MonksweU. 

forth  Berwick  Provisional  Order  Bill  (No.  18)— Uonse  in  Committee  (according 
to  Order)  ;  Bill  reported  without  Amendment;  Stanfling  Committee  negatived  ;  and 
Bill  to  be  reatl  3*  on  Thursday  next  ...  „,  ..^  .„    1212 

Colonial  Officers  (Leave  of  Absence)  Bill  (No.  26)— House  in  Committee  (accoMxng 

to  Order)  ;    Bill  reported  witbont  Amendment  ;    and  re-comraitted  to  the  Standing 
ComtiuttfNE!, 

TowK    IiiKRovEMENTa    (Bettbrmknt) — ^The   Lord    T bring   added   to   the 
Select  Committee. 

Solieiton  Examination  Bill — Brought    from  the    Common«;    Read  1'j    and   to  be 

printetL    (No.  SS.) 
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Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt). 
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Where  the  principal  value — 
Excee<U  £10U  and  doca  not  exceed 

„  £25,000 

„  ieriO.mx)       ,.  ,, 

J  £10(XOIK)  „  „ 

>  £150/300  „  ,, 

,  £250^00(j  „  ,, 

£50<l/>00 
£1,000,000      ,         -         *         - 


lYS  AND  MEANS— cousidered  in  Committee...  ...  .„   1229 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

Estate  Duty. 

**  That^  towanis  raising  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Majeatjt  there  shall  be  levied  and  paid 
to  Her  Majesty,  in  the  case  of  every  person  dyin^  on  or  after  the  first  day  of  June,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety-four,  upon  the  principal  value  of  all  property,  real 
or  pereonal,  settled  or  not  settltnL  which  t>aa«eg,  or  is  to  be  deemed  to  pass  on  or  with 
reference  to  hia  death,  a  Duty  at  the  graduated  rates  following  (that  is  to  nay)  :— 

At  the  rate  for  ever)'  full  !*tim  of 

£100,  and  for  any  fractional 
|mrt  of  £10*J  over  any  multiple 

£&00  -  One  pound, 
LXmO  '  Two  iwunds. 
£10,f*00  .  Three  pounds^. 
£26,0(M}  -  Four  pouiula. 
£60,000  -  Four  pounds  and  ten  shiUings.. 
£75,000  -  Five  pounds. 
£100,000  -  Five  pounds  and  ten  shiHings. 
£150,000  -  Bix  pounds. 
£250,000  *  Six  pounds  and  ten  shillings, 
£.500,000  -  Seven  pounds. 
£  I  .«XJO,000  -  Seven  {x>unils  and  ten  shilHngp. 
-  Eight  pouDda. 

And,  where  property  subject  to  Duty  at  the  gra«luate<l  rates  to  be  imposed  in  eonfonnity 
with  this*  Resolution  is  settled,  there  shall  be  levied  and  paid  to  Her  Majesty  upon  the 
prhidpal  value  thereof  a  further  Duty  of  £1  for  every  full  sum  of  £100,  and  for  any 
fny^tional  part  of  £100  over  anv  multiple  of  £lfXJ. 

In  res^xict  of  property  chargeable  with  Duty  to  be  imposed  in  conformity  with  this 
Resolution  there  shall  not  be  levied  the  Dutiea  following  (that  is  to  say)  : — 

1.  The  Stamp  Duties  im[iosed  by  *  Ttie  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1881,'  on  the 
affidavit  to  be  required  and  received  from  the  pei-son  applying  for  Probate  or  Iw4itter« 
of  Administration  in  England  or  Ireland,  or  on  the  inventory  to  be  exhibital  aJid 
reeor*led  in  Scotland. 

2.  The  Stamp  Duties  imposed  by  section  aS  of  '  The  Customs  and  Inlaml  Revenue  Act, 
1"^T  '  '-  1  mended  and  extended  by  section  11  of  *  The  Oustoms  and  Inland  Revenue 

on  the  value  of  personal  or  moveable  property  to  be  includetl  in  account» 
r  V   i  i  rectcd  to  be  delivered. 

3.  1  be  additional  Suooesfiion  Duties  impo&eil  brf  iectton  21  of  *Tlie  Cu atoms  and  Inland 
Revenue  Act,  188«; 

4.  The  temporary  Estate  Duties  imposed  by  sections  5  and  6  of  'The  CnatomB  and 
Inland  Revenue  Act»  1889.' 

6.  The  Duty  at  the  rate  of  one  poantl  per  centum  which  would i  by  virtue  of  the  Acta  in 
force  relating  to  Jjegacy  Duly  or  Huccession  Duty,  have  been  payable  under  the  will  or 
intestacy  of  the  deocjaseil,  or  on  or  by  reference  to  hif*  deaths  under  Ids  dis|jOHition  or 
any  devolution  from  him,"— (77i<?  Chaneellor  of  the  Bxeh^quer,) 

After  long  Debate,  Resolution  agreed  to  .*»  ...  ,-132^ 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ;  Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Ordefifd,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Gentlemen  appointed  to  prepare  and  bring  in 
a  Bill  upon  the  Resolutions  reportal  from  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Meauj  on  the 
I7th  fnitant,  and  then  agreed  to  by  the  House,  that  they  do  make  provision  thereta 
poiBuaat  to  the  said  Reiolutions,— (tSi>  J,  T,  Nihhert,^ 


TABLE  OF  CONTEMTS. 
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Conciliatioii  (Trade  DbpntM)  Bill  (Ho.  19S)—  •  • 

Second  Reading;     [Adjouf  Med  Debate.] 

Order  read,  for  resomiag  Adjourned  Debate  on  Qoestipn  [23rd  AprU], 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  tinie.*^ 

Question  again  proposed  : — ^Debate  resumed. 

After  short  Debate,  it  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  on  Thursdaj     ...  •••  •••  ••  1324 

Quarter  Sessions  Bill  [Lards^  (Ho.  162)— 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read  •••  •••  •••  -  •••  1325 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to: — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and 
committed  for  Thursday. 

Building  Societies  (No.  3)  Bill  (Ho.  157)— 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,"— (ilfr.  H.  Gladstone.) 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to.  Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted to  the  Standing  Committee  on  Law,  and  Courts  of  Justice,  and 
Legal  Procedure  •••  •••  •••  •••  •••  1326 

Beligious  Tests  (Ireland)  Bill  (Ho.  48)— 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

time,"— (ilfr.  P.  A.  M'Hugh.) 
After  short  Debate,  Second  Reading  deferred  till  To-morrow ...  •••  1327 

Local  OoYomment  (Ireland)  ProTisional  Order  (Ho.  6)  Bill  CHo.  165)— Bead 

a  second  time,  and  committed. 

Wemyss,  *o.,  Wator  Pnnrisioiial  Order  Bill  (Ho.  158)— Bead  a  second  time, 

and  committed. 

Metropolitan  Poliee  Preriaieiial  Order  Bill  (He.  147)  — Beported  without 

Amendment  [Provisional  Order  confirmed]  ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To*morrow. 


Messaqe  from  ths  Lords — Statute  Law  Revision  Bills,  d:o. — Tliat 
they  have  added  a  Lord  to  the  Joint  Committee  appointed  by  both 
Houses  on  Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill ;  and  request  thb  House  to 
add  one  of  its  Members  to  the  said  Joint  Committee  for  the  consideration 
of  the  said  Bill. 

MOTIONS. 

0 

Sale  of  IntOZicatinf  Liaaors'.On  Sunday  VOl^Ordered  (Mr.  James  Stevenson, 
Mr.  Perks,  Mr.  CkarUs  Wilson,  Mr.  Cozens-Hardy,  Mr.  John  Wilsm  (Durham),  Mr, 
Snapot  Mr.  Woods .)— Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  186.] 

Procedure  of  Parliament  Amendment  BiOr^Ordered  (Mr.  Lahouohere,  Mr.  John 
Ellis,  Mr.  William  Alien :y^'BiM  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  187.] 
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Chorell  of  SeOtUnd  'Bill^Qf44fr(^  (Sir  Charlfit  Cam^nm,  Mr.  llaldaHf*,  Mr.  Hunter, 
Mr,  Brith,  Mr,  iStf^phfn  WUVutmgon,  Mr,  Dunn:) — Bill  ureaentefL  an«i  read  flrtt 
lime.     rBilll88.] 

Shop  Sours  Act  (1802)  Amendment  Bill'-^^'*'^'^''<w'  C  Vr,  Prt*rund,  Mr,  Sfftan- 

Karr,  Mr.  Samurl  Smith,    ColoRrl   Brid^fmriH.   Mr,  Ch*inmHfg,  Mr,  liankiH  ;) — Bill 
pretented,  and  read  flrtt  time,   [Bill  189,]  ..,  ,„  ,.^   \Z2% 

Land  Acts  (Ireland) — 

Ordered^  That  the  Committee  oa  Land  AcU  (Ireland)  do  oonaiat  af  Seventeen  Membera, 

Ordetfid,  That  Mr.  Brodrick,  Mr,  Canioa,  BCr.  Clancy,  Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  Hajea  Fi*her,  Mr. 
Fuller  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  W.  Kenny,  Mr.  Leeae,  Mr.  Macartney,  Mr.  M'CarUin,  Mr, 
^^olin  Morley,  Mr.  Eobcrt  Reid.  Mr,  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr.  Sexton,  Colonel  Waring^  and 
Mr.  Wharton  be  Membera  of  the  Committee. 

(hieftd^  That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  personB,  papers,  and  recordi. 

Ofdtmit  That  Three  be  the  qnomm^— (Jk'n  T,  E,  Ellii,) 


COMMONS,     WEDNESDAY,     APRIL    25. 

ORDERS     OF     THE    D A  l\ 
0 

Kines  (Sight  Hours)  Bill  (No.  10)— 

Order  for  Secoud  Rcodhifj;  rt?ai!  .,.  •••  ,♦«  ,*,  1329 

Motioti  made,  aud  Question  proposed,  ^*That  the  Bill  be  uow  read  a  second 
t\m^:'— {Mr,  Rab^.) 

After  short  Debate,  Ameudnnent  proposed,  to  ieave  out  the  word  *'  now/' 
and  at  the  end  of  the  Questioa  to  add  the  words  ""*  upou  this  day  six 
months," — {Sir  A*  ffickman)  ...  •„  ...  ,..   1338 

Question  proposed,  "^  That  the  word  *  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Questiou  **    •„  1348 

After  Debate,  Mr.  Roby  rose  tn  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move,  ^^  That  the 
Question  be  uow  put  *^ ...  •«•  ..*  •«  *•*  1383 

Question^  ^*  That  the  Question  he  now  put/'  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  put  accordingly,  ^*  That  the  wonl  *  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Quea* 
lion": — The  House  divided: — Ayes  281  ;  Noes  194* — (Dmsion  List, 
No.  34.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  /a  : — Btil  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

ibUo  Librariea  (Scotland)  Bill  (Ho.  171)— 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
lime,"— (Jfr.  DahieL) 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to: — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  To-morrow. 

opolitan  Police  Proviiional  Order  Bill  Ofo,  U7)— Bead  the  third  time,  and 

loni  Bill  (ITo.  39) — Order  for  Committee  read,  and  discharged  :— Bill  withdrawn* 


Ft  Ruc  Pehtions  CoMMiTTiK — ^Tlijrd  Report  brought  up,  and  read  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
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Ways  and  Means — Finance  Bill — Resolution  [24th  April]  xepoited,  and    . 
agreed  to, — [See  page  1229.] 

Ordered f  That  it  be  a  further  Instruction  to  the  Gentlemen  appointed  to  prepare  and 
bring  in  a  Bill  upon  the  Resolutions  reported  from  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
on  the  l^th  instant,  and  then  agreed  to  by  the  House,  that  they  do  make  provision 
therein  pursuant  to  the  said  Resolution. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  190.1 

Statute  Law  Revision  Bills,  &o.  (Joint  Committee) — 

Lords  Message  [24th  April]  requesting  this  House  to  nominate  an  additional  Member  to 
the  Joint  Committee  of  LorcU  and  Commons  on  Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Con- 
solidation Bills,  for  the  consideration  of  the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  considered. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  [appointed  by  this  House  to  join  with  the 
Committee  appointed  by  the  Lords  on  Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation 
Bills]  do  consist  of  Seven  Members. 

Ordered,  That  Sir  Edward  Hill  be  added  to  the  Committee  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Merchant  Shipping  Bill. 

Ordered^  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the  Lords  to  acquaint  them  that  this  House  has 
nominated  an  additional  Member  to  the  Committee,  as  requested  by  the  Lords,— (Jl/r. 
T.  E,  Ellis,) 

LORDS,  THURSDAY,  APRIL  26. 

Indian  Legislative  Councils — ^Address  for  a  Retukn — 
Address  for — 

"  Return,  showing  the  composition  of  the  several  Legislative  Councils  in  India,  and 
extracts  or  copies  of  papers  showing  the  Regulations  imule  under  Section  1,  Sub-section 
(4),  of  *  The  Indian  Councils  Act.  1892/  and  the  methods  by  which  these  Regulations 
have  been  carried  into  effect  in  the  several  Provinces  having  Legislative  Councils," — 
(7%*  Vucimnt  Croti)  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...   13S5 

Observations  : — Address  agreed  to. 

Law  Df  Inheritance  Amendment  Bill  (No.  14) — 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»,"— (TAe  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Ameudment  moved,  to  leave  out  Q^  now  ^*)  and  add  at  the  end  of  the  Motion 
(*Hhis  day  six  months,")— (rAeZ>MAeo/iVbr/b/A)  ...  ...  1891 

After   Debate,  on  Question,  whether  (*'now")  shall  stand  part  of   the 
Motion  ? — their  Lordships  divided  : — Contents  52  ;  Not-Contents  63    •••  1  iOS 

Resolved  in  the  negative  ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  2*  this  day  six  months. 

Charitable  Trusts  Acts  Amendment  Bill  (Vo«  12>— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading,  read. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*,"— (TAe  Lord  Halshnry.) 

Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next  •..  ...  •••  1404 

Law    Library,  Pour    Courts  (Ireland)  Bill    GIfo.  29)— House  in  Committee 
(according  to  Order.) 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment ;  Standing  Committee  negatived ;  and  Bill  to  be  read 
3»  To-morrow. 

Von  Krause's  Petition— Petition  from  Friedrich  Wilhelm  von  Krause,  of 
the  City  of  Berlin,  Banker,  for  leave  to  hring  in  a  Bill  to  declare  the 
marriage  of  Gustav  Adolph  Christian  Egmont  Von  Krause  with  Marie 
Heinricksdorif  null  and  void, — (TAe  Earl  of  Lauderdale.) 


TABLE  OF  CONTENT.S. 
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Ton  KRittisE'd  ^^riTioy— continued. 
Moved,  **Tlmt  tbe  said  Petition  Ije  rejected,"— (  TAf  Lord  Cham:eUor)    ...   1405 
Alter  OUfiervatione,  MotioD  agreed  to  : — Petition  rejected  accordingly. 

Jakitary  Condition  of  Howth  ani>  Clontarf — Motion  koh  Papers — 

Mowd,  ♦*That  there  J>c  laid  before  the  Hoiij^e  Keports  of  Dr.  StAfFonl,  Mdlicnl  Sanitary 
Officer  to  tbe  Local  Government  Boartl  of  Ireland,  on  the  sanitary  condition  of  the 
towii9  of  Howth  and  Clontftrf,"— (The  Lonl  Howrth,  E.  HimTth.) 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn  •..  1406 

forth  Berwick  Provisional  Order  Bill  CJTo,  18)^  Re»d  3*  (accowling  to  Optier),and 

jjastiLti. 

Statctk  Law  Rkvisiox  Bili.s  and  Coxsolidatiun  Bills — 

Meesage  from  the  Commons  that  they  have  fnide*!  a  Meml^er  t-o  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Statute  Law  ReviKion  Bills  iin'l  Consolidatioti  Bills,  to  consider  the  Mt'relmnt  Bhipping 
Bill,  as  requested  tjy  their  Loi\l«hi[)«. 

A  Meaaage  ordered  to  lie  sent  to  the  Houae  of  Commons  to  propose  that  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee do  meet  in  Committee  Room  B  on  Monday  next,  at  Twelve  o'clock. 
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ORDERS     OF     THE    DAW 


Standino  Committee  (Scotlanu) — ^Resolution*     [AdJonroe<l  Debate.] 

Order  read,  for  resumiiiir  Adjourned  Debate  on  Main  Question,  as  amended 
[20th  April], 

»♦  That,  In  a^iditioo  1^3  tlie  two  Btainlingf  Committees  appointed  under  Standinir  Order  No. 
47,  a  Standing  Committee  *«hrtll  be  niip^jint^ni  for  the  wn  at  deration  of  all  Biib,  intro- 
duL^ed  hy  a  Miiiir^ttT  of  the  Onwii,  rclating^  oxdu»*ively  to  Scotland  which  mny,  by 
onler  of  the  House,  be  cominittctl  to  them,  and  th»t  the  proYiaions  of  StAniiiag  Order 
No.  47  shall  apply  to  the  »nid  Standing  Comniittee  : 

That  the  said  Standing  Committ<?c  do  onisist  uf  all  the  Members  representing  Soottidh 
constJtuencics/together  with  Fiftt-rii  other  Memljcrs  to  bo  nominated  by  the  Oommtttee 
of  Selection,  who  tjball  have  jKtwer  from  timt  tn  time  ro  dischar^^e  the  Members  so 
numinated  by  them  and  to  appoint  other?j  in  aabstitntion  for  those  discbarged  : 

That  Standing  Ortlers  Nos,  49  ami  50  do  apply  to  th«  aaid  Standing  Committee,"— ^^'> 
O,  Trt-velyan.) 

Question  again  pro  poised  : — Debate  resumed. 

Ameodmeat  proposed,  in  line  9,  after  the  words  "Committee  of  Selection," 
to  insert  the  words — 

**who«hftll  have  regard  in  «uch  Ap]M>intment  to  the  desirability  of  approximating  the 
balance  of  Parties  in  the  Committee  to  that  of  the  Whole  HoUBe,  and,'*— (jl/r. 

QiiettUon  proposetl,  "  Tiiat  those  words  be  there  ioaertecL** 
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Standing  Committee  (Scotland) — cofitinued. 

After  Debate,  Amendment  amended,  by  leaving  out  the  words  "  desirability 
of  approximating,^'  and  inserting  the  words  '*  approximation  of," — {Mr. 
Wodehouse.) 
Words,  as  amended,  inserted  •••  ...  ...  •••  1599 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  11,  after  the  word  "discharged,"  to  insert  the 

words — 
*'  Providal  that  no  Bill  may  be  committee!  to  the  said   Committee  respecting  the 
establishment  or  endowment  or  the  disestablishment  or  disendowment  of  religion,"— 
iMr.J.A.  CampbelL) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted  "       ...  •••  1600 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  ...  ...   1601 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  11,  after  the  word  "discharged,"  to  insert  the 
words — 

"  Provided  that  no  Bill  be  committed  to  the  said  Committee  which  does  not  refer  to  the 
whole  of  Scotland,"— (J/r.  ^l.  J,  Balfovr,^  ' 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  "      ...  •••  1602 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  177  ;  Noes 
212.— (Division  List,  No.  35)  ...  ...  ...  ...   1606 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words — 
^'  Provided  always,  that  all  the  Members  representing  Scottish  constituencies  shall  be 
excused  from  serving  on  Private  Bill  Committees," — (i/r.  Hozier,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  added  "        ...  •••  1607 

After  short  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  ...  ...  1608 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  proposed. 

After  further   Debate,   Main    Question,   as    amended,  put : — The   House 
divided  :— Ayes  232  ;  Noes  207.— (Division  List,  No.  36)  ...  ...  1614 

Ordered^  That,  in  addition  to  the  two  Standing  Committees  appointed  under  Standing- 
Order  No.  47,  a  Standing  Committee  shall  l^  appointed  for  the  consideration  of  all 
Bills  introduced  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  relating  exclusively  to  Scotland  which 
may,  by  order  of  the  House,  be  committed  to  them,  and  that  the  provisions  of  Standing 
Order  No.  47  shall  apply  to  the  said  Standing  Committee  : 

That  the  said  Standing  Committee  do  consist  of  all  the  Members  representing  Scottish 
constituencies,  together  with  Fifteen  other  Members  to  be  nominated  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection,  who  shall  have  regard  in  such  appointment  to  the  approximation  of  the- 
balance  of  Parties  in  the  Committee  to  that  of  the  whole  House,  and  who  shall  have 
power  from  time  to  time  to  discharge  the  Members  so  nominated  by  them,  and  to 
appoint  others  in  substitution  for  those  discharged : 

That  Standing  Opilers  J^of,  49  and  50  do  apply  to  the  said  Standing  Committee,— (^^ir  ff^ 

MO  TION. 


Local  Gtovemment  (Scotland)  Bill- 
Motion  for  Leave. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*•  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  establish  a  Local  Government  Board  for  Scot- 
land, and  make  further  provision  for  Local  Government  in   Scotland," — (^Sir  G, 
Tretelfan.) 
After  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to  ...  ...  •••  •••  1636 

Bill   ordered  (Sir    G.    TrevelyaUy    The   Lord   Advocate^    The    Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland:) — Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  202.] 
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Crofters*  Holdings  (Scotlftadj   Acts   Amendment  (County  of  Bute)  Bill 
^         (No.  142)— 

H     Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

H     Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

H  time," — {Sir  C*  Cameron,) 

H     After  observatioDH,  it  being  ton  minutes  to  Seven  of  the  clock)  the  Debate 
^M         stood  adjourned. 

^m     Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Monday  next. 

local  Government  (Ireland)  Proviflional  Order  (No.  4)  Bill  (No*  140)-Bin 

reiKl  the  thipl  time,  aiitl  pasjiCHL 

.     Pier  and  Harbour  ProvisioEal  Order  (No,  1)  Bill  (No.  150)  —  As  amended, 

^K        consideroil ;  to  be  read  the  ihlni  time  upon  Monday  next  „«  ,••   1637 


Public  Buildings  (London)  Bill— 
Considered  in  Committeet 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  4  : — Amendments  maite. 

Another  Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line  30,  after  the  word  *' served," 

to  insert  the  words  '*  The  Order  shall  not  require  to  be  confirmed  by  Act 

of  Parliament,"— (^l/r.  A,  C,  Morton.) 
Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted," 
It    being  after  ten    minutes   to  Seven  of  the  clock,  and   objection   being 

taken  to  Further  Proceedings,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make  his 

report  to  the  House. 
Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  upon  Wednesday  next* 

Selection  (Standing  Co^tMiTTEEs) — Sir  John  Mowbray  reported  from  the 
Committee  of  Selection  ;  That  they  had  added  the  following  Fifteen 
Meraliers  to  the  Standing  Committee  on  Law,  and  Courts  of  Justice,  and 
Legal  Procedure,  in  respect  of  the  Building  Societies  (No»  2)  Bill  :  Mr, 
Gerald  Balfour,  Mr.  Baubnrv,  Mr.  Benn,  Mr,  Thomas  Henry  Bolton, 
Mr.  Buckuill  Dr.  Clark,  Mr.  Cohen,  Mr.  Crosfield,  Mr,  Dodd,  Mr. 
Thomas  Healy,  Mr,  Lees  Knowles,  Mr.  Herbert  Lewis,  Sir  John 
Lubbock,  Mr,  Pickersgill,  and  Mr,  George  Rnssell. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
Canal  Rates,  Tolls,  and  Cliarges  Provisional  Order  (No.  2)  (Bridgwater,  ftc. 

Canals)  Bill—^^rffrred{Mn  Buri,  Mr.  Mundella  :y^BiU  preeeated,  aod  read  first 
time.     [Bill  1^8.  J 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  Bill  —  Ord^rrtrd  QMr.  iJcc*  Duviei,  Mr, 

r  Br  iff  fit,  Mr,  Lioyd-Oenr^r,  Mr,  Arrh^  Mr,  IfinthandfMr.JtNieph  Paa*?/)— BUI 
Mted,  and  read  first  Lime.     [Bill  ll»i>.] 

Steam  Trawlers  (Scotland)  Bill— ^'''^^'•^^  {Mr,  Crtmhia,  Mr,  An^t  rut  iter,  Mr, 

BeftJuhauu  Sir  WdUam  Wedderhurn  ;) — Bill  presented,  and  reati  first  time,  [Bill  200.]    1$$^ 

Mines  Royalties  and  Easements  ^iVi—Ord^rttd  QMr,  Atherit^-Jtme^,  Mr,  CharUs 

Sh^tri^itt  Sir  Jam4^  Joii*t'^,  Mr.  Juhfi  Wihon  (Durham),  Sir  ChnHe*  DUks^  Mr,  ^ofeph 
ih^ate,  Mr,  Pit^htrd  ;)— Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time,     [BiU  SOL] 
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Stati/te  Law  RtevisioK  Bills,  &o. — Itords  MeBsage  [26th  April]  relating 
to  the  Joiot  Committee  on  Statute  Law  Revision  Bills,  &c.,  coQleiidered. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  appointed  by  this  Houae  to  join  with  the  Committee 
appointed  by  the  Lords  on  Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills  do  meet 
the  Lords  Committee  in  Committee  Koom  6,  upon  Monday  next,  at  Twelve  of  the 
clock,  as  proposed  by  their  Lordships. 

Message  to  the  Lords  to  acquaint  them  therewith,— (i/r.  T,  E,  Ellis,) 
The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at  Seven  of  the  clock. 

Evening  Sitting. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


Supply — Committee. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Chair  :  "— 

Crofters  (Scotland)  Act,  1886— Resolution — 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words — 

^*  In  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  expedient  that  the  Grofteiis  (Scotland)  Act  of  1886 
be  amended  so  as  to  increase  and  make  effective  the  power  to  enlarge  existing  holdings^ 
and  to  provide  that  a  person  who,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commissioners,  is  snbstantiallj 
a  crofter,  and  who  is  resident  in  the  crofting  parish  in  wliich  his  holding  is  situatedi 
shall  not  necessarily  be  excluded  from  the  benefits  of  the  Act  because  he  does  not 
reside  on  his  holdini?," — {Sir  D,  ^acfarlane.'y^inatead  thereof  „,  ...   1644 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

After  Debate,  Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were  not  present ;   House 
counted,  and  40  Members  not  being  present : — House  adjourned  •••  1662 


LORDS,     MONDAY,     APRIL     30. 

The  Earl  of  Selborne — Sat  Speaker. 

House  adjourned  during  pleasure ;  and  resumed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor. 

Technical  Education — Motion  for  a  Return  ,,.  ,,,  1658 

After  short  observations,  Lord  Norton,  Lord  Monkswell, 

Return  showing,  as  regards  the  moneys  received  by  the  council  of  each  county  and 
county  borough  in  England  and  Wales  out  of  the  residue  of  the  Local  Taxation 
(Customs  and  Excise)  Duties  in  respect  of  the  four  years  ended  the  31st  of  Marc^ 
1894,  the  aggregate  amount  expended  by  each  council  on  purposes  other  than  ednca- 
tional ;  and  what  has  been  allowed  to  accumulate  without  appropriation  :  Ordered 
to  be  laid  before  the  House,— (TAdf  Lord  Ni>rUyn)  ,.,  „,  ,,.   1658 

Charitable  Trusts  Acts  Amendment  Bill  (No.  12)— 

Committee. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order). 

After  Observations,  Bill  rei)orted  without  amendment ;    and  re-committed 
to  the  Standing  Committee. 
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Paetories  and  Workshops  Bill- 
Motion  for  Leave. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  and  extend  the  Law  relating  to 
Factories  and  workshops,"— ^Jfr.  Secretary  AsquUh,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  {Mr.  Secretary  Asquith,  Mr,  Herbert  Gladstone,  Mr,  George 
Russell :)— Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  204]  .••  1690 


ORDERS     OF    THE    DAY. 


Bstablished  Church' (Wales)  Bill- 
Motion  for  Leave.     [Adjourned  Debate.] 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [26th  April], 

^  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  terminate  the  Establishment  of  the  Church  of 
England  in  Wales  and  Monmouthshire,  and  to  make  provision  in  respect  of  the 
temporalities  thereof,"— (i/r.  Secretary  AsquUhJ) 

Question  again  proposed  : — Debate  resumed. 

After  long  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to    •••  •••  ...  1778 

Bill  ordered  {Mr.  Secretary  Asquith,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Mr.  Bryce,  The  Solicitor  General :) — Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time. 
[Bill  205.] 

Parochial  Electors  (Registration  Acceleration)  Bill  (No.  175)— 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read  •••  •••  ...  •••  1779 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,"— (^r.  Shaw-Lefevre,) 

After  short  Debate,  it  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned  : — 
Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow    ...  •••  •••  •••  178q 

Bogs  Bill  (No.  177)— 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

After  short  Debate,  Second  Reading  deferred  till  To-morrow  •••         •••  178] 

Quarter  Sessions  Bill  [Lords^l  (No.  162)— 

Considered  in  Committee — ^ProgresSy  26th  April]. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  to  leave  out  line  S^-^Sir  J.  Rigby.) 
Question  proposed,  ^^  That  line  5  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 
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After  Observations,  Question  put,  and  negatived  •••  •••  •••  1782 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  the  Chairman  do  report 
Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,'* — {Mr.  A.  C,  Morton.) 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line  15,  to  leave  out  all  the  Vords  after 
the  word  "isi"  to  the  word  "this,"  in  line  18,  and  insert  the  words 
"  hereby  repealed," — (Sir  J.  Rigby.) 

Question,  "That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
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Local  Govemnient  Provisional  Orders  (Ho.  4)  Bill  (No.  148)— Read  the  third 

time,  and  passed. 

Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders  (No.  1)  Bill  (No.  ISO-^Read  the  third 

time,  and  passed. 

Shop  Hours  Act  (1892)  Amendment  Bill  (No.  189)  —  Head  a  second  time,  and 

committed  for  To-morrow. 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill  (No.  10)— Considered  in  Committee. 
Clause  1.  Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

Derelict  Vessels  (Reports)  Bill  (No.  87) — Reatl  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
To-morrow. 

Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)  KH— Ordered  QMr.  Buh,  Mr. 

Mufidella ;)—  Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  203.] 
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IN    THE 

THIRD     SESSIOX    of     the    TWENrV-FIFTH   PARLIAMENT    of 
THE    United    Kingdom     of     GREAT   BRITAIN    and    IRELAND^ 

APPOINTED    TO   MEET    12     MaKCH     1894,    IN    THE     FiFTY-SeVENTH    YeaR     OP 

THE  Reign  op 

HER   MAJESTY    QUEEN   VICTORIA. 


SECOND    VOLUME    OF    SESSION    1894. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Tuesday,  10th  April  1894. 


REPBE8ENTATIVE  PEERS  FOR  IRELAND. 

Viscount  Cliarlemont — Report  made 
from  the  Lord  ChtiDcellor,  that  the  right 
of  James  Alfred  Caulfeild  Viscount 
Charlemont  to  vote  *at  the  elections  of 
Representative  Peers  for  Ireland  has  been 
established  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor ;  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  Table. 

Lord  Clonbrock — Report  made  from 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  that  the  right  of 
Luke  Gerald  Dillon  Baron  Clonbrock  to 
vote  at  the  elections  of  Representative 
Peers  for  Ireland  has  been  established  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  ; 
read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

VOL.  XXnX.  [fourth  series.] 


STATUTE    LAW   REVISION    BILLS    AND 
CONSOLIDATION    BILLS. 

Moved,  "  That  a  Committee  of  Six  Lords  be  • 
appointed  to  join  with  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  consider  all  Statute  Law 
Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills  of  the 
present  Session  (The  Lord  Chancellor) ;  agreed 
to  :  The  Lords  following  were  named  of  the 
Committee : 


L.  Chancellor. 
E.  Morley. 
E.  Kimberley. 


L.  Watson. 
L.  Halsbury. 
L.  Thring. 


Ordered,  that  the  Committee  have  power  to 
agree  with  the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  in  the  appointment  of  a  Chair- 
man; 

Then  a  Message  was  onlered  to  be  sent  to  the 
House  of  Commons  to  acquaint  them  therewith, 
and  to  request  them  to  appoint  Six  Members  of 
that  House  to  join  with  the  said  Committee 
pursuant  to  the  Resolution  of  this  House  of  the 
15th  of  March  last  and  to  the  Message  of  the 
House  of  Commons  of  yesterday  signifying 
their  concurrence  in  the  said  Resolution. 


Dundalk 
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Gaol. 


STANDING  ORDERS  COMMITTEE. 

Appointed  :  The  Lords  following,  with  the 
Chairman  of  Committees,  were  named  of  the 
Committee : 


M.  Lansdownc 

M.  Bath 

E.Winchilsea  and  Not- 
tingham 

E.  Chesterfield 

E.  Jersey 

E.  Lauderdale 

E.  Lindsay 

E.  Waldegrave 

E.  Cadogan 

E.  Belmore 

E.  Harrowby 

E.  Amherst 

B.  Camperdown 

E.  Wharncliffe 

E.  Lathom 

E.  de  Montalt 

V.  Sid  mouth 

V.  Hardinge 

V.  Oxen  bridge 

L.  Carrington 

(Z.  Chamberlain) 

L.  de  Ros 

L.  Clinton 

L.  Zouche  of  Haryng- 
worth. 


L.  Balfour  of  Burley 
L.  Boyle 

(J^.  Cork  and  Orrery) 
L.  Foxford 

(^E,  Llmerkh) 
L.  Colchester 
L,  Wigan 

(^.  Crawford  and 
Balearres) 
L.  Poltimore 
L.  Belper 
L.     Brougham    and 

Vaux 
L.  Houghton 
L.  Hartismere 

(X.  Jlenniker) 
L.  Sandhurst 
L.  Fermanagh 

(E.  Erne) 
L.  Monk-Bretton 
L.  Sudley 

(E.  Arran) 
L.  Northington 

(Z.  Henley) 
L.  Colville  of  Culross 
L.  Kensington 


All  Petitions  relating  to  Standing  Orders 
which  shall  be  present^  during  the  present 
Session  referred  to  the  Committee  unless  other- 
wise ordered. 

COMMITTEE  OF  SELECTION. 

The  Lords  following,  namely — 
E .  Lathom  |     L.  Colville  of  Culross 

V.  Oxcnbridge  |     L.  Kensington 

with  the  Chairman  of  Committees,  were  ap- 
pointed a  Committee  to  select  and  propose  to 
the  House  the  names  of  the  Five  Lords  to  form 
a  Select  Committee  for  the  consideration  of 
each  opposed  Private  Bill. 

HOUSE    OF   LORDS    OFFICES. 
Select    Committee    appointed  :    The    Lords 
following,  with  the  Lonl  Chancellor,  the  Lord 
President,   and  the  Chairman  of  Committees, 
were  named  of  the  Committee  : 


D.  Richmond 
D.  Saint  Albans 

D.  Devonshire 
M.  Breadalbane 

(Z.  Steward) 
M.  Salisbury 
M.  Bath 
M.  Ripon 

E.  Waldegrave 

E.  Mount  Edgcumbe 
E.  Belmore 
E.  Harrowby 
E.  Bra<lford 
E.  Camperdown 
E.  Strafford 
E.  Kimberley 
E.  Lathom 


E.  de  Montalt 
E.  Cranbrook 
E.  Ancaster 
V.  Oxenbridge 
V.  Cross 
L.  Boyle 

QE.  Cork  and  Orrery) 
L.  Foxford 

{E,  Limei'ick) 
L.  Colchester 
L.  Kerr 

(JA  Lothian) 
L.  Row  ton 

L.  Colville  of  Culross 
L.  Kensington 
L.  Knutsfonl 


local  government  provisional  order 
(housing  of  working  classes)  bill. 
Brought  from  the  Commons ;  Read  !• ;  to  be      •/ 

printed  ;    and    referred    to    the    Examiners. 

(No.  16.) 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS     BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  Read  !• ;  to  be     •/' 
printed;    and    referred    to    the    Examiners. 
(No.  17.) 

NORTH  BERWICK  PROVISIONAL  ORDER 

BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  Read  !• ;  to  be     ^ 
printed  ;    and    referred    to    the    Examiners. 
(No.  18.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Four  o^clock, 

to  Thursday  next,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  10th  April  1894. 


Q  U E  S  TIO  NS. 


BEHRING    SEA   AWARD    BILL. 
/  Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1* ;  to  be 

printed  ;  and  to  be  read  2*  on  Thursday  next ; 
(The  Earl  of  Kimberley).— (No.  16.) 


DUNDALK  GAOL. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieu  ten  ant  of  Ireland  has  his 
attention  been  called  to  the  directioDS 
given  by  the  Prisons  Board  to  the 
Governor  of  Dundalk  Gaol  not  to  admit 
the  Sanitary  Inspector  of  Nuisances 
(under  the  Public  Health  Act)  within 
the  gaol ;  have  the  local  Magistrates 
fined  the  Governor  in  consequence  ;  will 
the  Prisons  Board  pay  the  fine ;  and 
what  steps  will  be  taken  for  the  pro- 
tection of  public  health  where  it  is 
alleged  to  be  imperilled  by  nuisance 
within  gaol  walls  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  My  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  case  referred  to,  and  to  the 
fact  that  the  Governor  of  the  prison  has 
been  fined  for  refusing  to  obey  an  order 
of  the  Magistrates  to  admit  the  Sanitary 
Inspector  to  the  prison  premises  for  the 
purpose  of  inspecting  an  alleged  nuisance. 
The  Prisons  Board  will,  I  presume, 
under  the  circumstances,  pay  the  fine. 
With  regard  to  the  last  paragraph,  the 
Board  inform  me  that  it  is  not  possible 
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bAt 


any  tlaiigcrons  uuisance  could  exist 


a  prison  with  the  existing  precMiitious 
ikou,  jiud  iiaviiig  regard  to  the  statutable 
In  ties   required  to   be  performed  by  the 
ledical  OHicer  and  the  Governor. 

Mr.  T.  M,  HKALY  :  Will  not  some 
eps   l»e  takeu  to  settle  this  matter,  or 

^e  dangerous  nuisances  to   be  allowed 

Uli  to  exist? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  This  nuisanee  h 
Ot  of  the  class  called  daugerous.     It  is 

question  of  burning  material  against 
lie  waU.  The  Law  Officers  are  of  opinion 
'  ait  the  sanitary  officers  can   claim  no 

l^ht  of  entry* 

IBOUBERS^    COTTAGES    IN   DUNDALK 

UNION, 
Mb.  T,  M.  IIEALY:  I  beg  to  ask 
he  Chief  Secretary  to  the   Lonl  Lieute- 
mt  of  Ireland  whether  ho  is  aware  that 
be  Local   Govenuiient  Board    Inspector 
only  recommended  1 1  laljonrerw'  coltage:^ 
it    of    21     recommended    by    Dun  da  Ik 
fnioD,    and    that    great    dissa  tie  faction 
tUts  amongst  the   labourers   rn  coufse- 
jieiioe  ;  and  will  it  be  necessary  for  the 
era    to    get    fresh    reprc'^en rations 
I  before  further  accommodation   for 
I  is  sanetiotied  ? 

J-  MORLEY  :  The  schemes 
If  eubmitled  by  the  Guardians  of 
amlalk  Union  proposed  the  erection  of 
cottages,  l»ut  the  Inspector  of  the 
Goveruraent  Board,  after  consider- 
Hg  the  evideoce  given  for  and  against 
be  proposal  at  the  local  inquiry  and  in- 
ctiug  the  sites  selected^  felt  himself 
Me  to  recommend  sanction  to  the 
bhemes  for  more  than  11  houses  as 
ntcd  in  the  question.  Of  the  15  not 
commended  two  were  withdrawn  by 
be  Guardians  at  the  inquiry  ;  the  sites 
'five  others  were  iiot  suitable ;  and  the 
rideuoe  given  with  respect  to  the 
naitijug  eight  the  Inspector  did  not 
bneiiler  warranted  him  in  recommending 
eai  for  approval.  No  objection  to  the 
Dspector's  Report  has  been  received 
rom  the  Board  of  Guardians,  and  it  is 
bo  observed  that  78  cottages  have 
\y  been  authorised  for  this  Union, 
rith  regard  to  the  last  paragraph  of  the 
nest  Ion,  fresh  representations  would  be 
cetfsary  h»efore  a  new  scheme  could  be 
lie  hy  the  Guardians. 


PHIENIX 


I  beg  to  ask  the 


VEHICULAR  TRAFFIC  IN 
PAHIv,  DUBLIN. 
Mr.  T-M.  HEALY: 
fSecretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  any- 
thing further  has  been  done  by  the  Board 
of  Works  to  relax  their  proposed  closing 
of  the  Plnsnix  Park  roads  to  vehicular 
traffic  ;  is  it  the  fact  that^  while  trades- 
men's and  gardeneris'  carts  are  excluded, 
permits  arc  allowed  to  those  of  two  of 
the  local  gentry  ;  has  the  right  to  drive 
flirough  Knockmuroon  Gule  existed 
during  at  Ica.st  the  present  century  ;  la 
lie  aw  arc  tlnit  the  withdrawal  of  this 
right  will  lengthen  the  journey  Ijetween 
the  Strawberry  Beds  and  Dublin  by  two 
miles,  and  compel  the  ascent  and  descent 
of  the  steep  Knock  maroon  TIill,  which  m 
162  feet  over  sea  level,  and  also  that  the 
market  gardeners  of  the  district  feel 
acutely  the  closing  of  this  gate  ;  and 
what  saving  to  the  Treasury  is  estimated 
to  result  from  the  suspension  of  traffic 
through  the  park  via  Knock rnaroon  ? 

•The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J,  T,  HiBBEUT,  Oldham): 
The  Board  of  Works  are  relaxing  the 
Regulations  with  reference  to  the  Knock- 
maroon  Gate  in  favour  of  all  previous 
passholders,  and  such  relaxation  will  hold 
good  uutil  the  next  Summer  Assizes,  in 
order  to  give  the  Grand  Jury  the  oppor- 
tunity of  making  provision  for  puttiug 
the  county  roads  in  proper  order  tor 
beavy  trafftc.  No  right  to  use  the  park 
road  has  ever  been  recognised,  permits 
having  invariably  been  required  for  all 
heavy  traffic.  I  am  informed  that  the 
closiug  of  tiie  Knockmaroon  Gate 
lengthens  the  distance  from  that  gate  ta 
Parkgate  Street  by  about  one  furlong, 
and  not  two  miles  ;  and  I  should  alBO 
point  out  that,  as  no  doubt  the  market 
gardeners  have  to  be  in  town  before 
G  ft.m.  and  the  gate  i*  not  opened  till 
then,  the  actual  inconvenience  oocasioued 
was  presumably  confined  to  the  ascent  of 
the  hill  on  the  home  journey.  The  object 
of  the  stej)  was  not  to  save  money  but  to 
prevent  an  abuse  which  directly  milirates 
against  the  use  of  the  Park  as  a  pleasure 
resort  for  all  the  citizens  of  Dublin. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Can  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  explain  how  it  is  tTint 
the  privilege  is  grauied  to  two  certain 
gentlemen  while  ordinary  common  people 
are  dhut  out  P 
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•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  should 
explain  that  light  traffic  has  never  been 
in  question,  but  only  heavy  traffic. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  on  the  Estimates  I  will  call 
attention  to  the  action  of  the  Board  of 
Works  in  Ireland,  and  their  general  con- 
duct in  connection  with  the  Phoenix 
Park. 

MANSLAUGHTER  BY  A  BELFAST 
SHIP'S  CARPENTER. 

Mr.  mains  (Donegal,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  is  aware  that, 
on  the  3rd  of  November,  a  Belfast  ship's 
carpenter,  named  Aiken,  entered  the 
farm  of  a  Catholic,  named  Mullen,  at 
Garvagh,  County  Derry,  and  began  to 
beat  Mullen's  son,  who  was  working  in 
the  field,  with  a  loaded  stick,  and  that, 
on  the  boy  resisting,  Aiken  drew  a  re- 
volver and  deliberately  fired  from  less 
than  a  yard's  distance,  killing  young 
Mullen  on  the  spot,  and  that  no  provoca- 
tion for  the  murder  was  given  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  entire  jury  were 
Protestants,  that  is  to  say,  of  the  re- 
Ifgious  persuasion  of  the  prisoner ;  and 
will  any  steps  fb  taken  to  restrain  the 
carrying  of  revoHers  ? 

Mr.  ROSS  (Londonderry)  :  Is  it  not 
a  fact  that  the  account  given  by  the 
deceased  man  was  proved  by  witnesses 
to  be  impossible  ;  was  not  the  prisoner 
himself  proved  to  have  been  injured  by 
the  blow  of  a  spade  ;  and  did  not  the  jury 
find  him  guilty  of  manslaughter  under 
provocation,  and  recommend  him  to  mercy 
on  account  of  the  murderous  assault  com- 
mitted on  him  before  the  pistol  was 
used  ?  Further,  was  not  the  learned 
Judge — Justice  Andrews — entitled  to 
give  weight  to  the  view  of  the  jury  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot,  of 
course,  answer  questions  as  to  these 
details  without  notice.  The  facts  appear 
to  be  correctly  stated  in  the  first  and 
second  paragraphs  of  the  question.  The 
jury  found  a  verdict  of  manslaughter, 
with  a  recommendation  to  mercy,  and  the 
learned  Judge  who  presided  sentenced 
the  prisoner  to  nine  months'  imprison- 
ment. I  presume  the  Judge,  in  passing 
so  light  a  sentence,  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion on  the  facts  of  the  case  that  grave 
provocation  and  violence  preceded  the 
use  of  the  pistol.  The  police  are  of 
opinion  that  the  drime  was  due  to  the 


effects  of  drink.  With  regard  to  the 
third  paragraph,  the  County  of  London- 
derry is  not  proclaimed  against  the  carry- 
ing of  revolvers. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  Is  it  not  the  case 
that  the  murdered  man  was  working  in  a 
field  while  the  murderer  was  swaggering 
about  all  day  with  a  revolver  ?  Is  it 
not  a  fact,  too,  that  the  sentence  will 
only  amount  to  about  four  months^  im- 
prisonment from  the  day  of  the  con- 
viction ;  and  can  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man explain  how  it  happened  that  in  the 
South  of  Ireland,  when  a  Catholic  is 
placed  on  his  trial  on  a  charge  involving 
Party  feeling.  Catholics  are  kept  out  of 
the  jury  box  and  an  entirely  Protestant 
jury  is  sworn,  while  if  a  Protestant  Is 
being  charged  the  whole  jury  is  composed 
of  Protestants  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  not  aware 
that  it  is  the  case  that,  since  I  have  been 
intimately  concerned  with  Irish  adminis- 
tration, Irish  juriesihave  been  exclusively 
of  one  denomination.  I  think  the  con- 
trary is  the  case.  As  to  the  other  ques- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend,  it  is  not  for  me  to 
review  the  conduct  of  the  Judge.  I  think 
my  hon.  Friend  is  in  error  in  stating  the 
length  of  the  imprisonment ;  I  think  the 
sentence  dates  from  the  day  of  committal. 
The  Judge  is,  I  understand,  a  Bcmpn- 
lously  fair-minded  Judge  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Criminal  Law,  and  he  came 
to  the  conclusion  he  ought  to  act  on  the 
recommendation  of  the  jury. '  I  believe 
he  does  not  cofisider  it  a  light  sentence 
under  the  circumstances,  and  if  he  thinks 
that  adequate,  it  is  not  for  me  to  revise  it* 

DRUNKEN  PQBLICANS. 
Sir  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN 
(Denbighshire,  E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  report  in  the  local  news- 
papers of  a  case  decided  in  the  Wrexham 
Borough  Police  Court,  on  Monday,  the 
2nd  of  April,  from  which  it  appears  that, 
on  Monday,  the  2nd  instant,  a  licensee  of 
a  public-house  was  summoned  for  being 
found  drunk  on  his  licensed  premises 
during  opening  hours  ;  that  the  Magis* 
trate^s  clerk  said  a  publican  could  not  b^ 
prosecuted  on  his  own  premises  during^ 
opening  hours,  and  bas^  his  advice  to 
the  Magistrate  upon  the  case  of  "  Warden 
V  Tye  ^^  ;  and  that  the  Bench  then  dis* 
missed  the  summons  on  that  point ;  whe^ 
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ther  this  decisiou  is  correct  in  point  of 
law  ;  rfnd  whether  any  authority  exists 
for  the  proposition  that  a  publican  is  at 
liberty  to  get  drunk,  provided  he  does  so 
on  his  own  premises  and  during  opening 
hours  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE 
FOR  THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT 
(Mr.  AsQuiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  have  re- 
ferred to  the  case  of  "  Warden  v.  Tye," 
and  find  that  the  decision  was  that  a 
licensed  person  found  drunk  on  his  own 
premises  could  not  be  convicted  under 
Section  13  of  the  Licensing  Act,  1872, 
for  permitting  drunkenness  on  his  pre- 
mises. The  case  of  "  Warden  v,  Tye  " 
was  decided  in  1877,  and,  so  far  as  I 
know,  has  never  been  appealed.  I  con- 
elude,  therefore,  that  the  law  was  cor- 
rectly laid  down  in  that  case.  It  would 
appear,  however,  from  the  observations 
of  the  Judges  that  proceedings  might  be 
taken  under  Section  12,  which  imposes 
a  penalty  on  any  person  found  drunk  on 
licensed  premises. 


GOVERNMENT  CONTRACTORS  AND 
TRADES   UNIONS. 

Mr.  fen  wick  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether  he  is  aware 
that  Messrs.  Berry  and  Sons,  of  Ashbur- 
ton,  who  hold  a  contract  from  the  War 
Office  for  the  supply  of  serge,  have  dis- 
missed a  number  of  their  workmen  in 
eonseqnence  of  their  having  joined  a 
Trade  Union;  and v%fliether  he  will 
cause  inquiries  to  be  made  with  regard  to 
these  allegations  for  the  purpose  of 
ascertaining  the  facts  of  the  case  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell-Bax.nermax, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  No  complaint  or  report 
has  been  received  of  the  facts  stated  in 
my  hon.  Friend's  question  ;  if  any  com- 
plaint should  come  to  hand,  inquiry  will 
be  made  into  it. 

•  Mr.  FEN  WICK:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  of  his  own  initiative  make 
inquiries  into  this  case,  because  I  am 
assured  men  have  been  dismissed,  and 
only  recently  a  threat  was  made  that 
others  would  be  dismissed  if  they  joined 
the  Union  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
We  have  no  information  ;  and  I  do  not 
think  it  would  do  for  me  of  my  own 
acoord  to  inquire  into  the  matter  without 
some  information  being  sent  me.     The 
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firm  in  question  have  a  very  small  con- 
tract. 

Mr.  FENWICK  :  I  will  myself  sup- 
ply the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  in- 
formation. 


THE  ARRAN  FORESHORE. 

Mr.  BIRKMYRE  (Ayr,  &c.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Thomas  Anderson,  fisherman, 
Ayr,  was  interdicted  by  the  Sheriff  of 
Bute  in  the  spring  of  last  year  from 
erecting  a  hut  on  the  foreshore  of  Arran, 
on  uncultivated  ground  ;  and  whether  the 
right  to  erect  such  a  hut  is  in  accordance 
with  the  Act,  Geo.  2,  c.  23,  entitled  "  An 
Act  for  Encouraging  the  Fisheries  in  that 
part  of  Great  Britain  called  Scotland  "  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
B.  Balfour,  Clackmannan,  &c.)  :  I 
regret  that  I  have  not  seen  a  report  of  the 
case  referred  to  in  this  question,  but  the 
Act  of  29  Geo.  2,  c.  23,  which  my  hon. 
Friend  cites,  has,  I  think,  been  usually 
interpreted  to  give  to  fishermen  the  undis- 
turbed use  of  any  land  adjoining  the  sea- 
shore, which  may,  from  time  to  time,  be 
uncultivated,  for  purposes  incidental  to 
the  conduct  of  their  fishing  enterprise.  I 
am  not  aware  that  it  has  ever  been  ex- 
tended to  include  tl\e  right  to  erect  a  hut 
or  other  struclure  of  a  permanent  cha- 
racter. 

THE  VOLUNTEER  OFFICERS'  DECORA- 
TION. 

Mr.  BIRKMYRE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  it  is 
the  case  that  the  decorations  given  to 
Volunteer  officers  of  20  years'  standing 
are  withheld  from  officers  who  have 
served  part  of  that  time  in  the  ranks  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  proposes  to  adopt 
a  plan  by  which  the  decoration  will  be 
conferred  on  all  officers  who  have  com- 
pleted 20  years'  service  as  Volunteers, 
altogether  irrespective  of  the  rank  they 
have  held  during  any  part  of  their  period 
of  service  ?  " 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
It  is  not  quite  as  the  hon.  Member 
supposes.  The  Royal  Warrant  expressly 
allows  half  the  time  in  the  ranks  to  count 
as  service  towards  the  20  years'  service 
necessary  to  qualify  for  the  Volunteer 
officers'  decoration.  I  have  already 
stat^^,  in  reply  to  the  noble  Lord  the 
M-^eeter  for  Edinburgh,  that  officers  of 
2for  a  re'  service  in  all  who  may  not  be 
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qualified  for  the  officers'  decoration  will 
be  eligible  for  the  long  service  badge 
which  is  to  be  given  to  Volunteers  of 
20  years'  service  ? 

WEST  CORK  POSTAL  SERVICE. 

Mr.  E.  BARRY  (Cork  Co.,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  re- 
solutions recently  passed  at  all  the  Poor 
Law  Boards  and  Town  Councils  of  West 
Cork,  and  also  by  the  Town  Council  of 
the  City  of  Cork,  protesting  against  the 
existing  postal  service  in  West  Cork  as 
being  inadequate,  and  requesting  that  a 
mid-day*  train  bo  despatched  from  Cork 
soon  after  the  arrival  of  the  Dublin 
train  ;  and  whether  steps  will  be  taken 
to  so  improve  the  postal  arrangements  as 
to  secure  that  letters  arriving  from 
Dublin  and  Eugland  by  the  morning  mail 
to  Cork  may  be  transmitted  to  the  towns 
of  West  Cork  instead  of  beiug  re- 
tained as  at  present  in  Cork  for  three 
and  a-half  hours  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLEv,  Nottingham,  E.)  :  My 
attention  has  beeu  directed  to  this  sub- 
ject. The  delay  at  Cork,  mentioned  in 
this  question,  is  due  to  the  fact  that  there 
are  no  trains  from  Cork  to  the  West  by 
which  the  mails  are  carried.  The  Com- 
pany, who  have  been  approached  on  the 
subject,  are  apparently  of  opinion  that 
the  passenger  traffic  is  not  sufficient  to 
justify  them  in  running  a  train  at  the 
time  suggested,  and  demand  a  large 
additional  subsidy  if  such  a  train  is  run 
for  postal  purposes.  The  service  in  the 
district  referred  to  is  already  carried  on 
at  a  considerable  loss  to  the  revenue,  and 
I  regret  that  I  should  not  be  justified  in 
adding  to  the  loss  by  sanctioning  addi- 
tional payment  to  the  Railway  Company 
for  additional  service. 

Mr.  E.  BARRY  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  consent  to  receive  a  deputa- 
tion on  the  subject  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  Yes  :  I  am  quite 
prepared  to  receive  a  small  deputation  on 
the  matter. 

FEES  ON  MAGISTERIAL  APPOINT- 

MKNTS. 
Mr.  FARQUH arson  (Dorset,  W.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  his  att^^tion 
has  been  called  to  the  fact  that  the,  ^r^rk 
of  the  Peace  for  Essex  recently  c/  to  t} 
Mr,  Campbell'Bannerman   I 


the  16  new  Justices  of  the  Peace  a  fee 
of  £2  128.  6d.  each,  and  that  the  charge 
was  made  under  the  authority  of  a  Reso- 
lution of  the  Essex  Court  of  Quarter 
Sessions  ;  and  whether  he  can  say  for 
whose  benefit  these  fees  are  imposed,  and 
to  what  expense  (if  anj)  the  Clerk  of 
the  Peace  or  the  County  is  put  when 
newly-appointed   Magistrates  take  their 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  Perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  answer  this  question.  The 
statement  in  the  first  paragraph  is  correct. 
I  am  not  able  to  give  any  definite  or  ade- 
quate answer  to  the  second  paragraph. 
The  whole  question  of  the  legality  of 
these  fees  and  of  their  amount  has  been 
for  some  time  under  consideration,  and  I 
am  about  to  issue  a  Circular  to  the  Clerks 
of  the  Peace,  which,  I  hope,  may  lead  to 
a  more  satisfactory  system. 

PAYMENTS  TO  MILITARY  PENSIONERS. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  will  consider  whether  arrange- 
ments can  bo  made  by  which  pensions  to 
soldiers  and  Reservists  may  be  paid  weekly 
or  monthly  by  postal  orders  or  otherwise 
instead  of  quarterly  at  a  few  centres  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  hon.  Member  does  not  seem  to  be 
aware  that  the  payments  to  pensioners 
and  to  men  of  the  Reserve  are  now  made 
at  the  post  offices  near  which  they 
reside.  The  payments  to  pensioners  are 
made  quarterly  in  advance.  Supposing 
the  Post  Office  would  be  willing  to 
undertake  the  labour  of  monthly  pay- 
ments, the  additional  cost  to  the  State 
would  be  great ;  it  has  been  estimated 
to  amount  to  at  least  £20,000  a  year. 
But  to  the  pensioners  themselves  the 
change  would  bo  a  serious  hardship,  apart 
from  the  multiplied  formalities  whicli 
won  id  be  imposed  upon  them.  Pensions 
being  paid  in  advance,  an  increased 
number  of  payments  involves,  of  course, 
a  permanent  postponement  of  the 
pension  ;  and  it  is  known  that  it  would 
be  most  distasteful  to  the  great  majority 
of  the  men.  Moreover,  each  man  now 
receives  pensions  for  a  period  extending 
on  the  average  to  six  and  a-half  weeks 
after  his  death.  With  monthly  pay- 
ments this  boon  would  bo  reduced  to  a 
fortnight's  pension.  It  does  not  seem 
desirable  to  inflict  these  disadvantages 
upon    the    vast   majority  of   pensioners. 
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who,  I  am  glad  to  say,  are  steady,  sober , 
Skud  well-coiiiliicteil  men,  for  the  sake  of 
a  few  who  cannot  resiet  temptatlou. 
Be&ide6»  an  intsreaso  of  the  u umber  of 
opportuoities  of  temp  tut  iou  would  be  a 
doubtful  benefit  even  to  these.  As  re- 
gartis  the  Reserve  men,  apart  from  the 
deferred  portion  of  their  pay,  which  h 
issued  annually,  the  quarterly  payment  \8 
308,,  and  it  hardly  seems  expedient  to 
divide  this  into  three  sums  of  10s. 

Mr.  BAlil ley  :  Then  do  I  under- 
itand  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  that  be 
thinks  it  is  a  bettor  arrangement  for  the 
pensioners  to  get  three  iiioutbs'  pay 
down  in  a  lump  sum  than  to  receive  a 
smaller  auin  at  shorter  periods  ?  Would 
it  not  benefit  the  men  to  receive  it  in 
gmaller  snms  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  ; 
If  a  man  receiver  a  three  months*  pensioo 
ill  advance  it  must  be  a  greater  lienefit  to 
him  than  if  be  were  paid  monthly.  Asa 
matter  of  fact,  we  bava  received  no  com- 
plaint from  the  men  themselves  as  to 
these  quarterly  payments.  The  evil,  siich 
as  it  is,  is  confined  to  a  few  men  who 
are  unable  to  resist  the  temptation  to 
drink. 

Mh.  JOHN  Hl'RNS  f Rattersea)  :  U 
the  right  hoD.  Gentleman  aware 
that  the  present  system  of  pay- 
ing ReservistH  preventi^  men  movintr 
about  from  place  to  place  to  secure  em- 
ployment, with  the  renult  that  they  are 
driven  to  low-chiHs  IcHlging-liouj^e  keepers, 
and  small  beer  shopkeepers,  who  lend 
^'diem  money  at  exorl>itant  ratej*  of 
i uteres t  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  cannot  see  bow  the  mode  of  paying 
Reserve  men  can  interfere  with  them 
seeking  employment.  The  money  is 
paid  at  the  post  ofiicc  nearest  to  a  man^s 
re^t*lenco,  and  if  he  change.H  that  resi- 
dence oven  two  or  three  times  in  one 
year  be  C4iu  intinnitc  the  eliange  of  ad- 
dress to  the  paying  officer.  We  have  no 
complaints  of  any  diificulty  in  thi^ 
"'    iter. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  :  U  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  prepareil  to  apixant  a 
smAll  Departmental  Committee  to  hear 
the  views  of  the  London  Aniiy  Reserve 
men,  who  feel  keenly  on  the  subject  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  will  see  whotlier  there  is  room  for  the 
investigation     of    such     a    Committee, 


ludeed,   I  should  be  glad  to  eoustituta 
myself  a  Committee. 

STIUKK  AT  THE  BOOTLE  JUTE 
COMPANY^S  WORKS. 

Colonel  SANDYS  (Lan eas hire, 
S.W.,  Bootle) ;  In  the  al>sence  of  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  theMemberforCambridgo 
University  (Sir  J.  Gorst),  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretory  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  j^trike  at  the  Bootle  Jute 
Company's  works  in  Liverpool,  and  to 
the  allegation  of  the  cmplot/es  that  the 
competition  of  Her  Majusty*s  prisons  in 
sack-making  renders  the  employment  of 
women  at  the  wages  heretofore  paid  no 
longer  possible  ;  and  whether  be  will 
inquire  into  the  prices  at  which  sacks 
made  in  Her  Majesty's  prisons  are  sold, 
and  so  regulate  the  priee,  if  neceagary,  as 
to  prevent  the  wages  of  other  workers 
being  forced  down  l)y  the  undue  com- 
petition of  prison  labour  to  a  starvation 
point  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  i  According  to  the 
information  furnished,  the  strike  was  due 
to  a  threatened  reduction  of  the  hours  of 
htbonr  and  to  some  disputes  between  the 
women  and  their  employers  as  to  the 
time  at  which  their  wages  were  paid. 
With  regard  to  the  competition  of  Her 
Majesty's  prisons  in  sack  making,  I  am 
iriformeil  by  the  Chief  Constable  of 
Bootle  that  about  a  fortnight  prior  to 
this  strike  the  manager  of  the  Company 
maile  arrangenionts  with  the  Governor 
of  Walton  Gaol  to  niake  a^^out  1,000 
sacks  per  week,  which  were  required 
for  a  special  purpose  hand  sewn.  The 
manager  alleges  that  the  work  at  the 
prison,  lie t ween  extra  carting,  packing, 
etc.,  costs  him  about  *50  per  cent,  morej 
than  the  luig-making  at  his  own  works,* 
which  is  all  done  by  machinery.  It  is 
statetl  to  be  inconvenient  to  have  this 
work  done  on  the  premises  ;  and,  further, 
that  such  work  is  nowiwe  in  competition 
with  the  work  done  at  the  mill, 

II^SWICH  BlIEIAL  BOARD, 
Mr.  EVERETT  (StiHotk,  Wood- 
bridge)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  has  been  ealle*!  to  the  action 
of  the  Rector  of  St.  Matthew's  parish, 
Ipswich,  who,  as  Chairman  of  a  Vestry 
meeting,  refused  to  entertain  a  demand 
for  a  poJl  in  the  election  of  members  to 
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«it  on  the  Burial  Bo&rd  of  the  town  for 
that  parish,  ho  himsolf  being  one  of  the 
candulateii;  wlicther  lie  had  u  legal  right 
to  refuf^e  a  poll  ;  and  what  reraedy,  If 
any,  the  parish  ioiiers  have  ? 

Mit,  A8(JUITH  :  Tht  Chairman  stares 
that  iio  demand  for  a  poll  was  iiiade,  and 
aa  tione  was  mad<?  he  could  notf^rant  one. 
Que.sfions  were  a^ked  at*  to  tho  right  to 
demand  a  poll,  Init  accordinir  to  the 
Chahnian  no  poll  wiis  in  fad  ileniandod 
hy  anybody.  Aw  to  the  legal  right  to 
rofui^e  a  poll,  1  may  remind  my  ho(i. 
Friend  that  I  have  ito  anthority  over 
Vegtrteg  in  their  action  with  respect  to 
the  eliH.»tion  of  members  to  Burial  Boards, 
and  no  opinion  of  mine  can  decide  the 
qnestion  ;  hut  1  can  take  it  for  granted 
that  a  poll  can  he  legally  dornanded  in 
such  cases*,  iua^^much  as  the  Burial  Boards 
(Contested  Elections)  Act,  iHHo,  providcfi 
for  the  expenses  of  taking  such  polb. 
Perhaps  my  hon.  Friend  will  take  rliift 
a?  an  answer  to  the  further  question!*  he 
has  put  to  me  privately, 

•Mrt,  J.  E.  ELLIiS  (Nottingham, 
Rnshclitfe)  :  Can  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man tell  ni*  what  the  Vicar  said  in 
answer  to  the  questions  alxjiit  a  poll  ? 
Did  iie  bay  there  was  no  right  to  ilemand 
one  ? 

Mr,  ASQUITH  :  I  cannot  eay. 

INDIAN  OFFICIAL  PURLICATIONS. 

Mr.  H.  PLUNKETT  (Dublin  Co., 
S.)  :  I  beg  to  a8k  the  Secretary  of  8tate 
for  India  whether  be  ie  aware  that,  of 
the  official  publications  issued  by  the 
Indian  Go%'ernmeHt  and  by  the  India 
Office  for  sale  to  the  public,  not  more 
than  60  per  cent,  are  to  be  found  in  the 
Library  of  the  British  Museum  ;  and 
whether  he  will  undertake  to  ensure  a 
regular  supply  of  a  copy  of  each  official 
publiciation  wiiich  doen  not  come  undor 
the  provisions  of  **  The  Copyright  Act, 
1842,**  to  the  National  Library  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  IL  IL  FuwLKR,  Wolvcr- 
bamptOTi,  E.)  :  I  am  not  aware  that  tlie 
fact 8  are  as  ntaretl  in  the  hon.  Member 't^ 
quee*tion*  Copies  of  all  official  publicii- 
tiona  issued  by  the  Indian  Government 
and  sent  home  by  rlium,  and  of  all  such 
puhhcations  issued  by  the  India  Office 
for  sale  to  the  public,  are  sent  to  the 
Briti*ih  Museum.  Moreover,  lii*t^  of  all 
Indiait  tiovernment  publinations  are  sent 
perioiiicalJy    to    the     Ilriti^ih     Museum 

Mr,  Evereti 
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Authorities  in  order  that  they  raay^  if 
they  think  fit,  apply  for  a  copy  of  atiy 
work  which,  for  whatever  reason,  has 
not  been  already  3upplie<l  to  them. 
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CRUELTY  TO  HORSES  IN  LONDON'. 
Mr.  BROOKE  RUBINISON  (Dudley): 
I  bog  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  charge  a^xainfcit 
W  i  1 1  iaui  M  eet ,  om  n  1  bn  s^  propr ie tor,  on  the 
6tb  of  March,  at  the  GuiltUndl,  for 
crueity  to  hm  hornet* f  when  it  appeared 
that  he  had  on  previous  occasiooa  been 
coDviet^3d  of  cruelty  to  hie  omnibus 
horses ;  and  whetlier  the  attention  of 
the  authorities  at  Scotland  Yard  is  called 
to  cases  where  a  person  has  been  con- 
victed more  than  once  of  cruelty,  .so  that 
they  may  refn^^e  in  such  cai*cs^  to  renew 
the  licenccji  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  informed 
tliat  charges  of  cruelty  have  often  beeu 
preferred  concerning  horses  com i tig  from 
this  yard,  and  the  Magi&it rates  invariably 
have  a  difficulty  in  ascertaining  who  is 
respon^^ible.  The  answer  to  the  Kccond 
part  of  the  (|ue8tion  is  in  the  affirmative, 
I  am  strongly  of  opinion  that  the  law 
should  be  rigorously  enforced  in  all  these 
cases,  and  I  have  suggested  to  tiie  Com- 
missioner of  the  City  Police  that  careful 
watch  should  be  kept  upon  hordes  coming 
from  this  yard, 

MALICIOUS  HURNlKr;  AT  CASTLEBAR, 
Dr.  R.  AMBROSE  (Mayo,  W.)  : 
I  beg  to  a?^k  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieiiteuant  of  Ireland  whether  hia 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  claim 
for  damagea  for  alleged  malicious  burning 
miule  by  MrirtJn  Conry,  of  Cairn,  at  the 
Prei^entment  Sessions  held  m  Casttebariii 
December  la.^t  ;  whetfier  ho  is  aware  that 
tliere  was  ihe  clearest  evidence  to  show 
that  the  burning  whs  the  rcsnh  of  an 
accident  arising  from  the  tiegligence  of 
Conry'g  servant*  and  thut  the  Heml  Con- 
stable of  Police  at  Cai^tlebur  gave  evi- 
dence to  the  effect  that  the  tunning  w^as 
accidental  and  not  malicions  ;  wlu^tlief 
the  Present tnent  Sessions,  composed  of 
Magistrates  and  associated  cesspayera, 
n^jccted  the  claim  ;  if,  notwithsfanding, 
the  Grand  Jury  of  the  county,  with  Lord 
John  Browne  as  foreman,  refused  to  b«ir 
the  witnessea  agatost  the  claim,  and 
granted  to  Conry  £40,  which  was  atoit 
four    times  the  amount   of  the   damage 
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done;  and  whether  atif  steps  ctin  be 
taken  to  prevent  the  Grand  Jury  from 
Jio  t»xmg  the  taxpayers  ? 

Mr,  J.  MORLE  Y  ;  I  UDtlerataud  that 
the  claim  was  rejected  at  Presentment 
Sessions  held  in  Isovember  hist,  liut  that 
it  is  not  the  fact,  that  the  He^d  Con- 
stable wa^  examined  at  tlii.s  stages  The 
Sessions?  was  composed  of  one  Magis- 
trate and  three  cei*:^pajcri<.  The  claim 
was  renewed  before  the  Grand  Jury,  and 
ou  this  occasion  the  Head  Constable  ex- 
pressed the  opkiion  that  the  fire  was 
sccideutaL  The  Grand  Jury,  however, 
awarded  compenjiation  to  the  amount 
mentioned.  Tlie  finding  of  the  Grand 
Jury  was  alioiit  being  traversed  before 
the  Judge  of  Assize,  but  his  Lordship,  1 
ara  informetl,  stated  that  as  the  Grand 
Jury  were  so  iiuanimoni^  in  their  finding 
he  did  not  consider  it  a  ease  to  he  in- 
qnireil  into  by  bim» 

Mu.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  ;  Do  the 
Grand  Jnry  have  to  pay  any  portion  of 
the  money  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLKY  :  I  cannot  ^ay. 

COMPLAINT  AGAINST  A  LUKGAN 

POLICEMAN, 
Mr.  E.  M'HITGH  (Armagh,  vS.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  haa  been  called  to  the  conduct 
of  Constable  Sandt*^  of  Union  Street 
Barracks^  Lnrgan,  towards  a  respectable 
joting  man  named  Thomas^  Brady  of  that 
town  ;  whether  he  charged  Brady  for 
obstructing  a  imrse  who  was  wheeling  a 
peTnmbulalor  in  Church  Place,  and  on 
Brady  remonstrating  with  the  constable 
that  he  had  done  nothing  of  the  kind, 
the  constable  beat  him  t^o  severely  with 
his  baton,  that  Brfidy  harl  afterwards  to 
procure  medical  assistance  to  have  the 
wound  in  his  head  stitched  ;  whether  he 
19  aware  that  Sands  then  arrested  Brady^ 
and  brought  him  l>eforo  Mr.  M^GIynn, 
J. P.,  who  dischargeii  him,  and  directed 
a  summons  to  he  issued  ;  that  the  con- 
stable pursued  Brady,  re -arrested  him, 
and  brought  him  l>efore  another  Magis* 
tratet  Mr.  Crawford,  J. P.,  by  whom 
Brady  wae  ordered  to  give  sureties  to 
appear  at  Petty  Sessions  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  nurse  swore  at  Petty 
Sessions  that  Brady  did  not  obstruct  her 
in  any  way  ;  and  whether  he  will  make 
in^airies  into  the  whole  matter  ? 


Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed 
that  the  constable  remonstrated  with 
Brady  for  pushing  another  man  against 
the  pemmbulator  which  contained  a  child; 
that  some  words  paasetl  between  them  ; 
that  Brady  refused  to  give  his  name  to 
the  CO tjs table  who,  on  proceeding  to  arrest 
Brady,  received  from  him  a  blow  in  the 
mouth  ;  that  a  hostile  crowd  collected,  and 
that  in  the  course  of  the  melee  the  con- 
stable received  very  bad  treatment.  It 
is  true  that  Brady  hrtd  his  head  cut  with 
Uie  baton,  but  the  constable  also  received 
several  cuts  about  the  face,  and  kicks  on 
the  body.  The  Magistrate  referred  to  in 
the  third  j>aragraph  ordered  the  prisoner 
to  he  di8clmrged,  but  this  the  police 
refused  to  do,  as  his  name  was  not  known 
to  them^  and  hedech'ned  to  give  it.  The 
Magistrate  named  in  the  fourth  para- 
graph was  then  sent  for,  and  the  accused 
admittetl  t^  bait  The  fact  is  as  stated 
in  the  fifth  paragmph,  but  one  of  tho 
pri)roner\s  comjiauions  admitted  having 
been  pushed  l»y  Brady  against  the  per- 
ambulator, and  4 hilt  Brady  struck  the 
constable  first.  Brady  was  unanimously 
convicted  by  a  full  Bench  of  Magistrates 
on  tiie  20th  of  March,  and  fined  21s*  and 

COJStS. 

CANAL    TOLLS. 

Mr.  WILSON-TODD  (York,  N.R., 
Howdenshire)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  tlie  Boarxl  of  Trade  if  he  could 
.say  wlicn  the  Report  of  his  Department 
on  the  chissificationof  goods  and  Sehedulo 
of  Tolls  sul>miitod  by  the  Canal  Com- 
panies will  be  laid  l>ufore  Parliament,  and 
also  when  (he  proposed  tolls  are  likely  to 
come  into  force  ? 

The  president  ok  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheflield, 
Brightside)  :  The  Draft  Provisional 
Orders  and  Schedules  of  Tolls  prepared 
hy  the  Commissioner  appointed  by  the 
Board  of  Trat!o  are  in  a  forward  state, 
and  I  hope  shortly  to  introduce  Bills  to 
confirm  them.  It  will  be  proposed  that 
the  new  tolls  shall  come  into  operation  on 
January  1,  189.5. 

DISTURBANCES  IN  THK  OWEKDORB 
DISTRICT. 
Mr.  barton  (Armagh,  Mid.): ^I 
beg  to  aek  the  Chief  Secretary  to  tho 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  l>een  called  to  an  attack^ 
alleged  to  have  been  made  upon  a  email 


ho*ly  of  police  engaged  on  protection 
iliity  by  a  crowd  of  persoDS  uiimberiug 
several  hundreds,  on  the  29th  altirao,  in 
the  Gweedore  drBtritit,  County  Douegftl, 
ill  which  a  Head  Constable  wii8  reudored 
nncouseions  by  wounds  on  the  bead  and 
body,  and  a  sergeant  severely  wounded  ; 
whether  any  other  persons  were  injored  ; 
and  whether  any  of  the  attack iug  party 
ivere  identified  by  the  police,  and  any 
steps  t^keu  to  bring  them  to  justice  ? 

Mr.  T,  D,  SULLIVAN  (Donegd, 
W.)  :  Before  the  question  is  answered, 
1  wisli  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  whether  be  is  aware  that  the 
rev.  gentleman  referred  to  in  this  ques- 
tion is  the  same  Rev.  Mr.  Nixon  who 
acquired  such  a  notoriety  some  years 
ago  for  carrying  out  wholesale  aud  heart- 
lees  evictions  ? 

Mb,  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.)  :  Is 
this  district  the  same  as  has  the  unhappy 
notoriety  of  being  the  locality  where 
District  Inspector  Martin  was  brutally 
murdered  ?       ^ 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  believe  it  to  he 
the  same  district,  and  I  iim  informed  that 
no  district  in  Ireland  lias  been  more 
quiet  since  tlie  time  that  that  sad  ot^cur- 
rence  happened.  I  have  received  a 
Keport  of  the  ocenrrence  referred  to,  tlie 
facts  liS  to  which  are  siihstautJalty  as 
Btated,  The  police  were  engaged  on  the 
occasion  in  protecting  a  process  server 
who  receivcil  injuries  from  the  crowd, 
and  t be  several  members  of  the  protecting 
party  were  also  struck  and  more  or  less 
injured*  No  arrests  were  made  by  the 
police  at  the  time,  but  they  hope  to  he 
able  to  iilentify  several  of  the  persons 
implicated. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  :  My  ques- 
tioa  with  reference  to  the  Rev.  Mn 
Nixon  has  not  yet  been  answered. 

Mn.  J.  MuRLEY  ;  I  am  qtiite unable 
to  answer  the  question,  Ijeeause  there  is 
no  name  of  any  clergyman  mentioned  iti 
the  question,  and  I  am  therefore  unable 
to  identify  the  rev.  gentleman  he  alludes 
to, 

Mh.  hartley  :  Have  I  correctly 
understood  the  right  hou.  GentlemaD''8 
answer.  He  hiin  said  that  ny  district  in 
Ireland  has  Ijtsen  qnietnr  since  the  murder 
of  Inspector  Martin  had  oi*curred.  Does 
the  right  lion.  Gentlernjiu  couuect  the 
death  of  Inspector  Martin  with  the  pre- 
sent quietness  of  the  district  ? 

Mr,  Barton 
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Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  should 
thought  the  meaning  of  my  remarks 
woidd  have  been  quite  obvious  to  any 
fair-minded  man.  What  I  meant  to 
imply  was  this  ;  that  at  the  time  when 
the  disastrous  and  criminal  affray  took 
place  there  was  no  doubt  a  great  excite- 
ment in  the  district.  That  was,  bow- 
ever,  only  a  passing  excitement,  and 
since  that  time  no  district  in  Ireland  haa 
been  more  quiet. 

THE  IRISH  EDUCATION  ACT,  1892. 

Mu.  FIELD  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  yet  in  a  position  to  state  when  he  wi!l 
introduce  his  Bill  to  remedy  the  defects 
in ''The  Irish  Education  Act,  1892;" 
and,  if  not,  when  will  be  he  in  a  position 
to  make  the  annouticcment  ? 

Mr.  .}.  MORLEY  :  I  am  at  present 
unable  to  say  when  I  will  introduce  the 
Bill  ;  it  is  ready,  however,  and  will  be 
printed  in  the  course  of  a  few  days. 

COMrULSQRY  SCHOOL  ATTENDANCE 
IN  RURAL  DISTRICTS  IN  IRELAND. 
Mh.  FIELD  :  1  heg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
tciichers  of  Irish  National  schools,  at 
their  Congress  held  last  month,  and  also 
at  their  Congress  of  1893,  declared  that 
the  provisions  for  compulsory  attendance 
at  sebool  nuder  **  The  Irish  Edueatiou 
Act,  1892,"  ougiit  to  be  extended  lo  the 
rural  districts  ;  and  whether  he  intends 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  this  Session  for  the 
puqwse  of  extending  these  provisions  to 
rural  districts  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  My  attention  baa 
been  called  to  a  resolution  iu  favour  of 
extending  the  provisions  for  compulsory 
atteudance  at  schools  to  rural  districts  ; 
but  I  am  not  prepared  at  present  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  fur  this  extension  nntil  the  exist- 
ing provisions  of  the  Irish  Education  Act 
have  been  rendere«l  more  operative  tUau 
we  have  yet  been  able  to  make  them* 

NORTH  EASTERN  RAILWAY  TOLLS. 

Mr.  WRIGHTSON  (StockonKm- 
Tees)  :  I  heg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Boanl  of  Trade,  with  reference  to  thd  j 
decision  on  the  complaint  of  Messrs.  A.  I 
Simpson  and  Company,  of  Newcastle-ou- 
Tyne»  ligaiust  the  North  Eafctern  Rail- 
way Company,  as  reporte<l   in  the    pro- 
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ceediugs  under  Section  31  of  the  Rail- 
way and  Canal  Traffic  Act  of  1888, 
whether  he  will  explain  on  what  grounds 
the  rating  therein  described  as  sauctioned 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  between  the  three 
northern  grain  ports  and  the  Town  of 
Sheffield  is  fixcxi  at  the  uniform  rate  of 
1  Is.  8d.  per  ton,  when  it  is  admitted  that 
the  Port  of  Stockton  is  30  miles  and  29 
miles  nearer  Sheffield  than  Newcastle 
and  Sunderland  respeptively,  and  is 
therefore  by  this  uniform  rate  deprived  of 
the  geographical  advantage  of  her  posi- 
tion by  30  miles  of  rating  ;  and  whether 
the  Board  of  Trade  intends  to  allow  this 
rating  to  continue  to  the  disadvantage  of 
the  Stockton  traders  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  in  error  in  supposing  that  the 
uniform  rate  of  lis.  8d.  per  ton  between 
the  three  Northern  grain  ports  and  the 
Town  of  Sheffield  has  been  sanctioned  by 
the  Board  of  Trade.  The  Board  of 
Trade  have  no  power  to  sanction  or  to 
disallow  such  an  arrangement.  In  reply- 
ing to  the  complaint  made  by  Messrs.  A. 
Simpson  and  Company  the  Railway 
Company  stated  that  they  had  grouped 
the  three  Ports  mainly  for  public  con- 
venience. Whether  in  so  doing  the 
Company  have  or  have  not  subjected  the 
Port  of  Stockton  to  an  undue  preference 
in  favour  of  Newcastle  and  Sunderland 
is  a  legal  question  upon  which  I  can 
express  no  opinion. 

CRUELTY  TO  SEAMEN. 
Mr.  J.  HAVELOCK  WILSON 
(Middlesbrough)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  alleged 
ill-treitmentof  a  seaman,  named  Larder,  on 
board  the  British  barque  Balkannah^  by 
Captains  Roope  and  Johnstone,  whilst  on 
a  voyage  from  Rio  de  Janeiro,  which 
resulted  in  the  death  of  Larder  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  man  Larder  was  put 
on  board  the  Balkannah  against  his 
will ;  and  whether  the  Board  of  Trade 
propose  to  take  any  proceedings  against 
Captains  Roope  and  Johnstone  for 
causing  the  death  of  Larder  ? 

•Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Yes,  Sir.  My 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  to  which  my  hon. 
Friend  refers,  and  I  am  informed  that  the 
seaman  in  question  is  stated  to  have  been 
put  on  board  the  Balhannak  against  his 
will.     The   whob    circumstances    have 


been  laid  before  the  Public  Prosecutor, 
who  advises  me  that  no  criminal  pro- 
ceedings with  regard  to  the  death  of 
Leader  (or  Larder)  can  be  successfully 
taken.  The  Board  of  Trade  are,  how- 
ever, considering  whether  it  is  possible 
to  deal  with  the  certificates  of  any  of  the 
officers  who  were  to  blame.  I  may  add 
that  Roope  and  Johnstone  (or  Johuson) 
were  recently  summoned  at  Falmouth  for 
assault  and  were  fined. 

Mr.  J.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  :  Is 
the  House  to  understand  that  if  a  seaman 
is  done  to  death  on  board  a  ship  by  a 
tyrannical  cuptaiu  there  is  no  law  in  this 
country  which  will  punish  the  captain  for 
the  act  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  The  Board  of 
Trade  brought  the  circumstances  under 
the  notice  of  the  Public  Prosecutor,  and 
he  advised  that  no  criminal  proceedings 
could  be  successfully  taken. 

Mr.  J.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  :  Is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  of  the 
fact  that  within  the  past  three  weeks  two 
similar  cases  have  occurred,  and  that  no 
prosecution  has  taken  place  in  either 
case.  I  want  to  know  whether  there  is 
no  law  in  this  country  which  will  give 
the  same  protection  to  a  seaman  on  board 
a  ship  as  is  afforded  to  a  landsman  on 
shore  ? 

Mr.  DARLING  (Deptford)  :  Does 
not  the  law  of  murder  and  the  law  of 
manslaughter  apply  on  board  ship  and 
give  the  same  protection  as  on  land  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  There  can  bono 
doubt  about  that.  What  the  Board  of 
Trade  have  to  do  is  to  place  all  the 
evidence  before  the  Public  Prosecutor, 
and  it  is  for  him  to  determine  whether  he 
will  proceed  with  a  prosecution  or  not. 
If  the  hon.  Member  will  furnish  me  with 
particulars  of  the  two  cases  he  has  men- 
tioned I  will  take  care  to  see  that  they  are 
thoroughly  examined.  There  is  no  in- 
disposition on  the  part  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  afford  all  possible  protection. 

Mr.  WOLFF  (Belfast,  E.)  :  Is  there 
any  evidence  that  this  man  was  done  to 
death  by  the  captain  ? 

•Mr.  MUNDELLA:  The  Public 
Prosecutor  did  not  thiuk  that  the  evi- 
dence was  sufficient  to  undertake  pro- 
ceedings. 

Mr.  J.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  :  I 
do  not  attach  any  blame  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  lack  of  duty  in  this 
respect,  but,  knowing  the  circumstances 


23 


Cess  and 


{COMMONS} 


Stent. 


24 


of  the  case,  I  ask  why  it  is  that  an  actiou 
caDiiot  be  lakeD  agalDst  thecapt-ain  when 
I  know  that  the  man  has  been  done  to 
death? 

[Tlie  question  was  not  answered.] 

COST  OF  PRIVATE  BILLS. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethual  Green, 
!N.E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  he  is  aware  that 
there  is  some  difficulty  in  getting  the 
London  Streets  and  Buildings  Bill  and 
the  Thames  Conservancy  Bill  by  the 
outside  public ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  charge  for  those  Bills  is  6s.  to 
8s.  respectively  ;  and  whether  the  Go- 
vernment can  see  its  way  clear  to  issue 
those  Bills  like  Public  Bills  or  as  Parlia- 
mentary Papers  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  Standing 
Orders  of  the  House  of  Commons  require 
all  Private  Bills  to  be  printed  and 
delivered  at  the  Vote  Office  for  the  use 
of  Members  at  the  sole  expense  of  the 
promoters.  I  am  afraid  I  could  not,  in 
the  interests  of  economy,  recommend 
that  such  Bills  should  be  printed  at  the 
cost  of  the  taxpayer  like  Public  Bills  and 
Parliamentary  Papers. 

Mr.  HOWELL  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  these  Bills  pro- 
pose to  repeal  certain  Public  Acts,  and 
that  therefore  the  public  ought  to  be  able 
to  see  them  ? 

Sir  H.  JAMES  (Bury,  Lancashire)  : 
Surely  promoters  who  seek  to  repeal 
Public  Acts  should  lie  compelled  to 
print  their  Bills. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  stated  that 
the  Standing  Order  required  them  to 
print  and  deliver  the  Bills  at  the  Vote 
Office.  But  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  refers  to  the  outside  public,  and 
I  do  not  see  why  the  taxpayers  of  the 
country  should  be  called  upon  to  pay  for 
the  printing  of  the  Bills. 

Mr.  HOWELL  ;  On  the  first  avail- 
able opportunity  I  shall  call  attention  to 
this  matter. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Cannot  a  rule 
be  laid  down  that  these  Private  Bills 
should  be  sold  to  the  public  at  the  same 
rate  as  Public  Acts  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  do  not  think 
that  could  bo  done.  I  am  told  that  the 
cost  of  printing  the  Bills  referred  to  in 
the  question  works  out  in  one  case  at  6s. 
a  copy,  and  in  the  other  at  8s. 

Mr,  J.  Havelock  Wilson 


LABOURERS'  COTTAGES  AT  NEWCASTLE 
WEST. 

Mr.  M.  AUSTIN  (Limerick,  W.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  lis  the 
cause  of  the  delay  in  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  not  taking  action  on  the  pro- 
posed scheme  of  labourers^  cottages 
promoted  by  the  Newcastle  West  Board 
of  Guardians  ;  and  will  an  Inspector  be 
sent  without  delay  to  hold  the  usual  in- 
quiry under  the  Labourers  Acts,  and 
facilitate  the  object  of  the  Guardians  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed 
that  the  scheme  of  labourers'  cottages 
promoted  by  the  Newcastle  West  Board 
of  Guardians  was  received  by  the  Local 
Government  Board  on  February  27  last. 
Proposals  of  this  kind  are  t«ken  in  order 
of  priority,  and  if  the  preliminaries  pre- 
scribed by  the  Act  are  found  to  have 
been  complied  with  by  the  Guardians, 
inquiries  are  arranged  for  at  the  earliest 
possible  date.  The  present  case  is  first 
on  the  list,  and  will  be  disposed  of  as 
quickly  as  possible.  Two  hundred  and 
fifty-seven  cottages  have  been  already 
built  in  this  Union,  and  the  new  scheme 
contemplates  the  erection  of  71  more. 

IMPORTS  OF  STRAW  BOTTLE 
ENVELOPES. 
Mr.  W.  KENNY  (Dublin,  St 
Stephen's  Green)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  it 
would  be  possible  to  grant  a  Return  of  the 
straw  bottle-envelope  imports  to  England, 
Scotland,  and  Ireland  ;  and  whether  m 
such  a  Return  particulars  could  be  given 
of  the  respective  quantities  derived  from 
the  convict  prisons  of  European  States  ; 
produced  by  steam  or  water-power  ma- 
chinery :  and  made  by  peasantry  as  a 
cottage  industry  ? 

*Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  It  is  impossible 
for  the  Board  of  Trade  to  furnish  such  a 
Return.  Imports  of  straw  bottle  en- 
velopes are  not  distinguished  in  the 
Customs  Returns,  and  they  know  nothing 
of  their  mo<le  of  manufacture. 

CESS  AND  STENT. 
Mr.  W.  WHITELAW  (Perth)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  he 
has  received  intimation  of  a  resolution 
unanimously  passed  by  the  Convention 
of  Royal  Burghs  with  regard  to  the 
taxes  of  cess  and  stent ;  if  so,  will  the 
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^■.Government  shortly   introtluce  the  legis-  | 
~^lation  uecesaarv  to  give  effect  to  It  ? 

*Mr.   J.   B/BALFOUU:  I   Imve  re- j 
ceiveJ    oo   siicU    intimation^    hnt,    if    It 
i      reiicbea  nie,  the  question   whether  tlicre 
^^hoitld  be  legislatioti  will  ho  duly  cou- 
^Mtdered. 

^M        FRAUDS  IN  THE  MEAT  TRADE. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (HiiDts,  Baling- 
I  etake)  :  I  he^  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether,  if  a  crti*e 
were  reportetl  to  him  of  a  bntcher  selling 
I  frozen  meat  without  auy  mark  or 
^■deseriptioo  upon  it  a^  fresh  English 
^^pneat,  he  would  cau^e  a  prosecution  to  he 
^^Kustituted  iinder  the  Merehnudise  Marks 

~     Mr.    CROMBIE   (Kineardtueslnre)  : 
At  the  same  time,  I   will  ask  the  right 
ibou.    Gentleman    whether,    if    the    ease 
irere  rejx>rtetl  to  him  of  a  butcher  selling 
preign    or    eolonial     meat    which    wa^^ 
tirkeil  UB  Kngli»h  meat,  or  whieb,  from 
be  iuvoicc  given   with   it,  might  be  in- 
ferred   to    be    English    meat,    he    would 
pause  a  proseeurion  t«*  be  instituted  under 
lie  Merchandise  Mnrk^  Acts  ? 

Mu,    MUNDELLA:    Where  foreign 

&r  Colonial  meat  is  described    in   ilje  in- 

roiee   as^    'Afresh   English    meat"    tliere 

[would  seem  to  be  no  doubt   ibat  a  false 

ade  description   is  applied    witbiti   the 

aeauing  i>f  the  ilercbandise  Marks  Acts, 

llUid  there  would   be  no  difficulty  iu  any 

|;persQ»  or  Association  or  Local  Authority 

btoiulng  a  conviction.     Last  week  a  case 

reported    in    which    the    Ham  and 

Siicon  Curers'  Association  obtained  con- 

rictions    and    penalties    where    Danish 

Flmcon  y^HB  marketl  Wiltshire.     Previous 

leoDVtctions  had   l>een   obtained  in  Liver- 

pc»ol    aud    elsewhere.      The    Board    of 

Trade  woidd  consider  the  expediency  of 

Jinking  prt>ceedingF  if  a  suitable  case  was 

Evid  before  tbeiw,  and  they  were  advised 

liere  was  a  reasonable  x>rospect  of  eon* 

ETiction  ;  but  it  would  he  much  easier  for 

proceedings  to  be  taken  itj  the  locality  by 

,  those  locally  interested  than  by  the  Board 

|of  Trade, 

Mr,  JEFFREYS:  May  I  ask,  in 
reference  to  the  bacon  case  in  which  the 
right  bou.  Gentleman  says  a  proseciuion 
was  successfully  carried  on — bacon  is  not 
always  marked  by  some  distinctive  mark* 
My  question  is,  whether  a  proseeution 
r cannot  be  taken  against  a  butcher  who 
1^1  Is  foreign  meat  for   English  without 


marking  it,  and  whether  that  is  not  the 
reason  why  we  have  introduced  a  Bill  for 
the  marking  of  foreign  meat  ? 

Mk,  MUNDELLA  :  Bacon  ami  bam 
are  not  marked,  but  a  label  or  invoice 
are  put  upou  them.  There  is  no  penalty 
attached  to  the  selling  of  goods  that  are 
not  marked,  but  if  they  are  falsely 
described  a  person  can  be  prosecuted, 

Dr,  FARQUHARSON  ;  May  I  ask 
whether,  if  a  proper  case  is  brought 
before  the  right  hou.  Gentleman,  hi* 
Department  will  undertake  the  expense 
of  carrying  out  the  prosecution  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Suppose  a  case 
occurs  in  Aberdeenshire,  would  it  not  be 
very  much  l>etter  that  the  Aberdeenshire 
farmers  should  prosecute,  than  that  thej 
should  ask  tbe  Board  of  Trade  to  come 
to  Aberdeenshire  and  prosecute  for 
ihem  ? 

Mr,  8  T  U  A  R  T  -  W  0  R  T  L  E  Y 
(Hbetfield,  Hallam)  :  I  wish  to  ask  whe- 
ther there  is  anything  in  the  JStatute,  or 
In  the  Regulations  made  under  it  at  the  time 
when  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  (Sir  M, 
Hick«-Beach)  was  at  ttie  Board  of  Trade, 
which  debars  the  Board  of  Trade  from 
prosecuting  m  eases  brought  to  their 
notice  by  individuals  ;  and  whether  iu 
the  case  of  the  false  marking  of  files,  In 
which  an  entire  trade  was  interested,  the 
prosecution  >vas  not  instituted  by  tbe 
Board  of  Trade  wlien  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bristol  wfis  President  ? 

Mk.  MUNDELLA  :  There  is  nothing 
to  debar  tbe  Board  of  Trade  from  taking  up 
a  prosecutirm  of  this  kind.  If  a  good  case 
is  laid  before  them,  and  it  is  found  thai 
the  parties  cannot  do  it  better  themselves, 
it  is  the  diity  of  the  Board  tif  Trade  to 
prosecute.  In  regard  to  prosecutions  id 
the  file  trade*  which  took  place  first 
under  the  right  bon*  Gentleman  (Sir  M. 
I  licks-Beach)  and  afterwards  in  my  own 
time,  that  was  a  case  in  which  a  number 
of  workmen  were  interested,  hut  they 
were  unable  to  meet  the  expense  neces- 
sary to  carry  it  to  a  successful  conclusion, 
and  the  Board  of  Trade  took  it  up.  We 
would  do  that  Iu  the  case  of  any  general 
trade  placed  under  similar  circumstances. 
But  the  House  will  agree  that  in  the  case^ 
of  false  marking  of  meat  it  is  better  to 
take  action  on  the  spot  than  to  come  to 
the  Board  of  Trade  and  without  evideaee 
to  ask  them  to  get  up  a  case. 

StR  M.  HICKS-BEACH  (Bristol, 
W.)  ;  May  I  ask  the  right  hou.  Geutle* 
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man  whether  in  the  Act  of  Parliament 
amending  the  Merchandise  Marks  Act 
which  authorises  such  prosecutions  to  be 
taken  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  in  the 
Regulations  which  were  laid  down  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  on  the  subject  of  prose- 
cutions under  it,  a  distinction  was  not 
drawn  between  cases  which  affected  a 
whole  trade  and  cases  which  affected 
individuals,  it  being  considered  that  a 
prosecution  could  be  undertaken  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  in  the  first  case  and  not 
in  the  second,  and  whether  he  will  not 
apply  that  rule  which  was  acted  upon  by 
the  Board  of  Trade  in  the  case  of  the 
file  trade  to  the  meat  trade  also  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  In  regard  to  the 
power  of  prosecution,  a  great  deal  of 
discretion  is  given  to  the  Board  of  Trade. 
An  obligation  does  not  lie  on  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  prosecute.  It  is  only  in  cases 
where  the  Board  of  Trade  are  of  opinion 
that  the  public  interest  will  be  better 
served  by  their  taking  up  the  case  than 
by  their  leaving  it  to  the  individual  that 
they  prosecute.  I  think  in  tlie  case  of 
marking  by  a  false  description  it  would 
be  better  that  some  initiative  should  be 
shown  by  the  parties  interested,  than  that 
they  should  come  to  the  Board  of  Trade. 
I  have  not  yet  heard  of  a  single  prosecu- 
tion. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  :  May  I  ask, 
in  regard  to  the  Aberdeenshire  case, 
whether  if  I  or  any  other  agriculturist  in 
the  North  of  Scotland  bring  a  case  to  his 
notice,  not  in  the  locality  but  in  London, 
he  will  prosecute  and  bear  the  expenses 
of  the  prosecution  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA :  If  it  is  shown  to 
me  that  the  agriculturists  of  the  North 
are  unable  to  pay  the  expenses  of  a 
prosecution,  the  Board  of  Trade  will  be 
glad  to  do  so. 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  :  May 
I  ask  whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that  in  all 
parts  of  Scotland  there  is  a  public  prose- 
cutor who  prosecutes  in  all  these  cases  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.]  ^, 

THE  IRISH  LANGUAGE  IN  IRISH  LAW 
COURTS. 
Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  any  of  the  Magistrates  or 
Clerks  of  Petty  Sessions  in  the  Pro- 
vinces of  Connaught  and  Muuster,  and 
in   the    Counties    of    Donegal,    Derry, 

Sir  3f.  Hicks-Beach 


Tyrone,  Armagh,  and  Cavan,  speak 
Irish,  and  how  many  ;  whether  a  proce- 
dure is  adopted  to  secure  that  persons 
who,  speaking  Irish  only,  charged  with 
offences  have  those  charges  and  the  evi- 
dence explained  to  them ;  have  any 
civil  proceedings  been  taken  against  or 
by  Irish-speaking  persons  in  recent 
times  at  Petty  Sessions ;  how  many 
persons  speaking  Irish  only  have  been 
confined  in  gaols,  lunatic  asylums,  and 
Unions  ;  how  many  are  now  confined 
therein ;  and  how  many  of  the  ofiicials 
in  gaols,  asylums,  and  Unions  speak 
Irish  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  There  are  no 
official  records  containing  the  detailed 
information  required  by  this  question. 
The  Registrar  of  Petty  Sessions  Clerks 
informs  me,  however,  that  in  497,  out 
of  a  total  number  of  606,  Petty 
Sessions  districts  in  Ireland  no  Irish- 
speaking  persons  have  been  charged 
with  offences  within  the  memory  of  the 
present  clerks,  and  that  in  the  remaining 
109  districts  provision  is  made  for  an  in- 
terpreter, when  the  services  of  one  are 
required,  by  the  employment  of  a  person 
duly  sworn  so  to  act.  Provision  is  made 
by  the  Act  6  &  7  Will.  4,  c,  116,  for  the 
employment  and  remuneration  of  Irish 
interpreters  at  Assizes,  and  by  the  14  & 
15  Vict.,  c.  57,  at  Quarter  Sessions. 
There  is  no  statutory  provision  appli- 
cable to  Petty  Sessions,  but  where  neces- 
sary, and  on  application,  I  have  been  in- 
formed the  Crown  provides  an  interpreter 
in  criminal  cases.  Paid  interpreters  are 
rarely  required,  however,  at  Petty  Ses- 
sions, as  there  are  usually  present  in 
Court  persons  who  volunteer  to  interpret 
upon  the  occasion  arising. 

THE  ORDNANCE  SURVEY. 
Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  whe- 
ther, having  regard  to  the  fact  of  the 
Ordnance  Survey  being  an  exclusively 
civil  employment,  and  not  by  any  means 
a  military  one,  he  would  consider  the  ad- 
visabiUty  to  work  the  Department  on 
the  same  lines  as  other  extensive  print- 
ing establishments,  by  abolishing  exces- 
sive boy  labour,  by  adopting  the  "fair 
wages  ^^  Resolution,  and  by  employing  a 
staff  of  efficient  lithographic  draftsmen 
and  writers,  who  would  undertake  the 
work  at  once,  and  execute  it  in  an  ex- 
peditious manner,   thereby  accelerating 
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the  work  iiml  sapersedin^  the  Bystem  at 
present  adopted  by  (lie  Department  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
op  AGRICULTURE  (Mi%  H.  Gaud- 
XER,  Essex,  Saffron  Waldon) ;  I  am 
iifmtd  I  can  only  refer  my  lion.  Friend  to 
the  reply  I  gave  to  tiie  question  lie 
iiddres^sod  to  mo  on  this  funlijoet  on  the 
2^f  h  of  AugiHt  last ;  liut  1  may  perhaps 
add  tlmt  the  preitent  staff  of  lithogrftphic; 
draftsmen  and  writers  is  entirely  etH- 
cieut^  and  that  as  tlio  work  h  kept  up  to 
ibe  ptiblication  stage  without  any  nndue 
deJay  there  h  no  uecesisity  for  any  special 
acceleration  of  it. 

SCHULL  AND  SKIBBEREEN  LIGHT 
RAILWAY. 

Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
8e(*retary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  ho  is  aware  that, 
although  the  SehuU  and  Skihbereen 
Light  Railway  is  now  extended  almost 
lO  the  water's  C'dge,  the  engineis  cannot 
ran  over  the  new  sections  of  the  oonuec* 
tiiig  mile;  whether  it  is  necessary  to 
obtain  an  Act  of  Parliament  for  that 
purpose ;  and  whether,  meantime,  pre- 
fimmary  permission  will  be  granted,  so 
that  the  railway  may  be  available  for  the 
approaching  tishing  season  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  ;  I  am  advised  that 
farther  legislation  to  effect  the  par- 
ticular object  mentioned  in  the  ques^tion 
h  tiot  neeessary.  Under  Clause  33  of 
tbe  SehuH  and  8kild)ereeii  Tramway  and 
Light  Railway  Order,  1892,  it  is  com- 
pet£Dt  for  the  Committee  of  Manage- 
ment of  that  line  to  enter  into  an  agrea- 
meot  with  the  promoters  as  to  the 
maintenance  and  working  of  the  Schnll 
Pier  Extension  Line. 

SELECTION  (STANDING  COMMITTEE)— 
TRADE,  kc. 
Sib  J.  MOWBRAY"  reported  from  the 
Committer  of  Selection  ;  That  they  had 
nominated  the  following  Members  to 
a«*rve  on  the  Standing  Committee  for  the 
consideration  of  all  Bilb  relating  to 
Trade  {including  Agriculture  and  Fish* 
ing),  Shipping,  and  Manufacture  : — Mr. 
Addison,  Mr,  Arch,  Mr.  Barran,  Sir 
Miobaet  Hicks  Beach,  Mr.  Blake,  Mr, 
Bonsor,  Mr.  Boord,  Mr.  Brown,  Mr, 
Burt,  Mr.  Caine,  Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man,  Mr.  Chamberlain,  Mr.  C banning^ 
Mr.  Jesse  CoUings,  Mr,  Colman,  Sir 
Cbarlee    Dalrymple,    Barou    Henry    De 


Worms,  Sir "  Frederick  Dixon-Hurtland, 
Mr.  Everett,  Mr.  Charles  Fenwick,  Mr. 
Haye*^  Fisher,  Mr.  Penrose  Fitzgerald, 
Mr.  Gilliatj  Sir  Julian  Goldemid,  Mr. 
(ioschen,  Mr,  Gourley,  Sir  Reginald 
Hanson,  Mr.  Harrington,  Sir  John 
Utbhort,  Sir  William  Hon  Ids  worth,  Mn 
Ilowoli,  Mr.  Jacki?on,  Sir  Jame?^  Joicey, 
Mr.  Loug,  Sir  John  Lubbofk,  Mr. 
Macartney,  Dr.  McDonnell,  Mr. Mowbray, 
Mr,  Mnodella,  Mr.  Mnrrny,  Mr.  Naoroji, 
Sir  Stafford  Northeote,  Mr,  T.  P. 
O'Connor,  Mr.  Oldroyd,  Sir  Richard 
Paget,  Sir  Joseph  Pease,  Mr.  Power, 
Mr.  Randell,  Mr.  Rankin,  Mr.  Rathhone, 
Mr.  Roche,  Mr.  Round,  Colonel  Saimder- 
son,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Thomas  Shaw, 
Mr.  Samuel  Smith,  Mr,  Solicitor  General, 
Sir  Mark  Stewart,  Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan, 
Mr.  Tonilinson,  Sir  George  Trevelyan, 
Sir  Richard  Webster,  Mr.  Webster,  Sir 
James  Whiteheadt  Mr.  Stephen  William- 
son, Mr.  C.  H.  Wibon,  Mr,  John  Wilson 
(Govau),  and  Mn  Young. 

LAW,  3cc 
Sir  J.  MOWBRAY^  further  reported 
from  the  Committee  of  Selection  :  That 
they  had  nominated  the  following  Mem- 
liers  to  serve  on  the  Standing  Committee 
for  the  consideration  of  all  Bills  relating 
to  Law,  and  Courts  of  Justice,  and  Legal 
Procedure  which  may,  by  Order  of  the 
House,  be  committed  to  such  Standing 
Committee; — Mr.  Ambrose,  Mr,  Asr|uith, 
Mr.  Atherley-Jones,  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Mr.  Bartley,  Mr.  Beach,  Mr, 
Bolitho,  Mr.  Jacob  Bright,  Mr.  Brodrick, 
Mr.  Bryce,  Mr.  John  Burns,  Mr.  Carson, 
Sir  Edward  Clarke,  Mr.  Courtney,  Mr. 
Donald  Crawford,  Mr.  Cremer,  Mr. 
Cnrzoii,  Mr.  Darling,  Sir  Charles  Dilke, 
Mr.  Dillon,  .Sir  William  Han  Dyke,  Mr. 
Tat  ton  Egerton,  Mr.  John  Ellis,  Sir 
Thomas  Esmonde,  Mr.  Evans,  Sir  Walter 
Foster,  Mr,  Henry  H.  Fowler,  Mr,  Her- 
bert Gardner,  Mr.  Gathorne-Hardy,  Mr. 
Herbert  Gladstone,  Mr.  Haldane,  Sir 
Charles  Hall,  Sir  Edward  Harlaud,  Mr. 
T,  M.  Healy,  Mr,  Staveley  Hill,  Mr. 
Samuel  Hoare,  Mr,  Henry  Hobhouse, 
Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shutrlewortb,  Mr, 
Keuyon,  Mr.  Knox,  Mr.  Lawrence,  Mr, 
Shaw  Lefevre,  Mr.  Lloyd-George,  Mr. 
Lock  wood,  The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr. 
Mac  Neill,  Mr.  Matthews,  Mr.  John 
Morley,  Mr.  Eilward  Morton,  Mr.  Mount, 
Mr.  Mulholland,  Mr.  Munt/,  Mr.  William 
O^Brien,     Sir     Cliarlei     Fearsou,     Mr. 
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PickarJ,  Mr.  Picton,  Mr.  JoliD  Redmood, 
Mr.  BrjQ  Roberts,  Sir  Albert  Rollit,  Sir 
George  Russell,  Mr.  Parker  Smith,  Mr. 
Francis  Stevenson,  Mr.  Storey,  Mr. 
Taylor,  Sir  Richard  Temple,  Mr.' Webb, 
Mr.  Whitmore,  and  Mr.  Stuart- Wortley. 

Reports  to  lie  npon  the  Table. 
ORDERS   OF   THE  DAF. 


SLPPLY— C05IMITTEE. 
S L* PPL Y,— considered  in  Committee. 
(In   the   Committee.) 
XAVY    ESTIMATES,   1894-5. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposeil, 
"That  a  sum.  not  exceefling   £1.771.^00,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  toilefraj  the  Expense 
of    the    Personnel  for  Shipboilchng.    KepairB, 
and  Maintenance,  including  the  cost  of  ^tah- 
lifihments  of  Drjckyards  and   Naval   Yards  at 
Home  and  Abri>ail.  which  will  oome  in  course 
of  payment  durine  the  year  ending  on  the  81st 
ilay  of  March.  1»95.** 

Mr.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk;  said,  that  when  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates were  laid  before  the  House  a 
promise  was  made  on  behalf  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  there  should  be  full  dis- 
cussion at  a  later  stage  in  consideration 
of  the  Estimates  being  quickly  passetl 
for  the  convenience  of  the  public  Ser- 
vice, and,  therefore,  if  in  the  course  of 
his  remarks  he  travelled  beyond  the 
immediate  Vote  before  the  House,  he 
hoped  the  Chairman,  following  the  usual 
practice  in  the  case  of  a  mutual  arrange- 
ment between  the  two  sides  of  the  House, 
would  allow  him  some  latitude.  The 
Home  Secretary  had  recently  made  a 
speech  in  the  country,  when  he  was 
endeavouring  to  catch  votes,  in  the  course 
of  which  he  alluded  to  what  he  was 
pleased  to  term — 

*•  The  action  of  the  pralecessors  of  the  present 
Government  in  reganl  to  naval  policr." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
they 

'*Had  built  a  number  of  ailditional  8hi|>s 
without  making  any  provision  for  ailditional 
men  to  man  them  ;  ** 

and  added — 

"  If  we  indulge  in  such  expenditure  we  shall 
neither  conceal  the  amount  of  it  nor  tramtfer 
the  bunlen  to  succeeding  years." 

He  liad  hoped  that  the  Debate  might 
have  been  kept  outside  Party  and  poli- 
tical  considerations,  and    he    regretted 


that,  for  the  purpose  of  catching  a  few 
votes  in  a  Scotch  constituency,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  have  thought 
it  his  duty  to  go  to  the  country  and 
make  these  assertions  on  the  eve  of  the 
polling  when  no  reply  could  be  made  to 
him.  The  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
had  maile  a  similar  statement  in  a 
Northern  town,  and  neither  gentleman 
could  have  informed  himself  of  what  the 
late  Admiralty  administration  had  doDe^ 
or  of  what  the  present  Government  was 
doing.  As  to  the  charge  of  not  pro- 
viding for  additional  men,  the  Esti- 
mates of  1886-87,  the  last  year  of 
the  Liberal  Administration  at  that  time 
in  Office,  provided  for  61,400  men, 
and  the  Estimates  of  1892-93,  prepared 
under  the  guidance  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Middlesex,  provided  for 
74,100  men,  an  increase  of  nearly  13,000. 
As  to  the  charge  of  concealing  expendi- 
ture, it  was  clear  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  not  opened  this  yearns  flati- 
mates.  For  the  first  time  for  many  years 
the  Estimates  failed  to  give  the  cost  of 
the  various  vessels  for  the  building  of 
which  the  House  was  asked  to  vote 
money.  The  information  was  withheld 
even  in  respect  to  vessels  contracted  for 
as  long  ago  as  last  December.  Further^ 
it  would  have  been  fairer  and  more 
accurate  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the  Civil  Lord,  in  speaking  of  the 
transfer  of  burdens  to  succeeding  years^ 
had  added  that  within  the  year  after  the 
last  of  the  vessels  built  under  the  Naval 
Defence  Act  was  completed,  every  six- 
pence spent  upon  those  vessels  would 
have  been  provided  for.  The  present  Go- 
vernment, in  fact,  would  not  have  any 
burden  cast  upon  it  to  pay  for  the 
ships  built  by  the  late  Government. 
The  charge  had  already  been  laid  on  the 
taxpayers.  He  thought  he  would  be  able 
to  show  that  the  policy  of  casting  the 
burden  upon  future  years  was  the  policy 
which  had  been  adopted  throughout  the 
present  Estimates.  He  was  sorry  to 
nave  to  repeat  some  of  the  points  he  men- 
tioned on  the  last  occasion  the  subject 
was  before  the  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  answered  for  the  De- 
partment in  this  House  was  good 
enough  to  describe  the  speeches  made 
before  he  rose  as  mist  and  drissle* 
He  (Mr.  Forwood)  was  sorry  that 
the  sunshine  of  the  right  hon«. 
Gentleman's   eloquence  did    not    dispel 
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that  mmt  and  drizzle.  He  hnd  asked 
upon  what  atanditrd  the  Board  of  Ad- 
raimlty  liiid  based  their  present  provision 
for  new  ships.  Was  it  based  upon  nfival 
esfierr  opinion,  or  upon  the  exigencies 
of  finance  ?  He  could  not  think  it  wjis 
lijused  upon  naval  export  opinion.  He 
aid  not  believe  tlnit  re-sponsible  officers 
high  positions  would  take  to-day  so 
iffereut  a  view  of  the  strength  at  whiiih 
e  British  Navy  ought  to  be  niaintaincil 
from  what  they  took  Hvo  or  six  years  ago. 
Cora  paring  what  the  Goverrnnent  pro- 
postn!  to-day  with  the  rehitive  .'Strength 
J II id  down  by  expert  uaval  ofHeers  in 
188S,  which  the  British  fleet  should 
lutein  in  order  to  cope  with  a  corn- 
nation  of  the  Fleets  of  two  great 
lUropcan  Powers,  he  found  an  inferiority 
■  four  first-class  battleships,  ninos^ecoud- 
3  bat ttt^ships,  eight  fi rst-et a !=i.^  cruisers, 
i  five  second-class  cruiser-?.  He  knew 
they  were  assured  that  in  the  sueceediTig 
ear^  there  was  to  l>e  an  addition  to  the 
gramme,  but  what  that  addition  was 
be  was  carefully  concealed  from  that 
ouse.  They  had  this  fact  established—- 
ftt  if  they  were  to  raise  the  stan<lard  of 
ic  British  Navy  up  to  that  position 
nsidered  necessary  by  naval  officers 
e  or  six  years  ago,  it  woiild  he 
•cssary  to  add  to  the  number  already 
ivided  for  those  vessels  he  had  just 
iferreil  to,  and  they  would  cost  l>eyond 
1©  figures  alreaily  placed  before  the 
country  something  like  £1 4,r)0fVJ0(X 
would,  then,  ask  what  provision  liad 
m  matle  in  order  to  enable  the  (lovern- 
t  to  carry  out  the  ineom[detG  pro- 
me  which  they  had  actirally  laid 
fore  the  country  ?  He  had  takeri  some 
iiblo  in  going  through  the  Estimates 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  an  answer 
lo  his  fpiestion,  and  he  had  been  cora- 
pelled  to  make  an  estimate  for  himself  as 
U>  ibe  probable  cost  of  the  new  vessels 
that  were  about  to  be  constructed*  He 
found  that  the  dockyard  ships  now  in 
course  of  construction  would  cost 
7,750,000.  To  meet  that  expenditure 
Government  took  in  this  yearns 
ttimates  £2,318,000,  If  a  proper- 
mate  rate  of  progress  was  to  be  made 
ih  these  vessels  as  was  made  with 
built  under  the  Naval  Defence 
ct,  the  fium  required  in  1895-6,  in- 
stead of  being  £2,318,000,  would  be 
£3,150,000,  or  an  increase  on  the 
present    Estimate    of     about    £800,000 
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on  dockyard  ships  atone.  He  attributed 
Hie  uue(|ual  proportion  of  expenditure 
in  the  present  and  future  years  largely 
to  the  delay  in  proceeding  with  the 
three  first-class  battleships  and  in  com- 
mencing others*  Had  tho^e  vessels  been 
advanced,  as  it  wa^  intended  they  should 
bo  in  1893-4,  there  would  have  been 
II  fairer  and  more  equitable  distribution  of 
f  lie  expenditure  on  this  Vote,  The  cost 
of  the  two  battleships  and  certain  smaller 
ships  that  were  to  be  butlt  by  contract 
would  he  just  under  £o,000,600.  For 
pushing  on  these  ships  the  (xovernraetit 
only  provided  in  the  present  Estimates  u 
sum  of  £'^74»000.  If  these  vessels  were 
to  make  sulsstautial  progress,  instead  of 
£874,000  pruvidi^d  in  1894-0  they  wouhl 
require  at  least  £2,500,000  in  "^1895-6. 
Taking  the  total  in  the  shipbuililing  pro- 
gramme of  the  Government  for  1894-5, 
the  amount  they  proponed  to  expend,  and 
the  amount  that  must  be  spe?jt  upon 
them  in  1895-6,  he  found  that  for  1H^j4-5 
£4,500,000  in  rotmd  Hgures  was  included 
in  the  Estimates  J  whereas  in  1895*6,  if 
proper  progress  in  their  construction  were 
to  be  made,  they  would  hive  to  find 
no  less  than  £5,670,000,  or  an  increase  of 
£1,170,000.  If  that  was  not  concealing 
the  real  financial  state  of  the  matter 
from  the  country,  and  if  that  was  not 
pustponiog  expenditure  to  the  future,  he 
really  did  not  know  the  meaning  of  the 
words.  But  this  increase  on  the  Ship- 
building Vote  was  only  the  betiji no  ing 
of  the  increase,  for  they  were  promised 
by  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  that 
next  year  there  wouUl  be  an  additional 
programme.  If  that  further  progr  imme 
was  to  be  one  intended  to  mise  the 
strength  of  the  Navy  at  all  to  the 
standard  to  which  it  was  raised  under  the 
Naval  Defence  Act,  there  must  he  a 
\^ry  cousideral>le  additional  nKpomliture 
next  year.  He  could  not  put  rhat  at 
less  than  £l,00O,OO0»  and  be  believed 
the  new  construction  next  year  would  be 
£2,000,000  in  excess  of  that  which  was 
provided  this  year.  One  reason  gi\^en 
for  the  position  in  which  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  found  themselves  to-day  was 
the  excessive  expenditure  sprung  upon 
them  in  regard  to  the  cost  of  new  torpedo- 
boat  destroyers.  He  attached  some  weight 
and  importiince  to  this  point,  Tliese  tor- 
pedo-boat destroyers,  of  which  43  wereta 
be  built  at  a  cost  of  £1,500,000,  of  which 
£1,229,000  was  iucUided  in  the  Estimates 
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of  Dext  year,  were  entirely  a  new  depar- 
ture in  uaval  shipbuilding.  Shipbuilding 
experts  in  the  House  would  know  that 
one  of  the  latest  modern  inventions  was 
tubnlous  boilers.  They  had  been  used  in 
France  in  ships  of  the  Belleville  type 
with  fair  results  for  some  years,  and  he 
had  no  reason  to  suppose  that  in  time 
they  would  not  develop  into  such  a  form 
and  character  as  to  be  used  on  a  large 
scale  in  Her  Majesty's  Navy.  But  he 
thought  that  before  the  country  was 
committed  to  so  large  an  expenditure  on 
a  class  of  vessel  fitted  with  a  new 
description  of  boiler  it  would  have  been 
better  if  they  had  had  some  of  these 
vessels  testecl  under  all  sorts  of  con- 
ditions, to  see  if  those  boilers  really 
answered  the  expectations  formed  of 
them.  He  would  not  hold  back  in  the 
matter  of  experiments.  No  doubt  in  one  or 
two  of  these  vessels  very  fast  speeds  would 
be  maintained ;  and  he  hoped  they  would 
bear  the  hard  wear  and  tear  under  all 
circumstances.  This,  however,  had  yet 
to  be  ascertained,  and  he  thought  the 
Government  should  not  have  ordered  42 
of  these  boats  until  a  good  test  of  them 
had  been  obtained.  He  knew  it  would 
be  said  that  the  French  Government,  or 
or  some  other  nation,  had  gone  largely 
into  this  class  of  vessels.  It  was  very 
necessary,  undoubtedly,  to  take  care  that 
their  Navy  was  provided  with  vessels 
fully  equal  to  the  most  modern  require- 
ments ;  but  they  were  a  class  of  vessel 
which  could  be  built  in  a  comparatively 
short  time,  and  it  would,  in  his  opinion, 
have  been  far  better  to  have  devoted  a 
good  proportion  of  the  money  set  aside 
for  these  torpedo-boat  destroyers  to  push- 
ing on  the  large  battleships,  which  took 
three  or  four  years  to  complete.  He 
might  mention  that  he  had  desired  to 
put  one  of  these  tubulous  boilers  for 
experimental  purposes  into  a  merchant 
vessel  carrying  passengers ;  but  the  Board 
of  Trade  had,  so  far,  declined  to  grant  a 
passenger  certificate  for  that  boiler  as 
being  safe.  He  was  bound  to  say  that 
Lloyd's  had  consented  to  the  boiler 
being  introduced,  but  the  Board  of  Trade 
held  aloof ;  so  that  they  had  one 
Department  of  the  Government  de- 
clining to  allow  a  l)oiler]of  this  descrip- 
tion to  be  put  into  a  merchant  vessel, 
while  another  Department — the  Admi- 
ralty— were  putting  them  wholesale  into 
those  vessels  on  which  they  depended 

Mr.  Farwood 


for  the  security  and  welfare  of  the 
country.  Another  reason  why  there 
must  be  a  large  growth  in  their  Esti- 
mates was  that  the  .  present  Board 
declined  to  take  the  warning  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  late  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty (Lord  G.  Hamilton)  last  year — that 
if  they  pushed  vessels  on  to  completion 
they  would  find  themselves  compelled, 
if  they  wanted  to  keep  the  s&me  number 
of  men  employed  at  the  docks,  to  make 
a  greater  demand  for  material ;  and  the 
present  Estimates  showed  this,  for, 
although  they  were  employing  500  fewer 
men,  and  the  wages  bill  was  £25,000  less 
than  last  year,  the  quantity  of  material 
and  contract  work  necessary  to  be  pur- 
chased to  give  employment  to  the  smaller 
number  of  men  was  £750,000  more  than 
last  year.  As  to  the  unfair  burden 
which  it  was  said  the  late  Government 
had  thrown  upon  the  future,  he  found 
from  the  Auditor  General's  Report  of 
1892-93  Estimates,  which  had  just 
reached  their  hands,  that  £503,000  pro- 
vided for  that  year  was  left  unspent  by 
their  successors,  and  but  for  the  Naval 
Defence  Act  that  sum  would  have  had 
to  be  returned  to  the  Exchequer  at  the 
end  of  the  year,  and  then  be  levied  in 
new  taxation  in  the  present  year.  But 
that  £503,000  did  not  represent  all  the 
surplus  supplied  by  the  late  Government 
and  unspent  by  their  successors.  The 
stock  of  naval  stores  purchased  out  of 
the  fund  the  late  Government  had  left 
had  increased  in  12  months  by  no  less  a 
sum  than  £100,000,  while  the  stock  of 
victualling  stores  had  increased  by 
£50,000,  and  the  Admiralty  had  also 
been  able  to  undertake  further  works 
without  additional  demands  upon  the 
Exchequer.  Therefore,  this  statement 
of  the  late  Government  having  thrown  a 
heavy  burden  on  their  successors  would 
not  bear  a  minute's  investigation. 
In  the  present  Estimates  the  Admi- 
ralty provided  a  sum  of  £2,920,000 
for  contract  work,  of  which  £1,227,000 
was  for  propelling  machinery.  The 
Government  had  discarded  the  system 
of  the  Naval  Defence  Act,  under 
which,  if  contractors  did  not  earn  the 
money  which  the  House  of  Commons  had 
voted  during  the  current  year,  the  balance 
was  available  to  pay  contractors  during 
the  year  following.  It  was  impossible  to 
estimate  that  contractors  would  earn  the 
whole  sum  in  onetwelvemonth,  and  there 
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would  lie  a  large  ainutiut  to  be  surreaderetl 
to   the   Treasury   iti   the  next  year.     He 
would     ijt>w    deal     with     anotlier    point 
Iwbioh     he    considered    of     eoysidorahie 
fim|>ortaoce,    and     that     was     the     ein- 
ploymeut   of  Indian   troo[isbips*     These 
ships  oecnpied  somethhig  like  1,600  feet 
[>f  ipmy   6paeo.       Now   the  Government 
irore  asking  for  an  increase  in  the  dock 
oeommo^latioD,   aod    he    thon^jlit    that 
&fore    they  emharketl  on  this  hiri^e  ex- 
etiditure   and    on    the    expenditure   iu 
repairing   these  troopshipK,   they   should 
Icousider  whether  they  could  not  save  this 
"Vifchmhle  quay    space.     Kvery    sixpence 
Ibat  we  could  save  tlie  revenue  of  ludta 
i  also  of  vast  importance  at  thepre^^ent 
rlttte.     He  had  aske*!  a  question  as  to  the 
itive  cost   of  carrying-   trrrops   iti 
I  it  vessels  and  in  thes^e  troopships, 

and  the  answer  whicli  he   hatl  received 
^wae  that  the  mercliant  vessel,  ton  for  ton, 
irrieil  fewer  adults^  and  therefore  there 
(wad   less   overerowdingj  while    the  cost 
was   £7    \Ha,   4d.  f>er  bead,  as  compared 
ritU  £12  Os.  Id,  by  the  Indian  troopships, 
lUts  right   hon.  Frientl  luul  then  gone  on 
|to  Bay  that  i^ince  the  number  of  the  latter 
I  had  l>een  reduced  from  five  to  four,  the 
Icost  ha<l  i»een  redtjced  to  £9  Vis,  per  head. 
IThe    right    hon.   Gentleman    had    said, 
[further,  that  the  hiring  of  the  merchant 
[troopship,  which   was  a  vesj^el  belonging 
I  to   the   Cimnrd   Company,  was  at  an  ex- 
ceptionally low  figure;  but  he  (Mr»  For- 
I  wood)    would  "from  hiti  own  experience 
I  gay  that  that  vessel  was  obtatoetl  at  an 
I  abnormally    high  price,  and  that  if  the 
Admiralty    ha<i    promised    not   a  period 
of  em|*loyment  of  two  n^onths,  but  the 
[period     dtn'ing     which     that     merchant 
I  veajiel     had     Ijeen     engaged,     the     hire 
would    not    have    been    within     2o  per 
^cent.  of     what     the    Government     paid, 
II  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  give  the 
Peuinstdiir  and   Oriental  and   other    tm- 
portani  Companies  trading    to    India  an 
I  opfiort unity  of  carrying  the  troops  the  Go- 
vern men  t    would   get  the  troops  carried 
I  out  at    £7  t)cr  head,  whereas  under  the 
preBeut  syatem  of  their  troopship  service 
lit  cost    altogether    something  like   £13 
IpBT   head.     By  a^lopting  the  system  he 
^ested^  the  Government  would  effect 
ivin^  of  £6  per  head,  and  tlie  troops, 
TSftead  of  beiug  crowded  np  in  the  way 
they  were  now,  would  be  carriotl  out  in 
dotJichments  of  smaller  DUinbers  at  greater 
speed  and    with  mucli  more  satisfaction 


to  all  concerned.     It  might  bo  said   that 
ihey  had  a  number  of  naval  menemjdoyed 
in  these  ships.     He  said  that  when  tliey 
were   rather  put  to  it  to   obtain   a  snfli- 
cieucy  of  men  to  man  tlietr  vessels  in  the 
Fleet,  it  was  not  good  policy  to  lock  np 
their  blue-jackets    in  carrying   troops   to 
India,  because   whilst  employed  in   such 
service  they  did  not  gain  that  experience 
which   it  was  absolutely   necessary  they 
should  gain  if  they  were  to  be  employed 
in  these  ships   of  war.     He  hoped  they 
should  see   verv  short  I  v  the  i^radual  ter- 
ndnation  of  the  system  of  carrying  troops 
by    Indian    troopsiiips,    and    the    system 
adoptetl    of  carrying    men    to   and    from 
India   by  merchant   vessels.     There  was 
another  f>oint  upon  which  he  should  like 
to  say  one  or   two  words.     They  were 
asked  to  largely  increase  the  number  of 
seamen    for   the   manning   of  the  Fleet, 
^"o  one  would  doul>l  the  propriety  of  the 
Governmout's   proposal  in  that    respect^ 
and  he  was    sure   it  had    been   cordially 
welcomed    by    the    House.      But    they 
should  take    care  that    when    they   got 
the    men     that     they    gave    them    and 
the     officers     the     fullest     opportunity 
of  learning  their  business  and  gaining  sea 
experience.    This  country  was  very  much 
exercised    a    few    mouths    ago    hy    the 
return    of  one   of  their    finest  ironclads 
after  encountering  a  terrible  gale  in  the 
Bay  of  Biscay,  aud  the   first   impression 
upon  the  minds  of  the  country  was  that 
ihey    had   an    unseaworthy    and    unsafe 
vessel ;   that  they  had  spent  millions  of 
money  upon  this  aud   other  sister  ships, 
and   that  this    money,  as   many   people 
thought,     had     beeu     almost      wasted. 
Happily,  since  that  statement  appeared 
in  the  Fress^  they  had  had  from  the  very 
distinguished  and  able  man  who  presided 
over  I  ho  Constructive  Departraent  of  the 
Admiralty  a  Paper  upon  the  performance 
of  that  ship  at  sea,  and  they  had  bad,  in 
very  simple   language,  the  fact   brought 
out  that  the  periods  of  the  swell  of  the 
waves  in  the   trough   of  which  thts  ship 
proceeded  were  such  as  to   impart  to  her 
her    maximum    rolling    [>ropensity,    aud 
that    if    the    coraniandirig    officer    had 
pointed    her   in   the   directiou   she   wafti 
going  she  would  have  been  as  steady  as 
a  rock.     Later  on,  wlien  a  gale  spmng 
up,  they  found  the  ship  was  ovlm  whelmed 
with   the  sea  ;    her  hatches,  which   had 
been  battened  down,  were  broken  open  : 
her  ventilators  opened,    aud    the   water . 
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found  its  way  into  the  stokeholes.  The 
explanation  given  of  the  vessel's  putting 
back  was  that  the  Captain  was  afraid 
there  was  not  sufficient  coal  onboard.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  at  the  time  she  began  to 
put  back  she  had  double  the  quantity  of 
coal  on  board  that  was  necessary  to  carry 
her  to  her  destination.  He  repeated 
what  he  had  said  in  this  House,  and 
elsewhere,  that  what  they  wanted  was 
more  experience  on  the  part  of  the 
officers  of  the  vessels  of  which  they  were 
going  to  be  put  in  command.  It  was 
not  fair  to  take  an  officer  out  of  a 
moderate-sized  ship  and  put  him  in 
responsible  command  straight  away  of 
one  of  these  monster  ironclads.  They 
must  give  an  opportunity  to  the  officer 
as  well  as  the  crew  to  know  from  experi- 
ence what  these  vessels  did  in  the  sea- 
way. He  would  give  the  Committee 
some  facts,  so  that  they  might  form  an 
idea  of  the  amount  of  experience  the 
present  officers  and  seamen  of  the  Navy 
had  an  opportunity  of  obtaining.  They 
had  a  training  squadron  in  which  some 
1,500  boys  were  trained,  in  the  training 
ships  or  hulks  at  the  ports,  into  seamen. 
He  was  only  taking  one  year's  operations. 
Of  these  1,500  boys,  the  training  ships 
accommodated  only  408,  so  that  scarcely 
one-third  of  the  boys  who  were  trained 
for  the  sea  at  very  considerable  expense 
had  an  opportunity  of  going  to  sea  in 
the  training  ships.  He  was  not  sure 
whether  this  was  the  best  form  of  train- 
ing, and  whether  it  was  not  better  that 
the  boys  should  be  buffetted  about  in 
larger  vessels,  and  their  duties  learned  in 
the  vessels  in  which  they  would  be 
called  upon  to  fight  in  case  of  war. 
These  408  youths  went  to  sea  in  the 
training  ships  in  the  fairest  weather  and 
in  the  pleasantest  latitudes.  The  vessels 
had  both  sailing  and  steaming  power, 
and  in  bad  weather  they  went  under 
steam.  These  408  youths  out  of  the 
1,500  had  only  150  days'  experience  in 
the  course  of  the  year  on  the  blue  water, 
and  the  rest  of  the  time  they  occu- 
pied in  the  ports.  What  opportunity 
was  there  afforded  to  these  young  men, 
therefore,  to  acquire  the  art  of  seaman- 
ship ?  Again,  taking  six  vessels  in  the 
Mediterranean  Fleet  and  the  Channel 
Squadron — and  these  were  typical  of  the 
rest — he  found  that  the  average  number 
of  days  on  which  these  six  ships  were  out 
of  harbour  in  one  twelvemonth  was  80. 

Mr,  Forwood 


That  meant  that  they  were  less  than  one- 
fourth  of  their  time  at  sea.  Of  those  80 
days,  they  were  only  48  days  under 
steam,  the  average  speed  at  which  they 
proceeded  when  under  steam  being  barely 
eight  knots.  How  was  it  possible  they 
could  give  their  officers  fair  experience 
of  real  sea-going  work  if  they  had  only 
48  days  a  year  under  steam  ?  How  were 
they  likely  to  gain  from  such  limited 
service  that  experience  that  would  stand 
them  in  good  stead  when  they  were 
compelled  to  undertake  the  work  of 
dealing  with  large  and  heavy  ships,  wljich 
proceeded  at  a  high  rate  of  speed  and 
under  such  circumstances  as  would  arise 
in  the  case  of  a  war  ?  There  was 
another  point  he  should  like  to  mention, 
and  that  was  the  proposal  to  enlist  in  the 
sea  service  800  men  from  the  Royal 
Naval  Reserve  as  permanent  or  con- 
tinuous hands  in  the  Royal  Navy.  There 
was  no  one  more  anxious  than  he  to  see 
the  bonds  of  union  between  the  Mercan- 
tile and  Royal  Navy  drawn  closer  to- 
gether. He  believed  that  the  closer  the 
fellowship  they  established  between  the 
two  Services  the  better  it  would  be 
for  both  Services  and  decidedly  the  better 
for  the  nation.  This,  he  thought,  was  a 
very  opportune  time  for  looking  this 
matter  fairly  and  squarely  in  the  face. 
They  were  calling  upon  the  men  from  the 
Mercantile  Navy  to  come  and  serve  as 
continuous  service  men  on  ships  of  war. 
As  further  new  ships  were  required  to  be 
built,  undoubtedly  they  should  have  to 
look  for  the  manning  of  the  ships  more 
to  the  Mercantile  N^vy  than  they  had 
done  in  the  past.  He  was  sorry  to  say 
that,  in  his  opinion,  the  Mercantile 
Marine,  as  the  reserve  or  nursery  of  the 
English  Fleet,  was  not  improving.  He 
thought  the  education  and  training  of 
their  modern  mercantile  seamen  was  not 
what  it  used  to  be,  and  as  steamers  in- 
creased year  by  year  the  opportunity  of 
training  men  through  the  Mercantile 
Marine  for  the  Royal  Navy  would  grow 
less  and  less.  Steamers  did  not  take 
apprentices,  the  boys  they  took  being  for 
the  purpose  of  looking  after  the  cabins 
and  mess-rooms,  so  that  they  could  not 
learn  the  duties  of  seamen  on  board  such 
vessels.  The  supply  of  British  seamen 
for  the  Mercantile  Service  would  be- 
come a  burning  question  some  day,  and 
had  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
been  present  he  should  have  appealed  to 
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the  rigbt  hoii*  Gentlemnn  to  allow  the 
ComraittoG  he  whs  gouig  to  appoint  to 
also  inquire  into  tbe  means  of  the  l)etter 
supply  aiitl  training  of  men  for  the  Mer- 
CBiUlle  Miiriuc.  Formerly  t'ompulsory 
appreiiiietisibip  was  enforced,  and  every 
shipowner  had  to  take  a  certain 
niimlier  of  apprentiooa,  according  to 
the  tonnage  of  his  veissel.  F'or 
example,  when  the  tonnage  of  this 
country  was  only  3,000,000,  the  nnmhor 
of  apprentices  was  nearly  16,000.  To- 
day, when  the  tonnage  of  the  country 
was  10*000,000,  tlie  number  of  appren- 
tices enroled  was  only  2,200,  showing 
that  absohitely  there  was  no  proper 
uurHOry  or  provision  being  made  for  the 
Mercantile  Navy.  Another  point  worthy 
of  rmtice  was  the  growth  of  the  employ- 
ment of  foreigners  in  the  British  Mer- 
cantile Navy,  and  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  that  largely  arose  from  the  grow- 
ing  drthculty  of  firading  expeneiiced  and 
sober  men  to  man  Britijsli  Rhipn.  In  1860 
the  naml)er  of  foreigners  was  14,000,  or 
ahont  9  per  cent,  ;  last  year  there  were 
*H,000  foreigners,  or  16  per  cent.  In 
addition  lo  that,  there  had  been  an  in- 
crease in  the  last  five  years  in  the  em- 
ployment of  Lascars  of  from  15,000  to 
25,000.  They  had  excellent  training 
bulk^  in  which  to  bring  boys  up  for  two 
yeara  at  their  ports.  The  cost  of  train- 
ing these  boys  was  corapamti vely  small ; 
but  the  question  was  whether,  if  tbe 
Navy  GOtdd  not  absorb  all  tbe  boys  that 
were  trained  in  these  ships,  tbe  Admi- 
ralty might  not  train  a  larger  ntmiber  of 
bay&  who,  after  they  bad  served  their 
time,  might  join  merchant  ships  under 
contract  and  strict  regnlatioos  as  to 
their  return  to  the  Navy  from  time  to 
time  for  drill,  and,  in  tbe  ease  of  war,  for 
employment  on  warships  ?  If  they 
got  hold  of  a  youth,  trained  him  well, 
taught  him  good  discipline,  order, 
aod  cleanliness,  they  would  make  a 
far  better  V>oy  for  the  Mercantile 
I  Marine,  and  they  con  hi  bring  that  youth 
as  a  seaman  back  to  the  Navy  whenever 
tliey  wanted  him,  much  befter  rpialifird  to 
nndertiike  the  duties  on  board  a  ship  of 
war  than  possibly  con  Id  be  any  matt  at 
|prG«»ent  picked  up  from  a  merchant  ship. 
Now  tliat  a  Committee  was  going  to  in- 
quire iuto  the  manning  of  their  ships,  and 
'  the  tjuestiou  of  taking  the  Mercantile 
I  into  the  Royal  Navy,  he  hoped  they 
I  would  go  a  step  further,  and  see  whether 


rhey  coukl  n<»t  devise  some  means  of 
drawing  closer  together  »he  Royiil  and 
Mercantile  Navies,  making  one  assist  the 
i*tlier  in  tbe  great  dnties  they  had  to 
undertake.  On  the  qiiestion  of  manning 
tbe  Navy  he  won  Id  make  an  appeal  on 
behalf  of  the  engineers  of  tbe  Mercantile  , 
Navy,  and  that  was  that  the  Roya 
Navy  should  offer  a  better  and  more' 
satisfactory  indncenient  to  tbe  engineers 
of  the  Mercantile  Navy  to  become  mem- 
bers of  tlie  Royal  Naval  Reserve.  The 
officers  of  tbe  Merchant  Navy  were  given 
a  retaining  fee  :  a  certain  uTmiber  of  them 
were  allowed  to  serve  their  12  months 
on  board  vessels  of  war,  where  tliey 
acquired  experience  valuable  to  tbe  Navy 
and  very  valuable  to  those  mercantile 
vessels  for  which  they  were  engaged. 
But  why  offer  lio  such  inducements  to 
the  engineers  of  the  Mercantile  Navy  ? 
Tie  knew  there  was  a  feeling  on  the  part 
of  the  Royal  Navy  that  tbe  men  who 
were  engineers  of  their  great  ships  were 
not  in  that  social  position  or  of  that 
status  I  hey  would  like  to  see  in  the 
ward -room  or  the  gnu-room  of  a 
vessel  of  war.  He  declared  that  they 
would  find  in  the  British  Mercantile 
Marine  as  able  and  eompeient  a  body  of 
men — accustomed  to  drive  great  ships  at 
a  high  rate  of  s^peed  under  most  trying 
conditions — as  they  eon  Id  find  anywhere^., 
and  men  who,  altliough  they  would  take 
off  their  coats,  go  into  boilei-s,  and^ 
examine  them  themselves,  were  yet  such 
men  ns  one  would  be  glad  to  meet  at  tbe 
captain's  table.  All  he  asked  was  that 
they  would  extend  to  the  Mercantile 
engineers  the  same  opportunities  of  join- 
ing the  Royal  Naval  Reserve  as  they 
gave  to  tbe  officers  of  Ibe  Mercantile 
Service ;  and  if  they  did,  und  if  tlie 
Mercantile  engineers  were  nnide  to  feel 
they  were  part  and  parcel  of  the  naval 
defence  of  the  conn  try,  he  was  convinced 
the  Government  would  never  stand  in 
need  of  fit  and  competent  engineera  to, 
manage  tbe  engines  of  their  largest  shipsl 
of  war.  The  Navy  was  tbe  Service  upon 
which  this  country  depended  more  tbau 
npon  any  other,  and  it  was  their  bound  en 
duty  as  trustees  for  the  public  to  do  their 
lM?st  to  hnve  that  Service  as  efficient  and 
satisfactorv  as  possible. 

Mit.  j;  HAVELOCK  WILSON 
(Middlesbrough),  speaking  as  one  who 
knew  somethii^g  of  the  men  wiio  manned 
the  Navy  and    the    Mercantile    Marine, 
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ventured  to  say  that  the  question  which 
this  country  had  to  grapple  with  at  the 
present  time  was  not  so  much  the 
ships  as  the  question  of  getting 
efficient  men  to  man  the  ships. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to 
throw  great  discredit  upon  their  Mer- 
cantile sailors,  but  he  altogether  forgot 
to  mention  the  fact  that  the  British  ship- 
owners themselves  were  more  responsible 
for  the  present  state  of  affairs  than  any- 
one else.  They  had  been  told  that  the 
British  sailor  and  fireman  were  not  as 
steatiy  and  reliable  as  the  foreigner.  His 
experience  was  just  the  reverse.  He  had 
had  some  20  years'  experience  of  seamen, 
and  he  ventured  to  say  that  their  seamen 
were  steadier  to-day  than  ever  they  were. 
In  former  days  sailors  used  to  sign 
their  engagements  on  sailing  ships 
about  a  week  before  the  vessels  were 
ready  for  sea,  and  they  had  what  the} 
called  "  a  jolly  good  spree  "  for  the  week 
until  the  ship  was  ready  to  st^rt.  That 
was  not  the  custom  nowadays.  The  men 
did  not  sign  until  a  few  hours  before  the 
vessels  were  ready  for  sea,  and  he  could 
personally  testify  that  the  seamen  were 
steadier  to-day  than  they  were  20  years  ago. 
It  was  not  because  of  sobriety  that  foreign 
seamen  were  employed,  but  it  was  because 
the  shipowners  found  the  foreign  seamen 
much  cheaper.  Every  year  no  fewer 
than  5,000  or  6,000  British  seamen  were 
discharged  in  continental  ports,  who  were 
receiving  each  about  £4  per  month, 
and  foreigners  were  shippcKl  in  their 
places  by  the  British  shipowners  at 
the  rate  of  £3  10s.  per  month. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
shown  that  whilst  the  tonnage  of 
British  ships  had  greatly  increased  the 
number  of  apprentices  had  decreased 
very  considerably.  Again,  he  lay  the 
responsibility  for  that  state  of  affairs  at 
the  door  of  the  British  shipowner.  They 
charged  a  premium  of  £50  or  £100  to 
boys  who  went  to  sea,  and  who  were 
worked  like  slaves  and  received  no 
wages,  and  in  face  of  such  a  barrier  they 
could  not  expect  lads  to  go  into  the 
Mercantile  Navy.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  there  were  very  few 
apprentices  on  board  steamers,  and  that 
it  was  impossible  for  youths  to  learn  the 
duties  of  seamanship  in  this  class  of 
Vessels.  He  disagreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  to  that,  for  he  believed 
that  lads  could  learn  the  duties  of  sailors 
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very  well  on  board  an  ordinary  steamer. 
British  shipowners  would  get  a  large 
number  of  apprentices  if  they  would  pay 
them  wages  and  learn  to  feed  them  pro- 
perly, as  they  ought  to  be  fed,  so  that 
they  could  do  their  work.  The  ship- 
owners ought  to  assist  the  Government 
in  providing  a  body  of  seamen  of  which 
the  country  might  be  proud.  Unless 
they  did  that  they  had  no  right  to  com- 
plain that  the  Navy  was  not  strong 
enough.  With  regard  to  the  conveyance 
of  troops,  he  hoped  the  contracts  would 
not  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Steam- 
ship Companies,  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  suggested,  seeing  that  those 
Companies  did  nothing  to  strengthen 
the  Navy  by  the  improvement  of  their 
own  service.  The  treatment  seamen  got 
in  the  Royal  Navy  was  not  such  as  to 
encourage  men  to  join.  They  were  led 
to  believe  that  their  clothes  were  found 
by  the  Admiralty,  but  that  was  altogether 
a  mistake.  The  men  had  to  purchase 
their  own  outfit.  The  Government  ought 
to  pay  for  outfits  and  not  take  the  cost 
of  them  out  of  the  wages  of  the  men. 
That  grievance  would  have  to  be 
remedied  before  mercantile  jacks  would 
rush  into  the  Royal  Navy.  Then  with 
reference  to  the  food,  when  merchant 
seamen  complained  of  their  food  the 
owners  told  them  that  it  was  better  than 
that  of  the  men  in  the  Navy.  That  was 
true,  but  it  did  not  show  that  it  was  satis- 
factory in  the  Mercantile  Marine.  In  the 
Navy  the  men  continually  complained  of 
having  to  spend  a  considerable  amount 
of  their  wages  in  food.  It  was  about 
time  the  Admiralty  remodelled  their 
provision  scale.  It  appeared  that  the 
old  scale  of  30  or  40  years  ago  was 
still  in  force.  It  was  an  important  con- 
sideration for  the  Admiralty,  who  spent 
£200  or  £300  in  making  a  man  efficient, 
that  as  soon  as  his  10  years  were  up 
he  was  glad  to  leave  the  Service  and 
go  elsewhere.  It  would,  perhaps,  be 
a  surprise  to  some  hon.  Gentlemen  to 
hear  that  the  American  Navy  was  largely 
composed  of  men  who  had  left  the 
English  Navy.  There  could  be  only 
one  reason  for  that,  and  that  was  that 
the  conditions  of  service  were  better. 
Then  there  was  the  question  of  pro- 
motion. There  ought  to  be  nothing 
to  prevent  a  man  from  rising  from 
the  lowest  rung  of  the  ladder  to  the 
highest.     That  was  possible  in  the  Mer- 
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dintile  Marine,  und  he  veotured  to  say 
thiif  mercantile  officers  would  compare 
favourabfy  with  those  of  the  Uoyal  Navy* 
The  time  hiul  come  when  gome  altera- 
tioD  ill  that  reBpeet  ghotiUi  bo  made. 
Il  was  a  question  tliat  would  have 
to  be  dealt  with  at  au  early  date. 
The  Admiralty  had  been  advertising 
for  men  to  trnn.^fer  from  the  Mercantile 
Marine  into  the  Royal  Navy,  and  he 
imderstood  that  not  more  than  12  hatl 
beeu  secured  in  more  than  12  months. 
They  might  build  ships,  but  what  m?e 
won  Id  they  be  if  there  were  no  men 
to  man  them  ?  From  where  were  tlie 
men  to  eome  ?  There  were  10, (KK)  lirtit- 
clasB  Reserve  men^  bnt  it  might  be 
reekoneil  that  half  of  them  would  l*e 
away  when  war  broke  out.  Were  the 
ttierohant  vessels  to  be  left  in  the  hamls 
of  foreigners  ?  The  Board  of  Trade 
Rettirus  gave  the  number  of  foreign 
seamen  employcil  in  the  Brilit^h  Mer- 
camile  Marine  as  30,000,  He  ven- 
tured to  say  the  luimber  was  neuror 
45,000,  and  if  hon.  Members  would 
^  go  to  the  Mercantile  Murine  oiTices 
'  thej  would  see  that  eight  out  of 
every  ten  seamen  who  signed  on  were 
foreigners.  It  would  be  a  sorry  day  for 
this  country  if  we  had  to  depeod  for  our 
food  supply  upon  foreigners,  A  large 
number  of  lads  would  be  only  too  pleased 
I  to  join  the  Mereantilo  Marine  in  order  to 
feam  the  triple  of  a  sailor  provided  that^ 
after  they  had  served  their  apprentiee- 
«hip,  they  were  treated  as  sailors  and  not 
«8  labourers.  In  the  large  shipbuilding 
yards  of  the  eountry  the  very  best  of 
our  sejimen  were  to  be  found  working  as 
labourers  for  21s.  and  223.  a  week  ;  and 
if  in  the  Navy  the  eonditions  of  service 
were  tietter — if  men  were  not  required  at 
4  o'clock  in  the  moniing  to  scrub  the 
decks — they  would  not  be  so  eager  to 
leave  the  Service. 

Admvual  field  :  I  never  he^rd  of 
(ft  man  being  required  to  scrub  decks  at 
^4  oVdoek  in  the  morning. 

Mr.  J,  HAVELOCK  WILSON 

Leaid,  that  he  and  other  Memliers  of  the 
House  knew  the  contrary.  They  couhl 
lell  a  very  different  story  to  the  hon. 
and  giitlant  Admiral,  and  such  treatment 
would  have  to  be  altered.  Reasonable 
<?onditions  would  have  to  be  given  !o  the 

linen,   and    then    they   might   expect    to 


have  a  gtjod  body  of  merchant  seamen 
ready  to  vohinteer  into  the  Navy.  lie 
would  aL^o  suggest  to  Bhipowncrs  who 
were  Member:^  of  the  Hout^e  that  they 
should  endeavotir  to  give  the  Dritihih 
sailor  a  chance  of  earning  his  living,  and 
the  British  siailor  would  then  show  his 
gratitude  by  being  prepared  to  defend  his 
country  in  time  of  war. 

CoMMANDEH  BETHELL  (York,  E.R,, 
Holder ness)  said  that,  whatever  ei^e  the 
hon*  Gunilemau  who  hud  just  tipoken 
knew  about  matters  pertaining  to  the  sea, 
he  bad  not  a  ^ery  intimate  acquaintance 
with  the  internal  economy  of  a  man-of-war^ 
He  agree<l,  bowev<  r,  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  thinking  that  the  time  was  rapidly 
approaching  when  Parliament  would  havo 
closely  to  inquire  iiito  the  condition  of 
the  Mercantile  Marine  to  ascertain  what 
were  the  causes  which  had  brought  suck 
large  numbers  of  foreigners  iuto  tho 
Service,  ami  to  see  whether  some  of  the 
couditioiis  might  not  be  altered,  so  as  to 
make  the  Mereantite  Miirioe  more  popular 
with  the  people  of  our  country-  With 
refei-ence  to  the  eonstrnc'tion  of  sbip^,  he 
urged  that  the  Admiralty  should  always 
call  to  their  aid  a  conamittee  of  experts, 
and  i^M  that  had  tliis  course  been  pur- 
sued in  the  past  many  grave  mistakes 
would  have  been  avoided.  Three  of 
these  mistakes  would  have  l>een  avoided 
in  the  last  20  or  30  years.  With  such  a 
committee  exir^ting  the  AchuiraUy  woutd 
oot  have  persist eutly  adhered  to  the  sys* 
tern  of  muzzle-loading  guns  when  it  bad' 
l)een  proved  time  after  time  and  year 
after  year  that  breech -loading  guns  were 
much  better.  The  second  mistake  was 
the  buiidiug  of  low-frccboanl  ships. 
He  turned  to  the  thirtl  great  mistake— 1 
aad  he  begged  the  Committee  to  observe 
that  he  was  only  pointing  out  these 
things  as  an  illustration  of  his  argument 
that  they  should  have  a  council  of  offi- 
cers to  whom  to  appeal.  The  third 
mistake  was  the  construction  of  vessels 
like  the  Admiral  class^.  He  very  much 
doubted  whether  a  body  of  naval  oftk-ers, 
assisted  by  naval  architects,  would  ever 
have  agreed  to  tl)e  construction  of  these 
ships.  Their  peculiarities  had  been 
pointed  out  time  after  time,  and  by  such 
a  council   the   argumeuts    of    his    hon. 
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Friend  opposite  would  have  received  the 
greatest  attentiou.  Another  mistake 
was  one  which  was  not  so  well -known, 
and  which  was  not  so  serious  perhaps. 
It  was  a  mistake  that  liad  been  made 
even  in  recent  years  —  putting  in 
boilers  too  light  for  the  vessels  thej 
were  intended  to  drive.  That  was  a 
point  upon  which  a  council  of  engineer 
officers,  had  they  been  appealed  to,  would 
have  given  sound  advice.  Taking  these 
four  cases,  he  thought  he  was  justified  in 
saying  that  they  thoroughly  marked  the 
disadvantages  they  had  experienced 
during  the  past  25  or  30  years  in  not 
having  a  council  of  professional  officers 
from  whom  they  could  get  the  best  pro- 
fessional opinion  of  the  time.  But,  on 
contrary,  the  giving  of  advice  had  prac- 
tically been  confined  to  a  small  official 
hierarchy  which,  in  the  nature  of  the  case, 
could  not  be  so  good  and  useful  as  that  of 
a  proper  council.  He  did  not  mean  to  sug- 
gest that  this  committee  or  council  should 
have  anything  to  do  with  the  details. 
He  was  speaking  generally  on  broad 
principles.  He  did  not  know  what  the 
views  of  the  present  Government  were, 
but  he  had  offered  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  these  arguments  as 
founded  on  experience.  Passing  to  the 
programme  announced  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  his  speech,  in  introducing 
the  Estimates,  it  included  seven  first- 
class  battleships  and  a  certain  number  of 
cruisers.  No  doubt  it  was  presumptuous 
for  one  who  had  no  recent  professional 
experience  to  call  in  question  the  policy 
of  constructing  these  ships.  Yet  he 
would  venture  to  place  before  the  Com- 
mittee the  reasons  which  had  made  him 
distrust — and  which  still  made  him  dis- 
trust— the  policy  of  building  very  large 
vessels  instead  of  a  smaller  type  of  ship. 
The  seven  first-class  battleships,  he  sup- 
posed, would  cost  £7,520,000,  and  the 
question  was  whether,  for  the  advantage 
of  the  country  and  the  security  of  the 
Navy,  they  could  have  employed  that 
£7,520,000  better.  He  submitted  that 
it  would  have  been  better  to  have  had, 
say,  12  second-class  ironclads  of  the 
Barfleur  and  Centurion  class — vessels 
of  an  equal  speed  with  the  first-class 
ships,  of  an  equal  radius  of  action,  and 
of  equal  sea-going  capacity.  These 
second-class  ships  were  inferior  in  weight 
of  guns  and  in  thickness  of  armour,  and 
in  those  two  matters  only  could  it  be 
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said  that  in  any  serious  thing  the  second- 
class  battleships  were  inferior  to  the 
first-class.  Formerly  our  forefathers 
used  to  build  the  largest  ship  with  the 
largest  number  of  guns,  confident  that 
that  ship  would  be  well  able  to  beat  fr 
smaller  one.  If  the  line  of  reasoning 
were  the  same  to-day,  he  admitted  that 
he  should  have  no  case.  But  he 
doubted  whether  that  were  true  now. 
He  thought  it  open  to  doubt  whether 
there  was  such  a  great  advantage 
in  large  guns  over  comparatively  small 
ones.  He  would  remind  the  Committee 
that  there  had  been  a  curious,  silent, 
change  made]  in  this  matter,  larger  thao 
any  that  was  suggested  now.  They  had 
entirely,  and  he  thought  very  wisely,  put 
on  one  side  the  100-ton  gun.  They  had 
come  down  to  the  gun  of  67  tons.  The 
100-ton  gun  would  strike  a  blow  at  the 
muzzle  of  55  tons,  whilst  that  now  Id 
use  would  strike  a  blow  of  35  ions. 
That  enormous  change  had  been  made, 
and  he  would  suggest  that  they  might  go 
further,  and  descend  from  the  67-ton  gun 
to  guns  of  30  or  32  tons  without  suffer- 
ing any  material  or  great  loss.  Why  did 
he  say  this  ?  Because  now  armoured 
parts  for  a  ship  were,  comparatively 
speaking,  limited.  The  principal  batteries 
on  either  of  the  ships  could  be  penetrated 
by  any  of  the  larger  guns.  They  could 
be  easily  penetrated  by  the  30- ton  gun, 
whilst  the  precision  of  that  gun  was  the 
same  as  that  of  the  67-ton  gun,  perhaps 
better.  The  distance  at  which  they 
could  be  fired  was  somewhat  smaller ;  but 
he  maintained  that,  considering  the  small 
amount  of  armour  there  was  in  our 
battleships,  part  of  it  being  under  water, 
and  the  heavier  portion  being  confined  to 
the  turrets  and  redoubts,  the  very  heavy 
guns  were  not  essential  and  little  would 
be  lost  if  slighter  ones  were  substituted. 
No  doubt  the  arguments  for  and  against 
the  adoption  of  lighter  guns  were  evenly 
balanced.  He  could  only  offer  a  general 
opinion.  It  was  pretty  much  the  same 
in  the  iratter  of  defensive  armour,  and 
it  was  on  the  balance  of  argument  that 
he  depended.  On  that  balance  of  argu- 
ment he  said  that  rather  than  have  the 
seven  first-class  ships  that  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  build,  he  would  have 
12  of  the  second  -  class  battleships, 
designed  by  the  same  experts,  and  which 
he  believed,  so  far  as  was  known,  had 
proved  themselves  desirable  vessels.    By 
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ftlmost  a  parity  of  reason iug,  while  lie 

^crjtici^eil     the    Athniralty    iu    regartl    lt\ 

their  new  buttloiiLnps,  be  supported  tliein 

Jin  re  f  If  re  net*  to  tlioir  new  eruisei-s.  Whiii* 

[•they  hail  built  all    the  vessels  they  oow 

ll»roposed,    tbe    Heet     woiiltl    have    been 

llroiight    to    tbe    con<litiou    of    a    vbty 

fonui<luble   force,     whicb,    he    tbou^ht, 

Iv^ould  be  able  to  cope   with  any  possible 

(ombiuatiott      that     coulil     l^e    brougbt 

^aingt    it^     The    Admiralty    bad     beeti 

jeritiei&ied  a  good  deal  for  the  action  tbey 

liiad  taken  last  year  in  delaying  tbe  con- 

l£trilctioii  of  hirge  battleHhipsi  in  order  to 

I  accelerate    tbe  cou.'^truciion   of  torpedo- 

l catchers.  That.  pi>licy  bad  been  criticised 

ifrotD  two  points  of  view.     It  bad,  lirst, 

ll>een  maintained  timt  as   a  policy  it  was 

IWl :  txnd^  .secondly,  it   bad   been  argued 

Ithat  the  Admiralty  bad  no  rigbt  to  divert 

I  the  money  giveu    by  tbe  Department  for 

Ithe  eonstruciioD  of  special  ve^seU  to  the 

leooiitructiou  of  t^rpedo-catcbers.    8o  far 

||M  the  question  of  policy  wai*  concerned, 

lie  agreed  witb   the  Admiralty,     It  bad 

emed  to   him   for  some  years  that  the 

ao8t    formidable    danger    to    wbicb    we 

[wore  exposed  in  tbe  cane  of  a  war  with 

f^ur  neigbbours  acros:>   tbe  Channel  w&s 

that  our   ironclads  wtiuld   !kj  exposed  to 

the    attacks  of    unnieroui^   torpedo-boats 

Botuing  from  a  unmber  of   ports  in  the 

ingliab    Cbauueb     TbtH    was    really     a 

ive     danger,    and     one     which     the 

Admiralty  cotdd  not  be  too  higbly  coin- 

Dctxled  for  grappling  witii.     It  bad  been 

proved,  be  thong bt    beyond  doubt,  that* 

it  any   rate  at   night,  battleships  could 

'easily  fall  victims  to  torpedo-boat^s.      If, 

therefore,  it   bad    been   decided    that  the 

bobt   way   to  avert   this  danger    was    to 

build  vessels  called  torpedo-catchers,  even 

'tough     it    might    be    i^omewhat    ques- 

Monable     |)rocte*lure     to     divert     money 

Tom  one  purpose  to  another,  be  thought 

W    policy    pursued    by    the    Admiralty 

ra«    mo.^t    highly    to    be    commended. 

They    niuat    all    assume — it    would    be 

tiou5trou£»  if  they  did   not  assume — that 

lln   moment    the  Adniiralty  had  pre- 

'  some   plan   by  which,  in  the  event 

war  breaking  out,  they  would  be  able 

clear   the    turpedo-boats    out   of    the 

urions  porti)  on  tbe  coast  of  France,     lie 

BUUied    that    the    Admiralty   bad   some 

uch  plan   ui   their  pigeon- ho lec<,  and   he 

fiked  whether^  in  connection  with  such  a 

aystem,  an  essential  feature  would  not  be 

lie  ueieof  much  smaUer  ironclads  thau  were 


built  at  present.  Such  small  ironclads 
might  form  coast  detenco  vessels  as  weU. 
He  confessed  tliat  at  one  tune  he  thought 
the  building  of  coast  defence  vessels  of 
comparatively  small  speed  and  compara- 
tively sea-keeping  duration  wa8  a  mis- 
take; but  he  confessed  that  he  had 
rather  come  round  to  the  conclusion  that, 
in  addition  to  the  ordinary  seiigoing  men- 
of-war,  we  ought  to  have  a  small  type  of 
ironclad,  which  should  be  kept  aUnost 
allogethcr  at  borne,  but  might  be  utilised 
partly  lor  the  purpose  of  clenring  torpedo 
V  es 8  e  i  s  o  n  t  o  f  Fre  uc  1 1  po  r ts .  lie  reg  re  t  ted 
that  no  such  vessels  bad  been  dc^signed  by 
the  Admiralty ♦  Before  he  sat  down  he 
bad  ijue  other  subject  to  call  attention  to 
— in  conuection  with  the  repairs  of  ships. 
Some  of  our  old  vessels,  like  tbe  Monarch 
and  tbe  Sultmi^  wx*re  being  repaired  at 
grejit  cost.  He  believetl  that  something 
like  £100,Ut)0  was  being  spent  upon  the 
Monarchy  and  yet  we  were  not  making  a 
thorough  job  of  it,  because  the  old 
inu>!/dc-loading  guns  were  being  kept  on 
board  that  ship,  and  also  on  certain  other 
ships,  upon  which  large  sums  of  money 
were  being  spent.  Of  course,  the  muzxlc- 
loading  gun  was  a  good  weapon,  although 
it  was  inferior  to  tlie  breech-loading  guu, 
and  the  great  objection  to  contiuuing  to 
use  tt  w^as  that  iucouvenience  and  danger 
might  arise  from  having  various  sorts 
of  ammunition  and  charges  in  the 
reserves  abroad.  We  had  suffered  from 
this  diftieni ty  even  in  recent  years. 
A  ship  armed  with  ibese  Tinizzle- 
loading  guns  might  run  short  of 
ammunition  whilst  serving  abroad,  and 
might  find  on  applying  to  I  he  reserve  for 
a  fresh  supply  that  there  was  none  avail- 
able for  use  in  a  muzzle- loading  gun.  Ho 
bad  btitjii  told,  also,  that  some  ships  after 
coming  home  frou)  a  foreign  station  at 
the  end  of  their  commission,  and  being 
re-commi.'^sioned  were  sent  abroad  at 
once,  only  to  be  laid  up  for  five  or  six 
iDonths  undergoing  repairs  at  a  foreign 
station.  It  seemed  to  him  that  when  a 
ship  at  the  end  of  her  commission  arrived 
in  England  it  would  ho  just  as  ^vell  to 
carry  out  any  repairs  that  were  necessary 
itj  this  country,  lie  understood  the  fact 
to  be  that,  as  a  result  of  the  prevjileuce 
of  this  system,  instead  of  the  whole  of 
the  fleet  at  a  foreign  station  being  fit  for 
service,  there  might  be  two  or  three  or 
four  ships  laid  up  for  soiue  tnouihs  in 
tbe  dockyard.     The  remaining  point  ho 
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had  to  mention  was  one  which  he  had 
brought  forward  before,  and  on  which 
he  had  never  yet  succeeded  in  extracting 
much  sympathy  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. He  would  like  to  ask  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttle  worth) 
to  look  down  his  list  of  ships,  and  see 
how  much  complication  and  trouble  arose 
from  the  present  system  of  nomenclature 
and  also  from  the  system  of  classing 
vessels.  There  were  at  present  two  kinds 
of  first-class  cruisers — namely,  cruisers 
with  belts  and  protected  cruisers,  and 
there  were  also  second  and  third-class 
cruisers.  He  should  like  the  Admiralty  to 
apply  to  one  of  these  classes  of  cruisers 
the  old  name  of  frigate,  which  had  been 
associated  with  the  Naval  Service  for 
300  years.  The  frigates  had  utterly 
vanished  from  the  Service,  although  the 
work  which  the  old  frigates  did  was 
exactly  the  work  done  by  the  cruisers. 
As  to  nomenclature,  the  Admiralty  had 
got  six  or  seven  new  ships  to  name,  and 
he  would  respectfully  appeal  to  the  Go- 
vernment, in  selecting  names,  not  to  con- 
fine themselves  to  adjectives  which  were 
in  the  dictionary,  but  to  have  recourse 
to  great  names,  great  deeds,  and  great 
things,  all  of  which  would  be  honoured 
by  being  placed  on  the  sterns  of  the 
vessels  of  the  British  Navy.  If  this 
were  done,  as  education  advanced,  senti- 
ment, which  always  played  its  part, 
would  assist  in  maintaining  the  loyalty 
of  our  sailors  for  the  noble  profession  of 
the  Navy. 

•Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Belfast, 
W.)  said,  he  had  thought  it  his  duty  to 
put  on  the  Paper  a  month  ago  a  Motion 
ralating  to  a  special  point  in  connection 
with  naval  matters,  but  he  had  not  since 
had  an  opportunity  of  bringing  that  Motion 
before  the  House.  lie  felt  very  clearly, 
however,  that  the  present  occasion  was 
not  one  on  which  it  would  \ye  convenient 
for  the  House  to  deal  with  the  subject 
to  which  the  Motion  related,  and  there- 
fore he  would  not  further  refer  to  it  on 
that  occasion,  although  it  was  a  matter 
of  some  importance,  and  one  which  did 
involve  a  matter  of  charge  against  the 
administration  of  the  Department.  With 
regard  to  the  programme  which  the 
Committee  was  discussing,  he  should 
like  to  say,  once  for  all,  that  it  appeared  to 
him  to  be  an  honest  and  straightforward 
programme,  and  to  bear  evident  marks  of 
being  a    naval  officers'  programme.     It 
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sketched  out  a  scheme  of  additions  to  the 
Navy  which  would  be  of  enormous  service 
if  they  were  carried  through.  It  appeared 
to  him  to  be  a  naval  officers'  programme, 
not  merely  or  chiefly  on  account  of  the 
ships  which  it  was  proposed  to  add  to 
the  efiective  list,  but  on  account  of 
many  of  the  smaller  details,  which 
appeared  to  him  to  be  almost  as  im- 
portant as  the  main  additions  to  the 
Navy.  He  was  aware  that  the  power 
of  naval  officers  to  regulate  these 
matters  ended  at  a  very  definite  point, 
and  he  was  anxious  that  their  powers 
should  not  in  future  be  allowed  to  end  at 
that  point.  There  appeared  to  be  an 
impression  in  the  House — and  there  was 
certainly  an  impression  outside  the 
House — that  the  present  programme 
was  something  in  the  nature  of  an  ab- 
normal effort,  and  that  something  very 
extra  special  was  being  done  this  year 
for  which  all  who  were  interested  in  the 
Navy  ought  to  feel  very  grateful.  That 
effect,  no  doubt,  had  been  produced  very 
largely  by  the  fact  that  the  Naval  Defence 
Act  contributions  had  now  come  to  an 
end.  He  believed  it  would  be  a  surprise 
to  many  to  be  told  that  the  whole  amount 
to  be  devoted  to  constniction  during  the 
present  year  was  not  only  not  more  than 
had  been  devoted  to  that  purpose  in 
recent  years,  but  was  £1,000,000  less 
than  the  amounts  spent  in  construction 
in  1890-1  and  1891-2  ;  that  it  was  only 
£200,000  more  than  the  average  of  the 
five  years  ending  in  1892-3,  and  that  the 
average  expenditure  of  the  last  two 
years,  since  the  present  Government  had 
been  in  Office,  was  less  than  the  average 
of  the  previous  fiVQ  years.  This,  there- 
fore, was  no  abnormal  effort.  The  Go- 
vernment were  merely  asking  the  House 
to  continue  the  ordinary  process  of  addi- 
tions to  the  Nary,  and  it  was  only  because 
the  sum  which  had  been  contributed  out 
of  the  Consolidated  Fund  under  the  Naval 
Defence  Act  was  now  brought  into  the 
ordinary  .Estimates  that  there  was  an 
apparent  excess  in  the  matter  of  con- 
struction over  the  expenditure  of  recent 
years.  lie  was  prepared  to  hear  that 
the  public  agitation  which  had  preceded 
this  new  programme  had  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  its  initiation.  It  had 
been  his  fate  to  hear  the  same  argu- 
ment put  forward  on  three  separate 
occasions  when  large  expenditure  on 
the   Navy  had    been    proposed,    and  it 
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was,  therefore,  eotitleil  to  all  the  reapect 
iue     to    an    old    friend.       Everyl)oilj» 
Phowover,  knew  very  well  that    the  ex- 
penditure   on    two    provions    occasions 
woutcl  not  have  been   incurred    if  it   had 
Uol  been  that  tiie  activity  of  the  respon- 
Bible    orticials    at     the     Adniirttity    was 
luhitod  hy  the  action  of  independent 
ersuijg  outside.     Tliat  was  ti  mutter  of 
M   regret.     Another  point    with    re- 
I  to  this  programme  was  thiit,  although 
nominally    for   a    *iingle    year,    1H94-5, 
wn&    really   a    programme    for    three 
^eara.     They  were  told  there  were  to  he 
line  Wttleiihips,  seven  to  be  laid  down 
Ihtfi   year,   and    two    being   cons  true  red. 
It  was  an  entire  mistake  to  suppose  that 
Ibose  nine  battle^iiips  represented  the  pro- 
imme  for  this  year^  for   it   represetite<l 
t  last  year,  this  year,  and  the  greater 
iirt   of  next  year.     Two  of  the  vessels, 
rtu m e s  h ad  a  I  read  y  been  i  n  t  roil  need 
the   notice   of   the    House,  had   been 
clayed    in    cons^trnction,   and    it    might 
ifely  be  MaitJ  that  the  only  reason    why 
bo^  ves*selshn<l  not  already  reached  onc- 
jird  of  their  totjd  advancement  was  that 
(ley    had    been    postponed    fnim    <'anses 
irhich    need    not    be    gone    into,  tliough 
►deeply  to  be  regretted.    Those  two  ships, 
-ho  Majexiiv  and  the   Magnijiccitt^    were 
io  more  part   of   this  year's    programme 
they  were  of  that  for    1880,      With 
egard      to     two     other      battleships — 
•i^os.     4     and     5 — a     nominal     fjmonnt 
p»nly    w^as     asked,     some     £2o,0CMJ     or 
"30,000,   but  they    would    not    be  com- 
enecd  within   this  calendar   year.     He 
^enttireil  to  doubt  very  much  whether,  in 
Hew  of  what   had   happened  during  the 
\nt.  12  months,  I  hose  two  vessels  would 
laid  down  during  the  preserit  rumncial 
Dar4       That    reduced    the    number    of 
Ittlcships  really  to  be  commenced  from 
fcJne  Ui  five,  a  matter   which  ought  to  be 
^learly  nnderstood  wlieii  considering  this 
^rogmmme.     How  was  this  money  to  be 
oint  ?     Last  year  several  millions  were 
for  constniction,   hut  that    money 
ras  nut  spent  for  the  purpose  for  which 
waii  voted.     No  donbt  great  progress 
kud    been    ma<Ie    with    the    Mngniftecnt 
pnd  tlie  Mnjestiv  and  rhe  cruisers  within 
last      quarter      of      the     financial 
ar,   hut  if  that  rapid    progress    could 
made    now    it   could    eijually    have 
&ti  made  months  ago.       He    admitted 
was   some  reason    for    postponing 
ves!??els     for     some     months,    but 


they  ought  to  have  heen  begun  long 
before  they  were  actually  commenced. 
The  Honso  ought  to  V»e  very  vigihint, 
and  ouglit  to  take  every  means  to  secure 
that  money  voted  was  really  expended 
in  the  most  pro  tit  able  way,  and  as  soon  as 
(lossihle  for  the  objects  for  which  it  was 
intended.  It  seemed  very  strange  that 
it  should  be  possible  for  so  large  a  snm 
as  that  voted  last  year  for  building  lirst* 
class  cruisers  to  be  diverted  to  another 
purpose.  The  whole  sum  intended  for 
the  Terribie  was  devoted  to  the  coristruc- 
tion  of  torpedo-lM3at  destroyers,  though 
he  was  glad  they  hail  been  put  in  liand, 
and  wished  more  of  them  could  have 
l*een  completed.  If  it  was  competent  to 
the  Adtnirahy  to  divert  £300,000  from 
the  construction  of  a  largo  protectotl 
crniser  to  the  building  of  20  or  30  torpedo- 
boat  destroyers,  it  won  Id  be  equally 
competent  to  tliem  to  divert  the  money 
voted  for  a  bal  tleship  to  the  construction  of 
a  cruiser  or  a  coal-hulk.  It  would  have 
been  simpler  if  the  A<lniiralty  had  told 
the  House  that  this  alteration  had  been 
made.  He  coufesstKl  he  had  heen  UDablc 
to  trace  any  similar  cuse,  and  it  was 
wasting  the  time  of  the  House  of  Com- 
tniHis  to  vote  £4(K),000  or  £o(K>,000  for 
a  particular  purpose,  and  to  find  some 
nnoiiths  afterwards  that  the  whole  of  that 
money  had  been  diverted  to  a  totally  dif- 
ferent object.  He  wotdd  say  only  a  word 
or  two  upou  the  subject  of  construction. 
In  the  first  place,  he  was  hardly  com- 
petent to  give  any  technical  information 
to  the  House,  and,  in  the  second,  he  did 
not  think  the  House  was  a  competent 
Iwidy  to  decide  such  matters  over  the 
heads  of  the  Admiralty.  But,  fortunately, 
these  matters  were  not  dependent  wholly 
upon  technical  considerations,  but  upon 
considerations  which  were  within  the 
information  and  knowledge  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  Hnnse.  He  felt  pretty 
sanguine  tiiere  would  be  a  develop- 
ment in  one  direction  in  the  method 
of  constniction,  A  great  change 
bad  taken  place  in  our  canons  of  con- 
struction, and  one  hon.  Member  had 
alluded  to  a  case  where  we  hud  followed 
French  types.  The  fact  was,  that  we 
bad  spent  millions  of  money  in  adopting 
a  S3'stem  directly  at  variance  with  the 
French,  and  then  time  after  time  hatl 
abantloued  our  own  designs  to  follow  them* 
We  discarded  breech -h:>ading  gnus  in 
1860,  when  the  French  adopted  them,  and 
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after  10  years'  postponemeut  we  followed 
their  example.  Again,  when  we  were 
constructiDg  low  freeboard  ships  the 
French  were  build iug  high  freeboard 
vessels  ;  and  they  were  building  long 
cruisers  while  we  were  constructing  short 
ones.  Our  naval  officers  had  protested 
strongly  against  those  short  vessels,  and 
now  at  last  we  were  at  this  moment  laying 
down  cruisers  longer  than  any  others  in  the 
world.  He  had  always  warmly  supported 
the  view  that  we  were  making  a  mistake 
in  the  way  we  were  arming  our  cruisers, 
putting  only  one  gun  forward  and  one 
gun  aft,  whereas  every  French  cruiser 
of  recent  construction  had  from  three  to 
five  guns  forward  and  aft.  Cruisers 
were  intended  for  purposes  of  chase, 
or  avoiding  chase,  and  would  generally 
use  their  bow  and  stem  guns.  In 
that  respect  the  superiority  of  the 
French  cruisers  would  be  overwhelm- 
ing. We  had  actually  built  30  cruisers, 
costing  from  £250,000  to  £280,000 
a-piece,  with  single  fore-and-aft  guns, 
but  now  only  within  the  last  two  mouths 
orders  were  sent  down  for  sponsons  to 
be  put  on  to  nine  cruisers  already  built, 
and  the  same  plan  was  to  be  followed  in 
the  Eclipse^  Talbot,  and  Minerva,  and 
in  all  the  new  cruisers  to  be  built. 
In  fact,  we  were  now  following  the 
French  pattern  for  those  vessels,  but 
the  others  were  still  deprived  of  that 
gun  power.  They  might  hope  to 
sec  a  change  in  another  respect. 
Every  Englishman  knew  how  great 
a  loss  our  Navy  sustained  by  a 
shot  from  an  armed  top,  causing  the 
death  of  Lord  Nelson.  The  French 
vessels  engaged  on  the  Mcnam  some 
time  ago  had,  according  to  photo- 
graphs which  he  possessed,  armoured 
tops.  Our  cruisers,  with  their  armament 
open  on  deck,  would  be  exposed  to  a  fire 
from  the  French  tops  in  a  most  dangerous 
degree.  At  the  l>ombardmcnt  of  Bangkok 
a  correspondent  had  informed  him  that 
the  French  made  great  use  of  their 
armed  tops,  and  that  in  his  opinion,  as  a 
competent  sailor  and  gunner,  the  French 
gunboats  could  absolutely  have  put  our 
gunboat  the  Swift  out  of  action  by 
sweeping  her  decks  from  the  tops.  lie 
hoped  that  that  would  cease  to  be  a 
possibility,  and  that  we  should  put 
.armoured  tops  in  our  vessels.  A  large 
sum  had  been  spent  on  the  Monarchy 
a  ship  which  he  knew  to  be  one  of  the 
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most  seaworthy  ships  in  the  Navy.  Up 
to  the  present  she  had  cost  £500,000 
sterling,  and  it  seemed  a  misfortune  that 
we  should  allow  to  remain  upon  that 
ship  four  guns  which  were  really  of  the 
worst  type  in  the  whole  Navy.  They 
were  wrongly  described  in  the  Esti- 
mates as  d5-ton  guns,  and  were  really 
only  25-ton  guns  firing  obsolete  pro- 
jectiles, and  had  been  so  long  in  the 
Service  that  they  had  practically  be- 
come smooth-bores,  and  he  hoped  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  would  be  able 
to  state  that  something  had  been  done  to 
render  them  more  efiective,  for  if  that 
defect  were  remedied  the  vessel  might  be 
placed,  if  not  in  the  first  line,  at  any  rate 
high  up  in  the  second.  Referring  to 
cruisers,  he  argued  that  from  our  British 
point  of  view  to  be  efiective  they  must 
work  in  couples.  The  present  neutrality 
laws  were  so  strict  that  it  would  be 
absolutely  impossible  for  a  single 
cruiser  of  ours  to  follow  an  enemy's 
cruiser  when  she  took  refuge  in  a 
neutral  port.  What  happened  in  the 
Bahamas  during  the  American  War  ? 
An  enemy^s  cruiser  would  run  in,  and  we 
must  remain  in  the  offing  or  follow  her 
in,  bound  to  give  24  hours'  law  before 
we  followed  her  out.  A  cruiser  with  24 
hours'  law  allowed  her  would  certainly 
escape.  Our  vessel  would  have  to  lie 
ofi*  the  harbour  with  her  bottom  becom- 
ing foul  and  her  fires  banked.  What 
was  required  was  to  have  two  cruisers, 
one  to  lie  inside  and  the  other  outside 
alternately,  sealing  the  mouth  of  the 
port,  which  it  would  be  absolutely  im- 
possible to  do  with  a  single  cruiser.  We 
should  not  forget  the  Rossia^  the  Rurik^ 
and  other  vessels  of  that  type,  and  make 
some  attempt  to  cope  with  them.  He 
urged  upon  the  Admiralty  the  advis- 
ability of  our  availing  ourselves  of  the 
material  at  hand  for  manning  the  first-class 
torpedo-boats.  It  could  not  be  too  often 
insisted  upon  that  to  take  crews  out  of  our 
men-of-war  for  that  purpose  was  a  gross 
error,  never  committed  by  the  French. 
Yachtsmen  and  men  around  our  coast  ac- 
customed to  handle  small  vessels  should  be 
employed,  and  in  that  way  an  efi*ective 
force  of  torpedo-boats  might  be  provided 
for  our  coasts,  which  would  add  enor- 
mously to  the  security  of  this  country. 
Something  had  been  said  about  the 
personnel  of  the  Navy.  It  was  not  his 
business  to  take  up  the  cudgels  on  behalf 
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the  oiBecrs  atid  men  of  the  Royivl 
«avy  ;  but  he  had  received  Sf>  much 
i'otirtesy  and  help  from  officers  and  men 
thiit  he  rhoiicrhtthej  would  not  resent  his 
isaying  a  word  on  their  behalL  His  ae- 
lliaintance  witlr   the  men  on   the  lower 

jcks  was  perhaps  as  extensive  as  that  of 

his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Middles- 
brough, but  he  seemed  rather  to  have 
Fer-atated  the  feeling  of  resentment 
1 19 ting  in  the  Royal  Navy  as  to  the 
wigemonts  made  for  their  comfort  ; 
It  there  certainly  were  causes  of  com- 
Inint  which  might  be  removed,  though 
say  that  there  was  any^  reason  for 
bcb  discontent  as  was  stated  was,  ht^ 
ilieved,  a  libel.  Something  had  been 
lid  about  the  desirability  of  increasing 
be  number  of  cummissiouod  oflFiiiers  from 
be  rank^  of  the  warrant  officers.  The 
Iter  were,  no  doubt,  an  enormous 
Btnent  of  strength  in  the  Navy,  but  it 
woald  be  doiug  them  an  ill-service  to  carry 
it  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member 
Middlesbrongh.  But  they  must 
>t  altogether  forgot  the  commi«istOQed 
iccTS,  Those  officers  were  certainly 
H  overpaid,  as  far  as  money  went,  Aa 
had  ouee  before  told  the  House,  for 
considerable  period  of  their  service 
those  officers  received  2s.  Hd.  a  day 
le»5  than  was  paid  to  the  com- 
positors who  set  lip  in  type  the  Orders 
of  that  House;  but  they  were  further 
paid  parti  J  in  prospects  and  partly 
in  soctat  advantages.  That  might  be  a 
wrong  system,  though  he  did  not  think 
so;  but  things  must  be  looked  at  as  they 
were»  and  if  they-  were  going  to  break 
up  the  present  system  they  must  be 
prepared  with  a  better  one*  The  general 
feeling  in  the  Navy  was  against  break- 
ing up  the  social  conditions  and 
nrganisation  of  the  ward-room.  And 
the  warrant  officers  themselves  had 
never  asked  for  that.  The  demand  of 
the  warrant  officers  was  not  a  demand 
for  more  public  money.  The  demand 
was  for  greater  social  distinction  and 
a  l>etter  position  in  the  Service,  They 
did  not  ask  to  be  placed  in  the  ward- 
[>ms  of  our  raen-of-war  as  commia- 
pned  officers,  but  they  asked  for  a 
Itu9  to  be  given  them  as  officers 
[  the  Royal  Navy,  and  to  ask  for  more 
them  would  be  to  do  them  a  disservice. 
&eirs  was  a  just,  honourable,  and 
isonable  demand,  and  he  trusted  the 
rant  officers  of  the  Navy  would  find 


some  better  advocate  than  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesbrough.  Naval 
officers  had  few  of  the  social  ad- 
vantages of  officers  in  the  Army.  For 
many  months  in  the  year  they  had  no 
society  except  that  on  board,  and  the 
House  shotdd  be  careful  that  justice  was 
done  to  their  position.  Other  matters 
would  come  up  and  would  have  to  be 
dealt  with  on  later  Yotes,  But  one  of 
the  most  important  matters  in  the  whole 
Navy  Estimates  was  not  dealt  with  here 
— the  dock  and  mole  at  Gibraltar.  He  was 
at  a  Ibss  to  understand  why,  unless  for 
purposes  of  public  advertisement  and  to 
obtain  a  favourable  notice  in  the  news- 
papers, this  miserable  Vote  of  £1,000 
WHS  brought  into  the  Estimates  at  all. 
But  £1,000  would  not  pay  for  the  inii- 
forms  worn  out  by  the  men  going  to  look 
at  the  works.  The  House  ought  not  to 
be  misled  by  such  palpably  fictitious 
statements.  Until  the  Gribraltar  question 
was  fairly  faced  the  supremacy  of  this 
conn  try  at  sea  was  in  deadly  peril.  He 
trusted  that  they  would  see  this  Pro- 
gramme carried  out,  and  that  the  neglect 
which  certainly  occurred  in  1893  would 
not  take  place  in  1H94. 

Mr,  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  I  think  everyone  who  is  familiar 
with  this  question  must  have  listened 
wirh  interest  to  the  most  able  speech 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  delivered, 
and  I  regret  that  my  hon.  Friend  has  de- 
ferred to  a  later  stage  in  our  proceedings 
and  upon  other  Votes  the  bringing  for- 
ward of  questions  which  are  more  or  lesa 
germane  to  the  great  Debate  in  which 
the  Committee  is  now  engaged,  I  do  not 
rise  to  contribute  any  personal  views  of 
ray  own  to  this  Debate.  But  it  is  perhaps 
one  of  the  most  important  in  which  we 
shall  be  engaged  during  this  Session,  and 
T  do  not  think  I  should  remain  silent. 
But  wlmt  I  rose  for  was  to  say  that  I 
think  the  interests  of  business  would  be 
served  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  w  juld 
try  at  once  to  deal  with  the  points  w  lirdi, 
up  to  this  moment,  have  been  broujjht 
forward.  We  have  listened  to  four 
speeches  delivered  by  four  gentlemen  re- 
presenting various  interests.  There  was 
the  speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  who 
spoke  with  great  ability  aud  from  kuow- 
lodge  he  derived  partly  from  his  long 
connection  with  the  Admiralty  and  partly 
from  his  knowledge  of  the  business  of 
which  he  is  so  distinguished  a  represen- 
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tative.  He  was  followed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesbrough  (Mr.  J.  H. 
Wilson),  who  spoke  as  the  representative 
of  the  Seamen's  Union.  That  speech 
was  followed  by  one  from  a  naval  officer 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  and  then  came 
the  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  who  has 
just  resumed  his  seat.  Every  one  of  those 
speeches  was  crammed  with  detail,  was 
marked  with  great  ability  and  know- 
ledge, and  required  a  detailed  answer 
from  the  Minister  in  charge  of  these 
Estimates.  If  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
defers  his  reply  to  a  later  period  in  the 
evening  it  will  be  impossible  in  the 
scope  of  one  speech  to  do  those  speeches 
justice.  Recollect  what  we  have  still  to 
go  through  in  this  Debate.  We  are  asked 
to  discuss  a  programme  which,  however 
modestly  it  may  appear  in  the  Estimates, 
will  cost  between  £20,000,000  and 
£30,000,000  to  have  carried  to  comple- 
tion, as  I  hope  it  will  be  carried  to  a  com- 
pletion. In  dealing  with  this  we  have 
not  only  to  deal  with  the  actual  ships 
that  have  to  be  built,  their  type,  their 
class,  their  number,  and  their  cost,  but 
also  with  the  method  in  which  the  Go* 
vernment  propose  to  meet  the  financial 
liabilities  which  this  great  programme 
will  necessarily  involve,  and  these  are 
questions  which,  if  I  may  say  so  without 
disrespect  to  the  present  occupants  of 
the  Front  Bench,  cannot  be  discussed  in 
the  absence  of  a  Cabinet  Minister  and  in 
the  absence  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  I  am  not  asking  for  his 
presence  now,  as  I  am  aware  that  he  can- 
not be  here,  but  the  point  I  respecfully 
lay  before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
this  :  It  may  be  that  he  can  completely 
and  adequately  deal  with  all  the  ques- 
tions that  have  been  raised,  but  before 
this  Debate  concludes  still  larger  issues 
will  have  to  be  brought  on,  and  as  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  is  not  in 
this  House  it  is  impossible  that  they  can 
bo  discussed  in  the  absence  of  those  who 
are  responsible  for  the  Cabinet  policy.  I 
think  the  time  has  come  when  we  may 
receive  a  reply  from  that  Bench  to  the 
speeches  that  have  already  been  made. 
There  is  some  advantage  in  carrying  on 
these  discussions  with  the  Speaker  out  of 
the  Chair,  and  one  of  the  great  advantages 
of  that  system  is  that  the  Minister  in 
charge  can  speak  as  often  as  he  pleases; 
therefore,  instead  of  covering  sheets  of 
paper  with  notes,  I  would  suggest  that 
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before  we  proceed  further,  and  plunge 
more  deeply  into  the  innermost  recesses 
of  this  great  controversy,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  deal  with  the 
Debate  so  far  as  it  has  gone. 

•Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
I  understood  that  some  hon.  Gentlemeu 
on  this  side  of  the  House  desired  to  offer  ob- 
servations to  the  Committee,  and  I  thought 
it  only  respectful  to  them  that  I  should 
not  intervene  before  them  in  the  Debate  ; 
but,  after  the  courteous  appeal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  at  once  rise 
to  reply  to  the  speeches  that  have  been 
made.  I  thought  it  my  duty  to  take 
notes  of  the  observations  of  those  gen- 
tlemen who  have  taken  part  in  the 
Debate,  and  I  rely  upon  those  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  an  adequate  reply. 
As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated, 
the  speeches  made  have  been  in  fery 
large  detail,  dealing  with  many  figures, 
and  if  I  fail  to  answer  every  point  raised 
I  hope  hon.  Gentlemen  will  not  suppose 
it  is  out  of  any  disrespect  to  them.  I 
will  first  of  all  address  myself  to  a 
point  connected  with  the  manning  of  the 
Navy,  which  was  raised  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  the  Member  for  the 
Ormskirk  Division  of  Liverpool  (Mr. 
For  wood).  He  took  some  notice  of  a 
speech  made  by  the  Home  Secretary, 
which  I  did  not  have  the  advantage 
of  reading,  but  I  would  remind  him 
that  in  anything  I  said  in  the 
speech  I  made  on  the  20th  of  March, 
when  I  introduced  these  Estimates  to  the 
notice  of  the  House,  I  was  careful  to  say 
that  I  did  not  wish  to  make  any  contro- 
versial remarks  about  the  late  GoverD- 
ment  on  this  subject.  I  at  once  admit 
it  is  perfectly  true  that  the  late  Govern- 
ment added  12,700  to  the  numbers  of  the 
Navy.  That  was  at  the  rate  of  2,100 
a  year.  But  we  have  proposed  to  add  in 
two  years  9,300,  which  is  4,150  a  year,  or 
rather  more  than  double  the  average  of 
the  late  Government.  I  do  not  wish  to 
carry  it  further  than  this — that  a  heavy 
burden  has  been  laid  upon  us  ;  and  when 
hon.  Gentlemen  seek  to  minimise  what 
is  being  done  by  the  Government  they 
should  remember  that  we  are  fully 
giving  effect  to  what  is  necessary  in 
respect  to  manning  the  Navy.  I  pass 
from  that  to  the  remarks  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  giving  the 
men  and  ofticers  the  fullest  opportunity 
of  learning  their  duties.    He  alluded,  in 
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Ckuiiection  with  tbb,  to  tiio  incidetit  in 

9pe<:l  to  the  Hemiution,     As  the  late 

[>vertimeut    were    rcspousihle    for    tlie 

sign,    the    right    hem.     Gi3ritlemau    is 

Asious    to    establi^li   there    is    uothiug 

>Dg  with   that  ship.     While  1  coeeiir 

that     view,    I    am     a    little     iloiibt- 

ll    whether     it    was     quite     juBt,     or 

ibether    it   was    in    the    be.st    taste,    to 

t^mpt,  ill  saving  the  reputation  of  the 

lip,  to  cast  a  slur  on  the  repiitatiou  of 

ar  ofticers  generally,  and    of    the  \^ty 

dhmt  and  able  otfieer  who   eoinmaiided 

in  particular.    The  right  hon»  Gentleman 

mnot  have  been  aware    that  when   the 

ir^oiufion    went    to    s^ea    Captain    Hall 

iinfortnriatelj,  s-uifertng  from  illness. 

Mr,  FOUWOOD:    1  wa.-^  uot  aware 

that. 

SiK  V.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTII  i 
\  puss  from  tiiat — I  lay  no  stress  npon 
It — and  I  come  to  his  reniark  in 
Kbieh  he  said  that  officers,  before  thej 
I  sent  to  sea  m  a  big  ship,  sbonld  have 
Be  experience  of  the  manageaieut  of 
ee  ships.  Perhaps  he  is  also  unaware 
but  Captain  Hall  commanded  with  great 
"sti notion  a  very  large  cruiser,  the 
HcnheitiK  during  the  manojuvrei*.  Mv 
^bt  lion.  PViend  has  a  panacea  for 
Biablitig  our  otticers  to  more  adequately 
[} barge  their  duties  ;  it  is  a  panacea 
but  conies  from  Liverpool,  and  it  is  that 
^ey  should  be  sent  as  passengers  in  one 
"  the  Atlatitic  liners  to  and  fro  across 
fte  Atlantic.  That  is  his  panacea* 
Mk.  FURWOOD  ;  Will  the  right  hon. 
Bntleroan  allow  me  to  say  he  has  mis- 
Bterpreted  and  is  misrepresenting  what 
I  said.  What  I  said  was,  that  if  there  is 
ftol  alTorded  an  opportunity  of  gaining 
cperience  of  hirge  vessels  in  heavy 
ither  at  sea,  and  if  the  Admiralty 
^uld  not  afford  the  coal  to  keep  them  ho 
ttployed,  it  would  be  far  better  that  om^ 
aior  oilicers  should  gain  experience  in 
Ulantic  liners,  not  us  passengers^  but  as 
ercantiie  officers. 

»Sitt  U,  KAY-SHUTTLEWXJRTH  : 
aright  hon«Gentleman  on  this  and  other 
Objects  thinks  there  is  nothing  like 
mber  :  that  there  is  nothing  like  the 
tiips  that  sail  from  Liverpool,  and 
Dthinj^  like  the  troopships  that  could  be 
red  there.  I  think  tbere  can  be  no  doubt 
at  our  officers  can  obtain  all  the  ex- 
Brieoce  that  is  necessary  in  the  manage- 
eot  of  ships  in  rough  weather  on  board 
|er  Majesty's  ships,  and  the  Admiralty 


is  not  prepared  to  adopt  the  suggestion 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend.  My  right  hon» 
Friend  criticised  rbe  amount  of  sea  train- 
ing  given  to  officers  and  men»  and 
allufled  to  some  facts  he  obtained  by 
means  of  questions  he  put  on  tln^  Paper 
with  respect  to  the  amount  of  tiniL^  Her 
Majesty's  ships  spent  at  sea,  and  the 
speed  at  which  they  run.  We  nre  not 
prepared  toa<lmit  thiit  yon  can  thus  Judge 
of  the  efficiency  that  officers  and  men 
attain — in  the  Mediterranean,  for  example 
— when  at  sea*  During  some  purioil 
of  that  time  they  are  engaged  in  steam 
tactics.  Sometimes  they  are  running 
at  a  high  rate  of  speed,  but  for  (he most 
part  they  are  at  a  low  speed.  Bui  the 
officers  would  certaiuly  not  be  doing  their 
duty  if  they  were  continually  to  run  Her 
Majes ty^s  siiips  at  a  high  rate  of  speed 
under  forced  drriught.  I  would  venture 
to  remiud  my  right  hon.  Friend  tluit  on 
these  various  subjecls  he  has  criticised  a 
state  of  things  which  existed  during  the 
six  years  he  w*as  a  responsible  Member 
of  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  and  I  do  not 
know  that  he  took  any  stops,  or  that  the 
Board  approved  of  any  steps  which 
he  may  have  suggested,  for  carry- 
ing out  alterations.  W^ith  regard  to 
what  the  hon.  Membei;  for  Middles- 
brough {Mr.  J.  H.  Wilson)  said 
upon  the  clothing  and  victualling  of 
the  seamen,  1  won  hi  rather  reserve  any 
remarks  1  have  to  make  for  the  Vote  for 
the  victualling  of  the  Navy,  with  this 
exception,  that  my  hon.  Friend  omitted 
io  notice  the  fact  that  a  seaman  receivee 
a  free  kit  when  he  joins,  or  an  allowance 
in  lieu  of  it,  and  an  allowance  for  tmiform 
when  promoted  to  be  a  petty  or  a 
warrant  officer.  I  cannot  at  all  admit  what 
my  hon.  Friend  says  respecting  the  vic- 
tualling of  the  Navy.  My  hou.  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr, 
Arnold-Forster)  is  much  nearer  the 
truth  when  he  says  the  men  are  well 
treated  both  in  the  victualling  and  the 
clothing,  and  that  they  are  content.  Now 
1  pass  on  to  the  subject  which  I  think  is 
more  imrneiliately  lief  ore  the  House  to- 
day, and  that  is  the  various  subjects  con- 
nected with  shipbuilding.  My  right  hon» 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Ormskirk 
Division  of  Liverpool  (Mr.  Forwood) 
made  a  charge  against  the  Government 
that  they  arc  conceiiling  the  cost  of  the 
new  vessels,  and  that  they  are  laying  the 
burden  on  future  years  without  tolling 
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the  House  what  that  burden  would  be. 
Well,  there  are  figures  it  is  not  desirable 
fully  to  state  in  the  Estimates,  while 
contracts  are  jet  to  be  obtained 
in  the  open  *  market.  And  in  taking 
that  line  we  are  following  a  precedent 
set  by  the  late  Government.  I  have  the 
Estimates  for  1892-3  before  me,  for  which 
the  late  Government  were  responsible. 
You  will  find  there  that  three  new  ships 
were  announced,  and  exactly  the  same 
course  was  taken,  and  no  doubt  on 
equally  good  grounds.  The  details  were 
not  complete,  and  exactly  the  same  course 
was  taken  then  as  now. 

Mk.  FORWOOD  :  It  was  proposed  to 
expend  £60,000  on  the  Majestic  and  the 
Mag7iijice7it, 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTII  : 
In  regard  to  the  Majestic  and  the  Magjii- 
ficenty  they  are  being  built  in  dockyards. 
We  are  inviting  contracts  for  similar 
ships,  and  at  the  moment  when  we  were 
inviting  contracts  it  was  not  desirable 
to  say  what  was  the  estimated  probable 
cost  in  the  dockyards  of  exactly  similar 
ships.  There  was  no  desire  or  intention 
to  conceal  anything  from  Parliament ; 
but  we  followed  the  precedent  of  former 
years,  and  had  excellent  reasons.  So 
much  for  concealment.  I  stated,  approxi- 
mately, the  cost  of  the  Powerful  and 
Terrible  last  year  at  about  £700,000  ;  I 
submitted  the  amount  to  the  House,  and 
that  is  on  record.  Then  my  right  hon. 
Friend  says  the  Government  propose 
only  taking  £2,300,000  for  new  ships 
and  those  now  building.  He  knows  per- 
fectly well  that  the  early  stages  of  ships 
are  not  so  costly  as  a  later  stage.  The 
Comptroller  is  satisfied  that  the  amounts 
in  the  Estimates  are  what  we  are  likely 
to  spend  on  those  ships,  pushing  them 
forward  as  rapidly  as  possible.  The 
House  cannot  expect  us  to  do  more  than 
that.  Coming  to  another  criticism  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  says  that 
the  sum  provided  in  the  Estimates  of 
1892-3  for  another  battleship  was  not 
spent.  That  is  going  back  again  to  the 
time  when  the  present  Government  took 
Office.  What  was  the  amount  in  the 
Estimates  in  that  year  ?  It  was  £10,000, 
and  the  late  Board  of  Admiralty  left  od 
record  a  determination  arrived  at  in  the 
month  of  April — that  is,  four  months 
before  we  came  into  Office — that  they 
would  reduce  that  amount  to  £5,000,  so 
that  the  amount  which  he  complains  that 
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we  did  not  expend  was  only  £5,000.     I 
may  also  mention  that  when  we  came  into 
Office  no  steps  had  been  taken  towards 
the  building  of  that  ship.      The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  then  went  into  a  number 
of  statistical  calculations,  and  I  confess 
I  did  not  follow  him  then,  and  do  not 
intend  to  follow  him  now.     Finally,  he 
asked   two   questions  :     First,    was   the 
programme  based  on  the  advice  of  our 
naval  advisers  ?     I  think  the  House  has 
already  been   informed  on  that  subject, 
and  I  answer  emphatically   "  Yes,  it  is 
based  on  the  counsel  of  our  naval  ad- 
visers."    Secondly,  is  it  the  intention  of 
the  Admiralty  to  make  the  Fleet  equal 
to  meeting  two  Foreign  Powers  ?  and  I 
answer  that  that  is  our  intention.     I  now 
come  to  the  points  raised  by   the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Amold- 
Forster).     I   was   glad  to  hear  in  that 
interesting  and  able  speech  that  he  spoke 
of    our   programme    as   an  -  honest   and 
straightforward  one.     I  can  assure  him 
— I  hope  he  will  not  mistrust  my  assur- 
ance— it  is  the   full    intention   of  Lord 
Spencer  to  carry  that  programme  through 
if  he  has  the  opportunity.      He   asked 
what   was   the   reason   of    the   changes 
made  in  the  expenditure  of  last  year,  and 
he  seemed  rather  to  suggest  they  were 
changes  made  by  Lord  Spencer  or  the 
civil  members  of  the  Board,  and  not  by 
the  Board  as  a  whole.     I  think  my  hon. 
Friend  will   see  that  is    a  reflection  on 
our  naval  advisers  that  we  made  a  change 
which    they    did    not    approve.       The 
changes    that    were    made    were   most 
strongly    urged   on  the  Board  by  their 
naval   advisers,  and    were    accepted  by 
Lord  Spencer  and  his   civil  colleagues, 
because    we     were    convinced    of    the 
extreme   importance    of   these  changes. 
I    would    deal    with    one    other    point 
of   my   hon.   Friend,   and    that    is,    he 
says  a  mere  nominal  amount  appears  in 
the  Estimates  for  two  of  our  battleships. 
The  sum  is  £57,000 — close  upon  £60,000 
— and  I  cannot  regard  that  as  a  nominal 
sum.     The  reason  for  not  taking  more 
is   because  more  cannot  be  spent  upon 
those  two  ships  in  the  dockyards,  as  the 
dockyards   will  be   fully  occupied  with 
other  work  till  the  year  is  far  advanced  ; 
it  is  as  much  as  can  be  spent  on  them 
considering  the  other  work  of  the  dock- 
yards. I  now  come  to  the  many  suggestions 
made,  that  the  money  last  year  was   not 
spent  as  it  had  been  voted.      In  regard 
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H^  the  expeuditure  of  iii«t  year,  I  think  | 
I  here  hua  been  a  gootl  detil  of  exaggora- 
tiou,  iind  1  would  like  to  remiDd  the 
Hou[<e  that  my  hoti.  Friend  himself  ad- 
mitted, iu  respect  to  the  Majestic  ami 
the  Magnijicent^  that  two  or  tliree 
months'  delay  wa.^  perfeetly  justified* 
When  the  lostj  of  the  Victoria  iook  place 

I  the  Board  of  Admiralty  wouhl   uot  seiu) 
P»tit  the  designs  of   the   new   ships  until 
ttiey  satisjfied  thoraseUes  that  the  evidetiee 
IQ   respeet   to    ihat    loss    threw  no  new 
light  on  the  design,  which  woyld  make 
it  wiae  to  alter  the  ilesigu   of   those  two 
ships  before  the  aetnal   eou^trtietion  was 
begun.     At  the  earliest  momeut,  a^  soon 
as  they  were  satisfied  about  the  designs, 
they    isent    them    in    to    the   doekyards* 
That  was  the  sole  reason  for  the  post- 
ponement of  the  Majestic  and   the  Mug- 
fiijicenL       I     have    heard     a     desert  |»- 
^_tion    of    a    search    the     hon.     Metrjher 
^Bnade  at  the    doe k yard  in  order    to  dis- 
^Piover  the  keel  of  the  Majestic,  H  he  had 
l^p^oue  to  the  Admiral  Superintendent  be 
would    have    lieen    taken    to    thu    plaee 
where,  under  cover,  with  greatailvauUige 
Kto  the  workmen  and  with  great  ad  van  tajj:e 
^f  lo  the  work,  for  weeks  the  operations  for 
building    the     Majestic    were  going  on. 
The   result    of    adopting   thfit  system  is 
that  ships  will  now  be  built  toore  rapidly 
than  was  rlie  ease  under  the  old  tnetlKHl, 
H'mud    the   Doekyanl  Authorities   have  iti- 
^^  formed  nie  tlnit    they  may  i!onimenee   to 
lay  keels  even  later  than  they  did  in  the 
of    the    Majestic^    so    very    mucb 
Br     IS     the     progress     thus    made 
rith    the    work.       The    boo.    Member 
Has    often    said    that    the     Mnjestic     is 
Irery   much  behind-hand,     Well^  iti  spite 
&f  the  two  or  three  moJiths'   delay  w  bieh 
ok    plaee   through   causes    not    within 
[ir  control,  but  owing  to  the  loss  of  the 
||'7<?/ori«,  out   of   £74,otX)  taken   in    the 
stimatea    for    the    Majestic^    we    have 
Ipent  £o5,2 1  o.    The  Majcfttic^  as  I  stated 
ae  other  day,  is  ailvancing  hy  leaps  and 
[>unds,  and  she  is,  we  hope,  t»eing  built 
■"more   rapidly    than    any    battleship   was 
ever    built      before.       That,    1      think » 
aswers  the  poiat    that  my  hon.   Friend 
brought  forward.     Let  me  state  this 
enerally^ — audi  think  the  House  will  W 
jll eased  to  hear  it,  and  it  is   only  just  to 
|he  Admiralty  that  it  shoald  he  stated — 
bat    taking  labour  and  materials,  whielu 
Iter  ail,  are  the  points    under    control, 
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spent  more  in  laboiu-  and  materials  on 
new  construction  during  the  past  year 
than  we  expected  we  should  have  been 
able  to  spend  and  slightly  more  than  we 
took  in  the  Estimates,  The  Estimate 
was  a  very  close  one,  hut  we  were  dis- 
appointed, 4IS  firevious  Govenmients  have 
been,  in  the  amount  which  we  thought  we 
eonld  spend  on  contract  work.  The 
contractors  do  tiot  succeed  in  earning  all 
that  the  sanguine  expectations  of  the 
Admiralty  lead  them  to  expect.  That 
has  happened  year  after  year.  But  I 
am  happy  to  say  that  our  cxpectatioDs 
are  being  more  and  more  realised  every 
year.  Each  year  tijo  performances  of 
the  contractors  approach  the  Estimates 
more  nearly  than  before,  and  last  year 
they  succeeded  in  approaching  them  nearer 
than  has  been  the  case  in  any  previous  year, 
I  think  I  may  say  that  the  late  Govern- 
ment had  considerHblc  experience  of  dis- 
appointment by  coninictors,  and  they 
found  that  their  Estimates  of  what  would 
l>e  S}>c!it  on  the  eontranting  part  of  the 
shipbuilding  programme  were  often  too 
sanguine.  lo  lhiiS9-l*0  they  were  too 
Fanguine  by  £:U9,9<i4  ;  in  1890-91  by 
£230,443  -/in  1K91-92  by  tUJ0,5H2  ;  in 
1892-93  by  £146,050;  atid  in  1893-94 
by  £9^,232,  These  figures  relate  to 
contract  work  on  shipbuilding  out  of 
Navy  Votes.  Moreover,  under  the 
Special  Fund  of  the  Naval  Defence  Act 
in  1890-91  there  was  a  short  expeudi- 
ture of  £1,016,000  on  contract  work 
as  compared  with  the  Estimate.  I  hope 
we  are  arriving  at  a  point  wlien  we  may 
be  able  to  estimate  more  closely  in  these 
matters.  The  Admiralty  went  into  the 
snbject  with  groat  care,  and  the  result 
JB  that  we  have  in  the  present  Estimates 
attempted,!  hope  with  success, to  estimate 
much  more  closely*  We  may  again  have 
roade  a  mistake,  but  we  have  done  our 
best.  While  on  this  subject,  will  the 
Ilouije  allow  me  to  state  the  actual 
figures  as  to  the  expenditure  on  labour 
atid  materials  in  the  Estimates,  and  the 
actual  results,  because  I  think  them  \etvy 
fiat isf act ory  ?  The  estimated  expeudi- 
titre  on  the  Naval  Defence  Act 
dockyard-huilt  ships,  iucludiag  the 
completion  of  coutract-hiLiilt  t^hips,  was 
£997,600  ;  the  actual  expenditure 
has  been  £l,O03,3o7,  so  that  we 
have  slif^htly  exceeded  the  Eati- 
nmte  in  labour  and    materials.     On    the 
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estimated  at  £430,430  ;  we  have  actuallj 
spent  £447,511.  I  do  laj  some  stress 
upon  that,  because  I  have  repeatedly 
given  assurances  to  the  House,  which 
are  now  fully  borne  out,  that  we  should 
be  able  to  spend  the  money  we  had  taken 
for  new  construction.  Within  the  last 
few  days  a  good)  deal  of  stress  has 
been  laid  upon  the  diversion  of  expendi- 
ture from  torpedo-boat  destroyers,  and  I 
should  like  to  state  to  the  House  what 
has  been  the  actual  amount  of  money 
thus  diverted.  In  the  Estimates  we  took 
for  20  torpedo-boat  destroyers  an  ex- 
penditure of  £237,786,  and  the  actual 
amount  expended  in  the  year  on  42  of 
these  vessels  has  been  £27,859,  so  that 
when  wo  hear  this  talk  of  a  diversion  it 
is  only  a  diversion  of  £27,359. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  You  have 
spent  £27,000,  and  you  have  a  liability 
of  £800,000. 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
The  point  I  am  dealing  with  at  the 
present  moment  is  that  of  the  diversion 
of  money.  The  amount  of  diversion 
has  been  £27,000,  so  that  not  much  can 
be  made  of  that.  I  will  go  at  once  to 
the  further  point,  and  that  is  whether 
we  ought  to  have  diverted  the  money  at 
all,  and  whether  we  were  right  in  order- 
ing 42  torpedo-boat  destroyers.  I  have 
already  informed  the  House  that  the 
step  was  taken  on  the  very  urgent 
counsel  of  our  naval  advisers,  and 
was  unanimously  approved  by  the 
Board  after  mature  consideration.  I 
should  also  like  to  remind  the  House  that 
it  was  all  done  above-board,  and  the 
approval  of  the  Treasury  was  obtained 
to  this  change  of  policy.  And  what  is 
the  policy  and  practice  of  Parliament 
with  respect  to  Estimates  ?  It  is  this  : 
that  Governments  ought  to  adhere  to  the 
Estimates  as  far  as  possible  and  not  de- 
part from  them  without  the  authority  of 
the  Treasury.  The  Treasury  exists  for 
the  purpose,  when  the  necessity  arises,  of 
being  consulted  by  a  Government  or  a 
Department,  and  (if  it  sees,  fit)  of 
sanctioning  a  departure  from  the  Esti- 
mate. We  have  obtained  Treasury 
sanction  to  the  step  we  took.  But 
what  is  of  far  greater  importance  to 
the  House  than  any  question  of  that  sort 
is  the  question  of  policy.  I  do  not  think 
it  is  desirable  to  emphasise  too  strongly 
the  necessity  which  has  arisen,  in  con- 
sequence of  action  abroad,  of  supplying 
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one  deficiency  in  our  naval  strength — 
namely,  our  means  of  meeting  torpedo 
attack.  But  that  was  borne  in  more  and 
more  strongly  upon  the  present  Board  of 
Admiralty  as  month  after  month  they 
continued  in  Office,  and  they  deliberately 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  their 
duty  to  do  a  great  deal  more  in  the  way 
of  provision  of  torpedo-boat  destroyers 
than  they  originally  put  in  the  Estimates, 
and  in  doing  so  they  have  had  the 
approval  of  the  House  as  a  whole  and 
of  the  country.  The  noble  Lord  opposite 
in  his  speech  in  the  last  Debate  spoke 
of  the  torpedo-boat  destroyers  as  if  they 
possessed  no  powers  of  offence.  But  his 
view  is  dissented  from  by  the  Naval 
Members  of  the  Board,  who  are  of 
opinion  that  these  vessels  will  prove  of 
great  offensive  value.  Their  armament 
has  been  designed  with  that  object. 
And  the  experimental  trials  that  have 
lately  taken  place  have  shown  that 
these  vessels  possess  considerable  offen- 
sive powers.  I  could  say  a  great 
deal  more  on  this  subject,  but  I  do 
not  wish  in  any  way  to  introduce  what 
may  be  regarded  as  controversial  matter. 
I  will,  therefore,  only  say  that  this  was 
an  element  in  our  naval  security  and 
power  which  we  considered  had  been 
somewhat  overlooked,  and  that  without 
additional  torpedo-boat  destroyers  we  had 
not  the  requisite  strength  to  cope  with 
Foreign  Powers. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (interposing) 
said,  that  the  point  made  was  not  that 
the  money  had  been  ill-spent,  but  that  it 
was  spent  for  a  different  purpose  from 
that  for  which  it  was  asked  and  voted, 
and  without  any  notice  being  given  to 
the  House  even  in  the  form  of  a  Supple- 
mentarv  Estimate. 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
The  change  was  made  after  the  Esti- 
mates had  passed  through  the  House. 
The  announcement  was  made  formally 
in  Parliament — first  in  a  Paper  presented 
in  August — that  we  should  spend  more 
money  than  we  originally  intended  in 
pushing  on  the  14  torpedo-boat  de- 
stroyers. Subsequently  it  was  found 
that  that  would  not  be  possible,  and  it 
was  determined,  as  a  matter  of  policy  of 
the  gravest  character,  to  increase  the 
number  of  these  torpedo-boats  to  42, 
and  we  informed  Parliament  of  the 
fact  in  December,  and  also  obtained  Trea- 
sury sanction*  As  to  the  liability,  the  whole 
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reniaitiiiig  expenditure  on  these  torpetlo- 
boat  destrojerB  is  i Deluded  in  this  year'^ 
Eetimates,  and  no  doubt  it  is  a  large 
liability  ;  but  we  deliberately  say  to  this 
House  that  thi:^  is  the  most  essential  a^d 
most  pressing  part  of  naval  expen- 
diture we  have  to  bring  before  Parlia- 
ment, and  we  ask  the  House  to  ratify 
what  we  have  done  by  approving  of  this 
liability  and  placing  it  on  the  year 
i894-5»  On  the  subject  of  designs  of 
ships,  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast  Division  has  made  some 
criticisms.  These  criticiams  affect  the 
OAval  defence  ships  more  than  ours. 
It  is  perfectly  true  that  sponsons  for  four 
guns  are  being  added  to  eight  vessels, 
and  the  hon.  Member  will  bo  glad  to 
hear  that  we  are  introducing  armoured 
tops  in  the  masts  of  some  of  the  new 
cruiBers.  Then  the  hon.  Member  for 
Holder  n  ess  has  suggested  that  the 
Admiralty  should  seek  outside  advice  in 
the  shape  of  Committees,  and  he  said 
that  had  they  done  so  mistakes  might 
have  been  obviated  in  regard  to  a  low 
freeboard  and  in  constructing  ships  of 
the  Admiral  class.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  will  be  surprised  to 
learn  that  a  special  Committee,  sninmoned 
about  25  yeai*s  ago,  and  including  maEV 
representative  men,  actually  considered 
and  approved  the  vessels  of  the  Detmsla- 
iion  class  with  moderate  freeboard. 

Commander  BETHELL  :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  be  surprised  to 
learn  that  that  was  in  reference  to  one 
s  h  t  p — 1 1 1  e  Cap  lain  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEVVOIiTH  : 
That  is  the  recommondat ion  made  by  one 
of  these  Coiiiminees,  and  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  is  perhaps  a  little  indis- 
creet in  reminding  tbe  House  of  that 
case  of  the  Captain, 

Commander  BETLIELL  said,  be 
believed  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  no 
Committee  reported  in  that  case,  though 
he  ftilmittod  that  pressure  was  brought 
to  bear  on  the  Admiralty  from  outside. 

Sir  U-  KAY-SHU  ITLEWORTH  ; 
Yes,  she  was  pressed  upon  the  Admiralty. 
The  mistakes  made  iu  t!jo  Captain  were 
not  Admiralty  mistakes.  She  was  spoken 
of  as  **a  House  of  Commons  ship."  She 
certainly  was  not  an  Admiralty  ship. 
My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  is  evidently 
not  enamoured  of  the  Admiral  class.  Is 
he  aware  that  Lord  Dufferin^s  Committee 
on   DefligDfi    lo    187i  recommended   the 


adoption  of  unarmoured  ends  and  central 
armoured  citadels  ? 

•Sni  E.  J.  REED  (Cardiff)  :  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  that  the  un- 
armoured end,  as  carried  oot  in  the 
Admiral  class,  was  ever  recommended  to 
that  extent  by  Loni  Dufferin^a  Com- 
mittee ? 

♦8iu  U.  KAY-vSIIUTTLE WORTH  : 
All  1  say  is  that  Lord  Dufferin's  Com- 
mittee recommended  the  adoption  of  the 
unarmoured  ends  and  the  central  armoured 
citadel,  I  was  very  glad  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  H older ness  approved  of  the  laying 
down  of  the  Tallmts,  and  I  should  like  to 
say  a  few  words  in  answer  to  what 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  G. 
Hamilton)  said  on  thiw  point.  The 
noble  Lord,  in  the  last  Naval  Debate, 
ar^ncd  that  it  wo  aid  have  been  wiser  to 
build  imir  tirst-clast*  cruisers,  capable  of 
taking  part  in  any  grciit  naval  engage- 
ment, ratiier  than  the  six  laibots.  He 
added:  **  What  we  want  are  bijtf  vessels." 
In  Lord  Spencer's  S  tat  emeu  t  (page  6)  it 
is  explained  that  the  New  Programme 
embraces  various  types  of  eniivsors,  all  to 
be  completed  within  five  years.  The 
Admiralty  must  necessarily  decide  the 
order  in  which  these  types  shall  bo  laid 
down.  In  the  exercise  of  this  discretion 
they  have  thought  it  best  to  commence 
with  eix  Talhots,  Although  theee 
vessels  are  styled  "second-ehiss  crnisers," 
they  compare  fav^onrably  with  the  most 
recent  first-class  cruisers  {Edgar  class) 
in  regard  to  speed,  coal  ea[jacity,  and  sea- 
keeping  power.  In  armament  and  pro- 
tection they  are  not  eijual  to  the  recent 
first-class  cruisers*  but  they  are  superior 
to  aecond-class  cruisers  of  earlier  con- 
straclion.  The  designs  have  been  largely 
influenced  by  the  provisions  necessary 
for  distant  service,  in  the  protection  of 
commerce  J  involving  long  periods  at  sea. 
But  the  vessels  are  also  suitable  for 
service  with  fleets  as  attendant  cniiserfc*. 
They  are  wood -sheathed  and  coppered, 
in  order  to  maintain  their  speed,  vvithoiit 
the  necessity  for  f  reqnent  docking.  They 
Lave  bunkers  equal  in  capacity  to  those 
of  first-class  cruisers,  and  will  be  able  to 
carry  1,100  tons  of  coal.  The  length  id 
only  10  feet  less  than  that  of  the  Edgar 
class.  The  Talbots  are  vessels  of  5,600 
toos.  They  are  50  feet  longer,  though  two 
feet  narrower,  than  the  belted  cruisers 
(^Orlando  type),  which  rank  as  first- 
claas.     They  are  of  the  same  Domiiial 
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(liBplacement  as  the  belted  cruisers,  but 
faster,  and  have  larger  coal  storage. 
They  are  not  so  heayilj  armed,  and  have 
protective  decks  without  vertical  armour 
on  the  sides.  I  would  point  out  that  the 
noble  Lord  has  scarcely  realised  what 
these  ships  are ;  and,  although  they  are 
named  second-class,  what  a  useful  addi- 
tion they  will  be  to  the  Navy.  I  must 
say  one  won  I  about  reconstruction.  The 
case  of  the  Monarch  has  been  mentioned, 
and  the  hon.  Member  who  mentioned  it 
objected  to  our  retaining  muzzle-loading 
guns  in  some  of  these  old  ships  like  the 
Hercules,  But  the  decision  in  this 
matter  is  not  peculiar  to  the  present 
Board.  The  hon.  Member  does  not  fully 
take  into  account,  first,  that  when  these 
ships  are  reconstructed  they  receive  an 
adequate  quick-firing  armament ;  and, 
second,  that  experience  has  shown  that 
the  expense  of  the  structural  altera- 
tions that  are  necessary  to  alter 
the  broadside  armoured  ships  and 
adapt  them  for  carrying  breechloading 
guns  is  so  very  great  that  the  late  Go- 
vernment would  not  face  it,  and  the 
present  Board  of  Admiralty  will  not  face 
it.  These  will  be  very  useful  ships 
with  that  quick-firing  armament  in  the 
second  line  of  reserve  in  case  of  war. 
One  of  these  ships  was  altered  by  the 
late  Government,  and  the  experience  they 
gained  was  that  it  was  not  worth  while 
to  incur  that  expenditure  of  money 
which  would,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board 
of  Admiralty,  be  better  spent  on  new 
ships  than  in  reconstructing  old  ones  to 
that  extent.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Ormskirk  Division 
raised  certain  questions  on  the  Expense 
Accounts  which  can  best  be  dealt 
with  by  the  Public  Accounts  Com- 
mittee, and  therefore  I  shall  resist  the 
temptation  of  replying  to  them.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  the  Committee 
that  the  Admiralty  would  have  to  sur- 
render a  considerable  part  of  the  money 
they  are  now  taking  in  respect  of  con- 
tract work.  I  hold  a  contrary  opinion  ; 
I  think  we  have  estimated  very  closely. 
But  I  would  put  this  question  to  the 
Opposition,  Are  the  Government  taking 
too  much  money  or  are  they  taking  too 
little  ?  lion.  Gentlemen  must  ride  on 
the  one  horse  or  on  the  other  ;  it  is  in- 
consistent to  seek  to  ride  on  both.  On 
the  subject  of  troopships,  I  have  to  say 
that     communications     are     proceeding 
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between  the  Indian  Government  and 
the  Admiralty.  For  the  present  we  must 
use  hired  troopships,  with  the  exception 
of  the  Malabar,  What  will  be  done  in 
the  future  will  depend  on  the  negotiations 
now  going  on  between  the  Indian  and 
the  Home  Governments.  The  case  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  gives  was  entirely 
an  exceptional  case,  the  Bothnia  being 
taken  at  a  time  when  the  rates  were  ex- 
ceedingly low  ;  so  that  no  comparison 
of  the  cost  of  hiring  as  compared  with 
Government  troopships  can  be  founded 
upon  it.  I  think  I  have  now  answered 
all  the  points  that  have  been  raised,  and 
I  apologise  to  the  Committee  for  having 
detained  them  so  long. 

•Mr.  KEARLEY  (Devonport)  said,  the 
Debate  very  properly  had  not  been  con- 
fined to  material,  but  the  subject  of 
personnel  had  been  alluded  to  by  almost 
ajl  who  had  taken  part  in  the  dis- 
cussion. It  was  being  realised  at  last 
that  it  was  a  waste  of  money  and 
time  to  build  ships  without  an  adequate 
supply  of  men  to  man  them.  He  thought 
it  was  admitted  on  all  sides  that  in  the 
past  inadequate  steps  had  been  taken  to 
.  meet  the  demands  bearing  on  the  Fleet. 
When  it  was  considered  that  in  nine 
years  they  had  had  three  programmes, 
each  larger  than  its  predecessor,  it  natu- 
rally followed  that  the  requirements  of 
the  personnel  were  large  indeed.  He 
found  in  the  Navy  Estimates  of  1889-90 
there  was  a  Return  showing  what  would 
be  the  total  number  of  ships  which 
would  be  added  to  the  Navy  between 
April  1,  1889,  and  April  1,  1894.  That 
included  ships  building  and  those  pro- 
vided under  the  Naval  Defence  Act,  and 
the  total  was  113  ships.  Further,  they 
had  to  add  the  additional  ships  since 
built  or  projected,  and  also  take  within 
their  purview  those  that  were  to  be  in- 
cluded in  what  he  might  term  the  Spencer 
Programme.  The  estimate  most  freely 
relied  on  was  that  the  Navy  in  the  matter 
of  manning  was  about  10,000  men  short, 
and  some  who  had  a  right  to  speak  with 
considerable  authority  went  so  far  as  to  say 
that  1 5,000  would  be  nearer  the  figure ;  but 
he  could  not  help  feeling  that,  although 
much  was  being  done  to  catch  up  these 
arrears,  so  far  they  had  fallen  very  short 
of  the  requirements  indeed.  He  ven- 
tured to  say  that  the  total  which  wa» 
put  down  in  the  present  estimate  — 
6,600  men — were  altogether  inadequate 
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for  the  requirenieuU  of  the  Service,  The 
^rat  qiiediion  that  liroi^e  was  ho%v  to 
OTeroome  these  di  flic  ill  ties — to  fiud  meu 
to  man  the  fleet  not  oiilj  to  meet  pres^eut 
<leHeiet)eies,  hnt  to  ineeL  future  require- 
Lineuts.  He  veutiireJ  to  suggest  that  vf 
t  tnore  i  u  d  ucem  e  u  t8  \v  e  re  ot!e  re  J  t  lie 3^  w  o  ti  Id 
not  only  succeed  in  getting  more  men  to  join 
the  Navy,  Vuit,  wliiit  was  more  importiint, 
would  louger  retain  the  service'^  of  those 


.nireadvin  it.  They  found,  from  the  Return 
Ablished  io  Jnue,  1890, « hat  the  wastage 
luring    the   Hrst    10   years    of    a    man't^ 
[^lerviee  was  very  large.     The  percentage 
lof  seamen  and  stokers  lo^t  before  coni- 
l|ilerii}g   their  first   term  was  seamen  46 
Fper  cent,  and  stokers  39  pur  ceut,     Thai 
was  to  nay,  that  only   o4  out  of  100  sea- 
men  completed   their  first  term  and  only 
61     stokers.       Stepn     might     be     nio^t 
Ivanfageously   takcu  to  itiduce  men  to 
Liuiplete   their    full  term — that  was,  20 
s*  man's  tioie- — instead  of  leaving  at 
age  of  38.     He  did  not  think  there 
jwiis   a  single  walk   in  life    where    meu 
imbaodoued    their  profe&siou  at  such  au 
[#ge  as    38.     They    all    believed   that  a 
iman  at  that  period  of  life  was  positively 
it)  his  prinK',and  it  did  seem  enrions  that 
Admirahy   did    not    take    steps    to 
^oise  this  and  ofter  some  iuduccment 
Ot   the   men  to  serve  ou.     He  would  be 
I  told,  of  course,  ihat  some  men  re-engaged, 
Iftud  that  those  who  did  not  re-eugagc  came 
r|uto  the  Seamen's  reuaiou  Reserve.  That, 
he  admitted,  would  lie  a    very    fair  re- 
joinder  were  thej  not  face  to  face  with 
the    fact   that  tlie   requirements  for  the 
existing  Fleet  were  uot  sufficiently  met. 
How  could  they  take  satisftietion   in  the 
fact   that   these   men  fell    biu-k   into   the 
Beserve   when   they  consid*vred  that  the 
Fleet  in  commissiou  was  altogether  shorr 
of  men  ?     There  should  be  some  method 
whereby  tbese   men  who   now   retired   at 
38  years  of  age  might  be  induced  to  serve 
on*     If  they  re-engaged  for  a  fifth  term, 
*heo   they  bad  their  pension  assured  to 
them.     He    would  offer    the    suggestion 
that  the  Admiralty  should  allow  the  men 
Io  draw  the  value  of   the  pension  they 
Lad    earned    by   a    full   tenu    of  service, 
while  they  inmle  it  a  condition  in  return 
that  they  should   re-engage  not  for  live 
jears,  but  for  12  years.    Then  they  would 
get  the  most  splendid  moo,  the  very  pick  of 
the  Fleel,  serving  until  they  were  50  years 
of  age.    It  would  he  impossible  for  anyone 
to  argue  that  a  man  of  50  would  not  be 
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a  desirable  acquisition.  The  commissioned 
officers,  the  warrant  officers,  and  the  engi- 
neers served  to  that  age,  and  he  failed  to 
see  why  these  men  who  were  so  serviceable 
should  not  continue  to  the  same  age.  It 
might  be  suggeslet!  that  were  the  men  to 
draw  their  pensioUj  which  was  not  very 
groat,  ranging  only  from  £28  to  £ii8  a 
year,  t!jey  woidd  have  an  amount  of  inde- 
pendence which  woiibi  be  detrimental  to 
the  Service.  But  he  would  poiut  out  that 
when  these  men  left  the  Navy  they  bad 
to  seek  other  employment  in  private 
life;  and  speaking  with  some  experience 
of  them,  he  could  say  that  in  civil  em- 
ployment they  pursued  their  work  with 
as  much  assiduity  as  they  did  whennuder 
the  Service  of  the  Crown.  Passing  to 
the  general  inducements  to  get  meti  to 
join  the  Service,  it  was  becoming  well 
understood  by  the  public  outside  that  the 
terms  and  contlitions  of  service  were  not 
such  as  to  attract  young  meu  to  join  the 
Navy.  One  of  the  great  grievances,  and 
one  which  had  been  pushed  forward  for 
25  years  in  the  House,  was  in  respect  to 
warrant  officers,  which  was  the  highest 
rank  the  hnver  deck  could  aspire  to. 
When  thev  considered  what  were  the 
qualifications  these  men  must  i>osses» 
before  they  reached  that  rank,  that  they 
timst  have  faultless  characters  and  pass 
striugent  qualifying  examinations,  it 
would  be  admitted  some  attention  should 
be  given  to  their  desire  for  a  larger  avenue 
of  promotion  to  be  opened  for  them.  Quali- 
fied men  reached  this  rank  generally  at 
about  27  ywirs  of  age,  and  then  they 
were  face  to  face  with  a  blank  wall  till 
50  years  of  age,  when  they  beciime 
Chiefs.  Certainly  they  received  some  in- 
crease of  [jay  at  intervnls,  but  it  was  in 
diminishing  ratio  to  the  time  served, 
which  was  altogether  out  of  the 
u.siiaf  custom  of  the  generality  of 
employments  of  which  one  bad 
experience.  The  request  tiie  men  made 
was  \ery  simple  indeed,  that  they  siiould 
be  able  to  secure  the  mnk  of  Cliief  after 
10  years^  seniority  as  warrant  othcer,and 
that  after  20  years  in  that  position  there 
should  be  some  new  rank  obtainable 
to  stimulate  their  interest  in  the  Service, 
It  had  been  suggested  the  position 
should  be  calleil  *' fleet  rank,"  seeing 
that  that  term  was  in  acceptance 
in  the  Navy,  and  he  thought  that 
it  was  a  very  admirable  suggestion. 
The  men   naturally  pointed  out  with  a 
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great  amount  of  justification   that  the 
Army  was  altogether  different  in  this  re- 
spect.    There  was   there  not  only    the 
open  gate  for  continuous  promotion,  but 
a  way  to  obtain  commissioned  rank  itself. 
The  warrant  officers  in  the  Navy,  how- 
ever,   were    not    asking  for   that.     He 
thought  the  Admiralty,  after  the  strong 
expression  of  opinion   they    had    heard 
from  both  sides  of  the  House,  would  have 
little  excuse  for  putting  these  deserving 
men  off  any  longer.     The  late  First  Lord 
of  the   Admiralty  gave  very  favourable 
consideration  to  their  desire  in  1892.  He 
(Mr.  Kearley)   was   not  accustomed  to 
sing  the  praises  of  his  political  opponents 
as  a  rule,  but  he  did  think  it  was  only 
right     to     say    it     was     hi?     firm    be- 
lief,  and  the     belief     of    many   others, 
that     had    the    noble  Lord     (Lord    G. 
Hamilton)    continued   at    the    head   of 
the  Admiralty  this  question  would  have 
been   solved   long   ere  now.      The   ex- 
pense of   this  additional  rank  had  been 
mentioned.      The    total  expense  which 
would    occur  to   bring    about  the    pro- 
motion   advocated     would    not    exceed 
£3,000.     There  was  no  expectation  on 
the  part  of  the  men  that  after  10  years' 
service  they  should  all  be  promoted  to 
be   Chiefs,    but  only  that   the   best   of 
their   men,  those  who  had  passed  such 
examination    as  the  Admiralty  liked  to 
set  forth,  should   be  eligible  to    secure 
the  rank  of  Chief.     They   also   desired 
to  see  not  less  than  25  of  their  number 
advanced  to  Fleet  rank.     For  the  sake  of 
£3,000  it  seemed  altogether  a  pity  that 
this  inducement  and  stimulus  should  be 
withheld  any  longer.     Then  there  was 
the    case  of  the   engine-room  artificers. 
Here,    too,   there    was    a   lack  of    pro- 
spect which  prevented  many  men  join- 
ing who  would  otherwise  do  so.     They 
went  into  the  Navy  with  all  their  skill, 
having  qualified  by  serving  an  appren- 
ticeship to  their  trade,  while  the  executive 
petty  officers  of  the  Navy  who  joined  as 
boys,  and  were  trained  at  the  country's 
expense,  had  access  to  higher  rank  than 
that  open  to  the  engine-room  artificers. 
The  rank  of  chief  petty  officer  was  alto- 
gether inferior  to  the  rank  they  ought 
to  hold.     While  the  pa,y  of  the  executive 
petty  officer  averaged  28.  9d.  a  day,  the 
engine-room   artificer   averaged   6s.    Id. 
Thus  on  the  pay  basis  alone  it  was  clear 
that  the  rating  should  be  a  higher  one. 
Now,  in  conclusion,he  would  like  to  say  one 
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word  with  regard  to  the  stokers.     These 
men,  it  was  generally  admitted,  were  the 
worst  treated  in  the  whole  Navy.     They 
were  badly  paid,  they  had  very  onerous 
duties  to  perform,  and  yet  there  did  not 
seem  to  be  on  the  part  of  the  Admiralty 
any  intention  or  wish  to  encourage  the 
men.  By  denying  to  them  the  re-engage^- 
ment  money  it  was  clear  they  did  not 
wish  them  to  serve  on  for  pension.     The 
trained  stoker  was  just  as  requisite  for 
the  Navy   as   the  trained  engineer.     It 
was  very  frequently  demonstrated    who 
were  the  trained  men,  especially   in  hot 
climates,  for  it  was  no  infrequent  occur- 
rence for  the  young  hands  to  be  hoisted 
out  of  the  stokeholes  in  a  collapsed  con- 
dition, whilst  the  older  and  more  matured 
men  were  not  so  affected.     Last  year  he 
called  attention  to  the  way  the  marines 
were  not   only  underpaid  but  underfed. 
The  men  were  given  to  suppose  on  join- 
ing  that  they   would  receive  a  free  kit 
and  rations  free.     But  they  soon  found 
it  was  not  so.     The  clothing  served  out 
to  them  was  inadequate,  and  they  were 
obliged  to  supplement  their  daily  allow- 
ance of  food  out  of  their  pay,  which  was 
very   small.     He  hoped   the  Admiralty 
would  be  willing  to  recognise  it  would  be 
to  the  advantage  of  the  Service  generally 
if  they  offered  more  inducements  to  the 
men  to    join  and  remain.     The  sugges* 
tion  he  had  heard  that  there  should  be  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry  to  consider   such 
matters  was  a  good  one,  and  he  felt  sure 
the  Admiralty  themselves  must  begin  to 
recognise  that  some  investigation  should 
be  made  into  the  subject. 
•Sir    K     ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  :   The  Debate  has 
ranged  over  a  wide  subject,  and  I  do  not 
propose  to  follow   hen.  Gentlemen  who 
have  spoken  at  all  closely.     I  propose  to 
deal   with   the  general    policy    of    Her 
Majesty's   Government  since  they  have 
conie  into  Office,  and  especially  during 
the  past  year.     Better  late  than  never  is 
the  best  that  can   be  said  for  their  new 
naval   proposals.       Exactly   19   months 
after   they    took  Office   Her   Majesty's 
Ministers  began  to  awake  to  a  sense  of 
their  responsibility  for  the  naval  supre- 
macy of  England,  which  means  the  safe- 
guarding of  our   maritime   commerce,  of 
our  splendid  Merchant  Navy,  of  our  Im- 
perial connections  and  greatness,  and  of 
our  food  supplies.     In  a  word,  Ministers 
who  took  Office  in  August,  1892,  did  not 
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reeliBe  till  Mareb,  1894,  that  our  iiBtional 

I  exidteuce  And  Imperial  slretijrth   de|ien(l 

npoD  the   maintenance  of   British    luival 

nupretimcy*  The  then  tliscovery  came  late, 

atiil    their   repentance    was    tardy  ;    for 

^  their  ©ins  as  reprarcU  the   Navy  ha* I  not 

'  beeu  merely  passive  or  those  of  omission  ; 

I  ibey   had  also  sinned  actively   and  de- 

llbenitely*     When  their  predecessors  fell 

from    Ofliee    they    left    tlie    plans    and 

orders  for  three  hnttlesliips,  the  livrmivn^ 

\  Majcstii\  and    Mafpiijiccnt^  whieh   were 

I  to    have    heen    he^uii — the    fir^t    imme- 

I  il lately,  the  other  two  within  two  months. 

The   present    Government   dclayeil     the 

commencement  of  the  Renown  for  ei*jht 

months,  and  of  the  Majestic  and  Magni- 

Jicent  for  17  and  18  mouths  rej^pec lively, 

[Moreover,    thej    allowed    the     ammiiit 

[spent  on   the  new    coiiBlrtietion  of  war- 

|»hip«  to   fall  heavily    below    its    normal 

amoiint  for  recent  years*     Thns  their  ex- 

[^nd it II re  on  new    constnietion  for    the 

liDaueiai   year   1893-4     \vm    £l,47o,000 

[less    than  that    spent    during    the    year 

1892-^5,  for  the  Estimates  of  which  Lord 

i  Halisltiiry's  Govenmient  was  responsible. 

The  present  Board   of    Admiralty — and 

1  Her  Majesty *s   Governraeut  as  a  whole, 

I  perhaps  even    more  than    the  Board    of 

I  Admiralty — ^were  guilty  of  this   negleet 

land  laches  at    a  time    when    they  were 

I  a  ware   that  other  countries,  particnlarly 

I  those  who    are  notorionsly  onr  political 

1D<1  naval  rivals   if  aot   onr    foes,   were 

inaking^  immense  efiForts  to  increase  their 

naval     strength,     and     especially    their 

strength    in    battleships.     It   was    clear 

that  those  great  Naval  Powers,  notstbly 

Fninee  and  Russia,  were,  if  not  already 

[fitiperior  to   Englaml  in  battleships,  fast 

I  completing  new   sliips,  in  sneli    nnmbers 

I  ami    at  snch    speed,  tlmt  within    two  or 

I  three  years  those   two  Powers  won  Id  be 

I  considerably  stronger  in  hattlesliips  fhati 

iGreai    Britain,      Notwithstanding    this 

J  knowledge,    and     the    constant    remon- 

Iftrancej?,  entreaties,  and   protests  against 

Nelay,and  notwithstanding  theeneonras-e* 

merit   to   do  their   dnty   given    to     Her 

Majesty ^s  Miu!stei*s  liy  the  Opposition,  it 

^k  a  fact  which  won  hi  be  increiHble  were 

not    so  well  known    to  be  nndeniable. 

It  hilt  from  Angnst,  1H92,  down  to  January, 

ytt94,  not  a  single  new  Imttleship,  except- 

ftbe   Renown^  w*as  Iniil    down   by  the 

MM    Government,       France   was    in 

11893  rapidly  completing  five   ftrst-class 


and  two  second^clasfi  battleships.  Rofsia 
was  completing  fonr  first-class  and  one 
second-class  battleships — a  total  of  12 
ocw  Freneii  and  Rnssian  battleships.  Yet 
Vint  one  single  British  battleship  was  laid 
down  hi  those  precious  IT  months;  and 
lip  to  this  moment  only  three  British 
battleships  have  been  commenced  in  the 
20  months  that  have  passed  since  Angnst, 
1892*  In  !H9a  the  tonnage  of  battle- 
ships Innnched  in  France  was  29,929 
tons,  in  Russia  1 2,490  tons,  in  the  United 
States  30,600  tons,  in  Great  Britain  nil. 
That  is  to  say,  while  our  three  greatest 
rivals  on  the  sea  lannehed  in  1893  over 
60,000  tons,  equivalent  to  six  first-class 
battleships,  England,  whoso  strength, 
nay,  whose  very  existence  depends  njioii 
lier  snpremacy  on  the  sea,  did  not  lannch 
a  single  battleship*  I  have  said  nothing 
of  the  four  new  tirst-chiss  battles hipa 
which  France  is  laying  down  this  year 
(1H94),  nor  of  the  one  new  first-class 
and  two  second-class  battleships  which 
Russia  is  IftyiJig  down  in  1894.  These 
make  a  grand  total  of  19  new  Freneli 
and  Russian  battleships  which  will  be, 
by  the  close  of  1894,  on  the  stocks,  as 
against  three  British  battleshijis  now 
building  and  the  seven  promised  under 
the  new  naval  proposals.  That  is,  even 
after  these  proposals  have  heen  earried 
into  effect,  at  the  end  of  this  year  France 
i^ind  Russia  will  he  building  19  iroiiclail 
battleships,  ^lost  of  which  will  be  finished 
by  July,  1896,  as  against  our  10  battle- 
sidps,  only  one  of  whi<di  cjin  bo  finished 
before  December,  1896.  The  doiil>erate 
and  wanton  waste  nf  those  20  mouths  of 
time  may,  if  we  find  ourselves  engaged 
in  a  great  naval  war  in  1895  or  1896 — 
which  Heaven  forbiil  ! — prove  to  be  big 
with  Fate  to  this  country-  I  think  I  am 
justified  in  calling  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  Government  liave  sbn filed  and 
shirked  with  regard  to  answers  to 
speeches  aad  questions  on  the  increase 
of  the  Navy  during  the  past  20  months 
in  a  way  which  the  history  of  no  other 
Governmeni  can  piirallel.  Dilatorv  pleai? 
ut'  every  kind,  and,  above  all,  the  plea  of 
'*  the  pnldic  interest^'  have  l>een  reck- 
lessly iidvanced  over  and  over  again, 
simply  in  order  to  cover  tlie  silence  of 
Ministers  and  to  keep  Parliament  and 
the  country  in  ignorance.  Turns  and 
twists  of  language  have  beeu  ma<ie  use 
of,  which,  to   mj  the   least,   were   dis- 
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ingenuous,  in  order  to  keep  back  public 
knowledge.  Everything  with  regard  to 
the  Navy  was  darkened  and  concealed 
and  more  or  less  misrepresented  until 
at  length — synchronously  with  another 
notable  event,  and,  perhaps,  dependent 
upon  it— on  Mai'ch  15  suddenly  the 
clouds  of  evasion  and  concealment  were 
rolled  away,  and  the  Admiralty  laid 
these  new  proposals  before  the  country  ; 
programme  they  cannot  be  called ; 
because  what  I  understand  by  a  naval 
programme  is  a  distinct  and  definite  plan 
for  the  development  of  the  Navy  covering 
a  definite  period  of  years,  with  a  fixed 
number  of  ships  at  a  more  or  less  fixed 
cost,  with  due  provision  made,  or,  at  least, 
sketched  out,  for  its  completion.  The 
proposals  of  the  Government  fall  short  in 
nearly  every  condition  of  being  a  practical 
programme.  Only  in  one  condition  is  there 
any  definiteness.  The  House  has  been 
told  that  for  the  present  the  Government 
intend  to  build  seven  battleships,  six 
cruisers,  and  a  certain  number  of  torpedo- 
catchers,  but  we  do  not  know  if  that 
is  a  programme  for  one,  two,  or  more 
years.  We  do  not  know  the  periods  in 
which  those  ships  are  to  be  completed, 
nor  how  much  money  is  to  be  spent 
upon  them  within  given  periods,  nor 
how  that  money  is  to  be  provided. 
In  short,  when  we  come  to  examine  the 
Estimates,  the  proposals  are  more  like 
a  public  advertisement  than  a  serious 
scheme — very  much  of  the  same  kind 
as  the  long  list  of  measures  contained  in 
the  Queen's  Speech.  The  justice  of  my 
criticism  will  be  seen  when  on  the  ex- 
amination of  the  Estimates  it  appears 
that  out  of  £8,500,000  which  those  new 
warships  are  to  cost  only  £1,360,000  is 
taken  during  the  present  year.  Accord- 
ing to  the  late  Financial  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  next  year  £3,500,000  will 
be  required  for  carrying  on  at  proper 
speed  the  building  of  those  new 
ships  that  have  been  begun  this  year. 
The  proposals  have  been  put  down 
in  a  happy-go-lucky  sort  of  way  with 
a  vague  and  loose  trust  in  the  future. 
Not  an  inkling  is  given  as  to  how  this 
large  sum  is  to  be  provided.  How 
much  of  it  would  be  available  if  the 
hon.  Meml)er  for  Northampton  hap- 
pened to  be  master  of  the  situation  ? 
That  is  not  an  absurd  proposition,  be- 
cause the  hon.  Gentleman  has  already  off 
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his  own  bat  heavily  defeated  the  Govern- 
ment. Suppose  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton,  with  his  anti-naval  ideas, 
were  master  of  the  situation,  how  much 
money  would  he  spend  on  ships,  and  at 
what  rate  of  progress  would  the  ships  be 
built  ?  Perhaps  the  Government  think 
the  provision  of  this  large  sum  would  be 
a  nice  bonne  bouche  to  leave  to  their 
successors.  The  same  happy-go-lucky 
policy  is  shown  in  the  proposals  for  new 
works,  such  as  harbours,  barracks,  and 
naval  establishments.  I  find  that  for 
new  works,  on  which  over  £4,000,000 
are  to  be  spent,  only  £122,000  is 
taken  in  the  Estimates  for  1894-5. 
Thus,  of  all  the  new  naval  works 
the  dock  at  Gibraltar  is  the  most 
vital  and  the  most  needed.  It  will  cost 
at  least  £366,000,  but  only  £1,000  is  to 
be  spent  this  coming  year  on  the  Gibraltar 
Dock.  The  extension  of  the  mole  at 
Gibraltar  is  also  most  essential.  Yet 
towards  the  first  extension,  which  is  to 
cost  £85,000,  only  £20,000  is  to  be  spent 
this  year  ;  and  towards  the  second  exten- 
sion, which  is  to  cost  £320,000,  only 
£1,000  is  to  be  spent  /this  year. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON:  We  are 
building  a  new  mole. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 
I  am  very  glad  to  hear  that,  for  it  agrees 
with  my  view  of  what  ought  to  be  done. 
But  that  only  makes  it  easier  to  spend 
more  than  £1,000  this  year  on  the 
second  mole.  £950,000  is  to  be  de- 
voted to  dredging,  but  only  £85,000 
this  year.  The  new  basin  and  docks  at 
Keyham  are  to  cost  £2,000,000,  but  only 
£1,000  is  taken  this  year.  This  is  re- 
ducing the  Estimates  to  an  absurdity.  For 
the  armament  of  the  new  ships  £3,800,000 
will  be  wanted,  yet  only  £800,000  is 
taken  in  the  present  year.  Russia  and 
France  are  together  spending  in  1894  over 
£6,000,000  on  new  construction,  while 
our  expenditure  on  new  construction  for 
1894-5  will  come  to  barely  £5,000,000. 
The  Government  proposals,  if  they  are 
complete,  are  most  inadequate.  I  will 
now  proceed  to  pass  some  strictures 
on  answers  given  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  naval  questions  put  in  the  House. 
Among  the  answers  and  statements  in 
this  House  to  which  great  exception 
should  be  taken,  I  put  first  that  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who,  in  the 
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eritreul  Bebat«  oa  December   19,   1893, 
!  said  that — 

**The  professiormlmlvjf^rsof  the  Admiralty  " 
Vthat  is,  the  Naval  Lorrifl)  hold  **  that  the  ex- 
isting  condition  of  thin(?«  with  regard  to  the 
British  NttTy  is  satisfactory  ;  " 

and  further — 

^  That  the  supremacy  of  the  British  Navy  iw 
at  this  moment  abn'tlute  ;  '^ 

This  egregious  mrsstatenn^ut  the  Chau- 
cellor  of  the  Exchetjiier  was  eompt'lled, 

'  bv  the  thrtiatetjed  rosii^uatiou  of  the 
Navnl  Lord«,  to  whittle  dowu  on  Decern- 

*ber2I  to 

'•  The  i-^lative  force  of  the  vsirioas  twiiii tries  in 
fespeet  of  first-class  battleships  comiileted  in 
the  presj^nt  financial  year." 

Was  anything  more  ahsurd  ever  stated 

kiti  thi:^   HouMe  ?     But   the   Division   had 

ibeetj  taken  on  the    1 9th,  atid  the  erit^is 

hided  over.     The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 

^chequer  also  stated  on  Decemher  19  (hut 

we  had   19  iirst-ehiss  hattle.Hhips   ready 

**  in  home  waters."     But  he  only  imule 

up  his    19  hy   counting  three  Ironclads, 

.the  Repulse,  Bereft ^r^  and  Royal   Oak, 

[which  were  not  ready  for  sea   tlU  three 

noDths  later,  and  by  rating  the  Co! liny- 

cood  as  a  first- clasf<  battlc.Hliip — ^a  tnost 

[doubtful  estimate.     Moreover,   when  he 

l-&poke,  10  of  hifl  list  of  first-class  Imttle- 

l*hips   were   in   the  Mediterranean,  over 

[2,000  miles  away,     Ag(iiu^  the  mi??8rate- 

Intentd  w^ith  regard  to  the  commeneenieiit 

^fif    the    new    butt  lea  hips    Majestic   and 

Magnificent  were  of  the   most   repeated 

ROd  extniordinary  clitiracter,     Thtis,    on 

the  20th  of  November,  the  Secretary  to 

Lihe   Admiralty  stated    thiit   those  ships 

(bad     been    begun    on    August    23    and 

September  12  respectively. 

SiK  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWURTII: 

[I  Btated  at  the  time,  with  perfect  trnth, 
I  that  preparations  were  l>ttgun  for  (he 
|j/a/>#/it  aud  Maynijircftty  and  so  they 
|were. 

Sir  E,  ASIIMEAD-BARTLETT: 
This  19  an  instance    of    the    turns    aud 

Ltwieta  of  language  of  which  I  com- 
plain. The  bon.  (xeutleman  was  asked 
rhat  new  battleships  had  been  laid  down 
iinee  August,  1892,  and  where  aud  what 

[were  the  dates  of  tlieir  comiuencement, 
tad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  his 
anawcr,  sbppe*!  in  the  words  "  pre  para- 

.Mon  to  build  ;"  hut  there  was  not  a  Mem- 
in   the  House  who  did  not  believe 


from  that  answer  and  from  other  answers 
on  this  subject  that  those  ships  were 
^leglul  fonr  or  five  raontlis  before  they 
Hctually  were  commenced.  When  i n for- 
mat I  ou  was  asked  for  with  rc^gard  to  the 
French  and  Russian  Navies  it  was  refused, 
with  a  brusqueuess  unparalleled  in  (his 
House,  as  inconsistent  with  "the  public 
interest"  ;  and  yet,  within  a  few  weeks. 
Ministers  did  not  hesitate  to  openly  give, 
for  their  own  purposes,  the  most  elaho- 
rate  details  on  the  very  same  points. 
Further,  they  publicly  discussed  and 
made  comparisons  between  the  strength  uf 
the  F'rench  ant!  Russian  Navies  and  our 
own  ;  and  they  ultimately  published 
statistics  making  the  same  compariHons. 
The  "  public  interest  '*  disappeared  so 
soon  aa  it  suited  Mituslers  to  discanl  it* 
[All  hon,  Membeji  :  Who  provoked 
it?]  Does  the  bon,  Metnher  mean  to 
f*uggest  that  it  was  undesirable  that  tlie 
true  position  of  the  British  Navy  as  re- 
gards those  of  other  Powers  should  be 
nnide  known  to  the  British  people  ?  Why 
shonhl  facts  that  are  known  to  every 
Goverumetd  and  country  in  Europe  be 
kept  liack  from  our  own  people  ?  Un- 
less lie  meant  that,  there  is  no  sense  or 
intelligence  in  his  interruption*  I  may 
also  refer  to  the  remarkaljle  fact  that  lu 
the  Debate  on  the  19th  of  December 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
ami  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
withheld  all  mention  of  second-class 
battleships  and  of  coast  defence 
battleships  in  their  comparisons.  The 
Government  deli^verately  threw  away 
19  months  of  most  valuable  time, 
although  they  were  fully  warnetl 
of  the  great  progress  that  foreign 
countries  were  making  in  commenr'itjg 
new  ships  aud  in  jmsbing  forward  those 
already  eonuneucod.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  stateil,  on  December  19, 
that  the  French  had  ouly  10  first- 
class  battleships  ready,  whereas  they 
bad  11  ;  and  that  the  Russians  had  ouly 
four  first  class  battleships  ready,  whereas 
thty  had  six  ready.  Moreover,  he  left 
out  of  all  account  the  second-class  French 
and  Russian  battleshij>s,  which  ntimber 
26  as  against  our  22  ;  and  their  coast- 
ilefenee  ironclads,  which  are  very  nnmer- 
ons,  and  which  in  action  near  harbours 
would  Iw  formidable  oppoueuts.  For  a 
Cabinet  Minister,  speaking  on  behalf  of 
the  Government,  on  swch  an  issue  as  our 
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uaval  supremacj,  to  make  each  mistakee 
and  omissions  is  a  very  grave  and  most 
unusual  error.  The  fact  is  that  by 
the  end  of  the  year  1896  France 
will  have  12  first-class  battleships  and 
22  second-class  battleships  afloat .  and 
ready.  Russia  will  have  nine  first-class 
battleships  and  six  second-class  battle- 
ships afloat  and  ready,  whereas  Great 
Britain  will  then  only  have  21  first-class 
and  22  second-class  battleships  afloat 
and  ready.  That  is^  at  the  end  of  1896 
France  and  Russia  will  have  21  first- 
class  battleships  afloat  and  ready  to  our 
21  first-class  battleships ;  and  France 
and  Russia  will  have  28  second-class 
battleships  to  our  22.  By  the  middle  of 
1897  the  numbers  will  be,  first-class  iron- 
clads, 29  French  and  Russian,  as  against 
25,  or  possibly  27,  ^British  ;  and  second- 
class  battleships  30  French  and  Russian 
as  against  23  British.  This  is  what  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  calls  making 
the  supremacy  of  the  British  Navy  ab- 
solute. I  think  it  is  desirable  that  more 
moderate-sized  battleships,  of  the  Cen- 
turion type,  should  be  built.  I  would 
rather  see  five  first-class  battleships  and 
three  new  Centurions  built  than  seven 
new  Majesties,  On  the  other  hand,  I 
think  we  need  more  very  fast  and  power- 
ful first-class  cruisers.  The  Talbot  cIms 
are,  no  doubt,  a  very  fine  type  of  second- 
class  cruiser  ;  but  the  Russians  have  in 
the  Rurik  the  most  powerful  cruiser 
afloat,  and  I  do  not  think  it  can  be  said 
that  we  are  strong  enough  in  that  direc- 
tion. Moreover,  the  Russians  are  now 
building  two  more  Ruriks,  We  welcome 
the  decision  of  the  Government  to  build 
fresh  ships  and  to  endeavour  to  maintain 
the  uaval  supremacy  of  Great  Britain. 
But  we  cannot  acquit  the  Government 
of  negligence  in  disregarding  for  so  long 
constant  protests  addressed  to  tliem  by 
the  Opposition.  Nor  can  we  forget  that  in 
the  process  of  putting  off  their  naval 
proposals,  Ministers  have  made  use  of 
devices  and  evasions  which  are  certainly 
unusual,  and,  as  I  think,  discreditable. 
•Sir  E.  J.  REED  (Cardiff)  said,  he 
thought  the  hon.  Member  deserved  their 
thanks  for  importing  no  little  humour 
into  that  dry  discussion.  It  required  no 
little  courage  to  make  remarks  involving 
charges  every  one  of  which  rebounded 
upon  himself.  It  was  interesting  to  notice 
the  extraordinary  disposition    to  reform 

Sir  E.  Ashmead'Bartlett 


and  to  improve  the  PaWic  Service  which 
animated  the  breasts  of  gentlemen  who  had 
only  just  gone  out  of  Office.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  reproached  the  Government  with 
having  nothing  to  compare  with  the 
Rurik,  Why  did  not  the  late  Govern- 
ment give  them  something  tb  compare 
with  the  Rurik  f  That  vessel  was 
laid  down  in  1889.  If  the  late  Govern- 
ment was  so  anxious  to  keep  them  to  the 
front  so  that  they  should  not  be  sur- 
passed by  Foreign  Navies,  why  had  they 
not  taken  steps  to  rival  the  Rurik  f 
What  was  to  be  said  of  a  Government 
which,  although  they  remained  in  Office 
till  the  summer  of  J  892,  had  left  them 
without  even  the  keel  of  a  Rurik  to  go 
forward  with  ? 

•Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
said,  the  Rurik  was  not  laid  down  till 
1890,  The  late  Board  of  Admiralty 
built  the  Blake  and  the  Blenkeim  with 
a  view  to  anticipating  the  completion  of 
the  Rurik.  Information  of  the  great 
speed  of  the  Rurik  was  not  obtainable 
until  a  considerable  period  after  she 
was  nominally  commenced. 

•Sir  E.  J.  REED  said,  if  it  was  not 
possible  for  the  British  Admiralty  to  get 
the  information  elsewhere  they  could 
have  obtained  it  by  asking  him.  What 
the  Conservatives  always  said  on  coming 
into  Office  was  that  they  found  the  Navy 
deplorably  weak.  When  the  noble  Lord 
became  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  he 
stated  that  the  Navy  was  in  a  very  weak 
condition,  and  only  a  few  months  after 
he  made  the  extraordinary  statement  that 
then  the  Navy  had  become  pre-eminently 
strong.  A  little  later  still  he  said  that 
the  Navy  was  very  weak,  and  to 
strengthen  it  introduced  the  Naval 
Defence  Act.  On  a  former  occasion 
(in  1879)  the  Conservatives  came 
into  Office,  and  promised  us  that  a 
real  Navy,  and  not  one  on  paper  only, 
should  be  maintained.  On  the  very 
last  night  that  that  Parliament 
met  to  discuss  Navy  Estimates  the 
Government  had  to  admit  that  during 
the  five  years  they  had  been  in  Office 
they  had  not  flnished  a  single  ironclad  of 
their  own  commencing.  With  regard 
to  the  great  naval  scheme  which  the 
Government  had  now  brought  forward, 
it  was,  in  his  opinion,  as  good  a  scheme 
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OS  thejr  could  expect  uader  the  ctrciira-  haxl  been  tbe  nverage  for  tbe  ladt 
unees.  In  ull  the  ftpeerhes  he  hiul  five  years.  Whatever  might  be  the 
steued  to  that  evening,  showing  the  real  strength  of  onr  Nnvy,  it  certniDly 
>pinious  held  on  the  subject  by  various  wiw  notliiug  like  so  stronja;  as  it  would 
kon.  Mem lx?r8  of  thut  House,  there  seemed  appear  to  be  from  the  list  of  the  shipt*  of 
lie  ooe  view  taken  of  what  our  naval  the  Navy  which  the  Govermiietit  hiid  bad 
3licy  ^houhl  l)e.  Hon,  Members  on  printed,  and  which  Members  who  did  not 
[>th  sides  of  that  Hotine  seemed  totliitik  go  into  the  matter  might  reaiomildy  sup- 
bat  the  chief  thing  that  it  was  necessary  pose  repret*ented  our  tighting  Navy,  At 
or  us  to  do  at  the  preKent  moment  was  ,  any  rate,  eight  or  idtie  ships  on  the 
put  ii]  hand  the  building  of  a.s  many  ;  list  would  be  of  no  use  at  all  if  war 
w  ships  as  pcMsihle.  lie  hehl  that  actually  broke  out — siueh,  for  example, 
theory  to  be  radieally  wrong.  A  few  an  the  Cftmperdowtt^  the  CoUingwood^ 
years  ago  so  many  ships  were  laid  down  the  Rodney^  and  others.  It  was,  there- 
Tjat  it  w^aii  imiM>;iisibIe  to  get  them  ,  fore,  clear  I  hat  to  compare  the  relative 
ioished  within  anything  like  a  reasonable  strength  of  tiie  English  Navy  with  that 
iime.  In  his  opinion,  only  those  vessels  of  any  other  nation  merely  by  counting 
iioukl  be  eommencet!  wliieh  eould  be  tire  nnmW  of  vessels  possesse*! 
liekly  coni[)Ietetl  I  and  be  was  convinced  by  eaeh  was  one  of  the  worst 
Dm  praeticfil  observation  that  tbe  late  ways  that  a  conclusion  on  that  im- 
rnment  had  never  done  a  greater  .  |)ortant  question  could  be  arrived  at» 
lioe  to  the  co'intry  than  when  they  He  w^onld  only  say  this — that  if  we  were 
atrodui?ed  thepnictieeof  ipiiekshipbuild-  left  behind  in  naval  armament  to  the 
%.  In  thei*chemeof  the  Government  last  extent  represented  by  the  Front  Opposi- 
ftr  there  was  a  Heport  showing  the  work  I  tiou  Bench,  the  reason  w^as  tliat  the 
iD  the  way  of  ship-eonstrnction  '  Naval  Defence  Act  had  not  gone  far 
ag  the  last  30  years,  nnd,  Jndging  enough.  But  that  was  a  matter  which 
the  tliagram  annexed,  the  vear  i  couid  only  be  settled  by  a  Committee  of 
3-4  showed  a  less  amount  of  new  work  the  Hunse,  who  w*ouUl  be  under  no 
in^  built  during  that  period  than  j  obligation  to  whitewash  any  Adtnirnlty 
been  the  case  ditring  any  recent  |»art  !  Board.  The  ijnestion  had  been  asked 
that  period.  A  safer  standard,  how-  ,  whether  we  were  wise  in  building  seven 
}»y  which  to  judge  of  whnt  the  ;  tirst-clasfi  irom-lad.s  insteaiJ  of  12  i^econd- 
state  of  the  Navy  for  any  '  class  battleships,  as  there  were  other 
period  was,  would,  he  contendetl,  i  Powers  witli   ironclads   not  larger  than 


be  afforded  by  comparing  the  amount  of 
money  that  had  really  been  expended 
upon  our  ships   during  any  given   year. 


our  secoud'class  ships.  But  what  he 
would  like  to  know  was  whether  we, 
with  our  tremendous  interests  at  stakes 


He  then  came  to  the  proposals  of  the  I  should  run  the  risk  which  must  follow 
Government  with  regard  to  the  future  '  from  onr  speculating  in  a  question  of 
policy  that  would  have  to  l»e  pursued,  this  kind,  instead  of  taking  the  assured 
In  order  to  understand  that,  it  became  '  course?  The  assured  course  was  that  every 
oecessary  to  consider  the  position  of  rbe  ship  we  built  of  the  tirst-class  should  be 
country  when  the  Naval  Defence  Act  unqueHtionably  superior  to  ^xevy  ship 
was  introduced.  It  was  then  stjitcd  that  that  was  being  bnilt  anywhere  about 
our  Navy  was  sci  weak  that  it  won  hi  the  world.  With  that  policy,  which 
require  an  expenditure  of  £21,o(K),0()()  in  was  a  clear  and  defirdte  one,  we  could 
order  to  bring  it  up  to  the  standard  of  rest  securely  upon  our  Navy  \  but  if  we 
efficieucy  that  was  necessary  for  us  to  '  began  to  tamper  witli  that  principle  ;  to 
possess  ao  as  to  keep  pace  with  foreign 'speculate  and  say  that  w^c  would  have 
countries.  The  tJovcrnnicnt  det'idcd,  \  smaller  sldps— timt  w^e  would  leave  half 
therefore,  ti>  spend  chuing  the  next  five  the  artnour  otf  liere,  and  half  the  gnus 
yeiir*  the  sum  of  i;2,CKX),()0(>  a  year  more  I  out  there — we  might  multiply  onr  ships 
than  had  been  the  average  expenditure  by  the  thousand,  but  we  should  be 
on  tlie  Navy  for  the  preceding  five  '  Imilding  ^hips  that  could  not  tight  or 
years.  *i\m  amount  the  Government  I  retain  our  mastery  over  other  nations. 
now  proposed  to  speial  for  the  present  I  Therefore,  he  approved  entirely  of  the 
year     was    just     £250,000     less     than  |  Admiralty  policy  of  building  large  ships. 
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He  was,  however,  a  little  surprised  to 
see  in  the  First  Lord's  Statement  an  in- 
timation that  the  new  ships  were  not  going 
to  be  alike  in  all  respects  to  the  battle- 
ships Majestic  and  Magnificent, 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
They  will  be  almost  entirely  alike.  The 
designs  are  the  same. 

•Sir  E.  J.  REED  said,  he  was  relieved 
to  hear  that  statement.  What  he  objected 
to  strongly  was  the  multiplication  of 
differences  in  our  ships.  What  was  the 
use  of  having  our  ships  generally  alike 
in  design  and  size  if  there  were  internal 
minor  differences — not  differences  of 
principle,  but  of  detail,  such  as  would 
baffle  officers  and  men  and  make  the 
ships  completely  strange  to  them.  All 
those  ships  should  be  as  precisely  alike 
as  it  was  possible  to  make  them,  so  that 
men  who  were  at  home  in  one  of  them 
should  be  equally  at  home  in  all.  He 
should,  therefore,  like  to  appeal  to  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  to  use  his  influence  at  the 
Board  of  Admiralty,  for  the  purpose  of 
seeing  that  no  changes  were  introduced 
into  the  internal  arrangements  of  vessels 
of  practically  the  same  shape  and  size, 
except  for  the  best  of  reasons.  It  was 
most  essential  to  the  interests  of  the 
Public  Service  that  all  ships  of  the  same 
class  should  be  alike.  He  believed  he 
was  right  in  saying  that  the  reason  why 
changes  had  been  made  in  the  Majestic 
and  Magnificent^  and  why  those  ships  had 
been  made  larger  than  the  Royal 
Sovereign^  was  because  they  were  to 
carry  a  larger  coal  supply.  It  would  be 
injudicious  to  blame  the  Government  for 
enlarging  those  ships  in  order  to  enable 
ihem  to  carry  a  greater  coal  supply, 
seeing  that  they  were  ships  which  would 
have  to  fight  at  distant  stations.  Refer- 
ence had  been  made  to  tubulous  boilers. 
The  information  he  possessed  did  not 
enable  him  to  criticise  the  introduction 
of  tubulous  boilers,  but  he  should  say  that 
the  reason  given  for  their  introduction 
by  the  First  Lord  in  his  Minute  was  not 
to  his  mind  at  all  satisfactory.  It  was 
said  there  that  the  tubulous  boilers  were 
introduced  with  a  view  to  increasing 
the  speed.  But  if  boilers  of  the  old 
principle  were  quite  right  for  the  Power- 
Jul  and  the  Terrible  they  would  be 
quite    right    for    the   other   large  ships 

Sir  E.  J.  Reed 


we  were  going  to  build.  He  could 
not  understand  the  argument  that  these 
boilers  were  introduced  because  high 
speed  and  great  power  were  re- 
quired in  the  vessels.  He  wished  to 
say  a  word  about  the  minor  question  of 
the  nomenclature  not  only  of  the  ships, 
but  of  the  classes  of  those  ships.  The 
nomenclature  of  the  classes  of  the  ships 
was  discreditable  to  the  intelligence  of 
the  Admiralty  and  its  staff.  He  would 
only  give  one  instance.  Every  ship 
that  was  put  down  in  the  Admiralty 
list  as  a  "protected  cruiser"  was  a  cruiser 
of  which  the  first  characteristic  was  that 
she  had  no  protection  whatever,  her 
engines  and  boilers  being  the  only  things 
on  her  that  were  protected.  The  late 
Admiral  Faraday,  when  he  was  in  this 
country,  said  to  him — "  The  one  thing 
to  bear  in  mind  is  this :  never  deceive 
your  sailor.  Your  sailor  will  go  into 
battle  on  anything  ;  he  will  incur  any 
danger  you  like  to  subject  him  to  if  only 
you  do  not  deceive  him  ;  but  if  you  tell 
him  he  is  going  to  fight  under  protection, 
and  it  turns  out  that  he  is  not  under  pro- 
tection, he  loses  heart  at  once."  It  was 
a  monstrous  thing  to  send  our  seamen 
and  officers  to  incur  all  the  chances  and 
mischances  of  the  Naval  Service  abroad, 
in  what  were  truly  unprotected  vessels, 
knowing  that  if  an  accident  happened  to 
their  vessels  they  would  be  held  up  to 
the  world  as  men  who  had  had  a 
protected  vessel  placed  in  their  charge. 
Neither  the  present  or  the  late  Govern- 
ment were  responsible  for  this  system 
of  classification,  and  he  only  mentioned 
the  matter  in  order  to  get  it  put  right. 
He  had  listened  with  great  care  to  the 
speech  of  the  late  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.  For  wood),  and  he  thought 
it  had  been  much  of  the  type  of  that 
of  the  ex-Civil  Lord  (Sir  E.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett).  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  laid  immense  stress  on  the  non- 
commencement  of  certain  ships.  But 
what  did  it  matter,  if  the  expenditure 
was  not  wasted,  whether  it  was  devoted 
to  this  ship  or  that  ship  ?  If  all  the 
ships  that  were  being  built  were  really 
wanted  why  should  there  be  any  com- 
plaint because  the  Government,  in  the 
exigencies  of  the  Service,  thought  it 
better  to  finish  one  class  of  vessel  before 
another  ?  His  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
U.   Kay-Shuttleworth)  had  stated  that 
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the  reason  why  new  vessels  were  not 
laid  down  before  was  that  it  was  thought 
better  to  pu?h  the  existiug  vessels  to 
completioD,  He  (SirE.  J.  Heed)  thought 
that  was  a  jjerfect  anawer.  It  waa,  iu 
his  opioioD,  mueh  better  to  complete  the 
unfiDished  vessels  thiiu  to  laj  down  new 
DQCS.  The  Admiralty  did  not  deserve 
ihe  reproaeh  which  had  beetj  levelled 
again  &t  tliem  iu  connect  ion  with  the 
building  of  the  MajeHie  and  the 
Magmficeni,  It  wjis  perfectly  tnie 
that,  when  building  took  place,  some- 
times  in  open  docks,  it  was  dc^shalde 
to  do  as  much  preliminary  work  ae  possible 
under  a  ?^hed  before  placing  any  of  it  in 
a  dock  at  all.  Tbiis,  bo  uuderstood,  wan 
the  system  which  had  been  pursued  in 
regard  to  these  vessels,  and  it  had  l>oou 
found  BO  advantageous,  not  only  in  com- 
mencing vessels,  but  in  sending  them 
forward,  that  he  thought  it  a  little  too 
hwl,  after  an  explanation  had  onco  Ifeen 
given,  for  gentlemen  to  again  reproach 
the   Governtnent   on    the    subject*      He 

'I Id  have  been  very  glad  indeed  if  the 

Xival  Service  could  have  unilergone 
;_  t  Mter  expansiou.  Several  gentlemen 
iiiv<l  Mpoken  about  the  proposals  of  the 
Government  as  a  progranuue.  It  wan  a 
programme  to  this  tjxtent,  tliat  it  dealt 
with  the  ship^*  which  the  Government 
proposed  to  bnild,  but  it  would  be  for  the 
Government  who  were  in  Oftice  at  tbe 
end  of  this  year  to  say  wluit  the  pro- 
gramme of  the  following  year  should  be. 
It  might  be  true  tha!:  in  regard  both  to 
contract  work  and  dockyard  work  tiie  Go- 
vernment that  W!v^  in  Office  at  the  end  of 
the  year  would  be  under  certain  obliga- 
tioti8,  but  he  thought  the  House 
would  be  disposed  to  abstain  from 
adverse  criticism,  merely  because  the 
expenditure  of  the  present  year  must 
necessarily  mean  an  expansion  of  the 
Nnvy  next  year,  which  would  be  even 
greater  than  that  of  this  year. 

Admiual  field  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne) said,  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down  always  commanded  atlention, 
becau  se  be  spoke  with  a  k  u  o  w  led  g  e  which 
few  men  possessed.  He  was  sorry,  how- 
ever, that  the  hon.  Member  had  intro- 
duced his  old  argument  about  the  S  or 
10  ships  on  which  he  wonld  not  like  to 
trust  a  relative.  If  tbe  hon.  Member 
wa$  oot  satisfied  with  those  ships  let  tiirn 
exert  bis  great  influence  with  the  present 


Government,  and  induce  them  to  increase 
tbe  present  programme  and  to  build 
more  ships  of  a  typo  he  was  satisfied 
with.  He  agreed  with  tbe  hon.  Member 
in  thinking  it  was  oot  fair  to  compare  the 
nimibers  of  our  ships  with  those  of  tbe 
ships  ot*  Foreign  Navies.  Tbe  true  com- 
jiarison  was  that  of  the  work  which  each 
Fleet  had  to  do.  He  always  took  excep- 
tiou  to  the  argument  wliicb  was  so  often 
used  that  our  Fleet  should  bo  equal  to 
the  combined  Fleets  of  any  two  Powers. 
Tbe  true  comparison  was,  as  he  had  said, 
that  of  the  work  to  be  done  by  the  dif- 
ferent Fleets*  Naval  men  would,  no 
doubt,  have  preferred  that  the  policy  of 
tbe  Government  should  have  been  em- 
bodied in  an  Act  of  Parliament,  so  as  to 
ensure  continuity  of  policy.  Though  he 
did  not  doubt  that  the  intentions  of  the 
Government  were  good,  he  feared  that 
when  the  hot  fever  passed  away  they 
roigbt  not,  if  tbey  were  in  power  next 
year,  give  the  same  evidence  as  they 
w*ere  giving  this  year  of  tbe  sincerity  of 
their  convictions.  Great  stress  had 
been  laid  by  various  speakers  on  the 
objections  to  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
inent  in  ordering  the  torpedo  -  boat 
I  destroyers  without  the  authority  of  Par- 
liament, He  wished  to  speak  as  a  now- 
i  Party  man  on  naval  questions,  and  be 
certainly  rejoiced  that  the  Admiralty  had 
I  practically  forced  the  political  branch  of 
I  tbe  Service  to  get  the  permission  of  tbe 
I  Treasury  to  order  these  torpedo-boat 
destroyers.  He  was  prepared  to  think 
that  the  Naval  Lords  might  have  bad 
good  reasons  for  not  disclosing  their 
policy  in  the  matter  until  they  were 
masters  of  the  situation.  It  was  well 
knowu  to  those  who  bad  stndied  the 
question  that  the  authorities  of  a  friendly 
Power  did  not  look  much  to  the  tlcfence 
of  tbe  Channel  by  men-of-war,  but  had 
the  idea  of  concentrating  their  battleships 
at  Toulon.  Tbe  hon.  Member  for  Devon- 
port  (Mr,  E,  J.  C,  Morton)  had  urged 
the  consideration  of  certain  grievances 
which  affected  certain  classes  of  men  in 
the  Service,  especially  with  regard  to  the 
promotion  and  rank  of  warrant  officers. 
He  could  not  urge  that  policy  too  strongly, 
as  he  thought  it  would  give  great  en- 
couragement to  the  seamen  in  the  Service. 
Ho  thanked  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Beiffv'it  (Mr,  Arnold-Forster)  for  his 
v«ry  able  speech,  which  showed  a  grasp 
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of  naval  qneBtioim  that  was  rare  to  Hud 
in  a  gentlcmtin  who  tJid  not  l>eloTig'  to  the 
profession.  He  must,  however,  take  excep- 
tion to  the  hoLi.  Member's  renin rk  that 
nnval  men  were  too  sIoav  in  ndopting 
breechloaders.  Thereiij^ou  why  tlje  British 
Navy  did  not  go  in  for  hreecii  loaders  for 
many  years  was  tliat  the  Service  had 
rtnttered  very  liadfy  thron^h  bad  hreech- 
hmders  being  supplied  to  it.  He  believed 
it  was  not  until  after  the  Franeo-German 
War  that  a  satisfaet-ory  breeehelosing 
apparatus  was  invented.  As  %o  the 
eeusiire  that  had  been  passed  on  the  Ad- 
miralty for  not  converting  the  gnnt^of  the 
Monarch  and  other  vesselti,  he  thought 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Admiralty  to  see 
that  the  taxpayers'  money  was  not  un- 
duly thrown  away,  in  view  especially  of 
the  fact  that  mnzseleloading  gnns  fired  as 
aceurately,  though  not  as  rapidly,  as 
breechloaders.  The  suggest  ion  that 
torpedo  vessels  should  be  manned  with 
yaehtsmen  was  not  a  bad  one,  altlioiigli, 
of  eoiirf<e,  it  would  ahvays  be  necessary 
to  have  certain  expert  gunners  and  officers 
on  board  each  torpedo  boat.  His  bo«i. 
and  gallant  Friend  (Comniunder  Bethell) 
had  gone  m  rather  strongly  for  the 
smaller  class  of  battleships  of  the 
Cent u no  11  and  iinrfienr  type.  He  (Ad- 
miral Field)  only  wished  that  those  who 
took  that  view  had  had  the  privilege  of 
attending  a  diseussion  at  a  recent  meet- 
ing of  the  naval  architects  upon  a  Paper 
read  by  Mr.  White  on  the  subject.  Ho 
(Admiral  Field)  examined  Mr.  White"*** 
arguments  and  found  that  not  a  word  was 
to  be  said  in  favour  of  the  smaller 
vessels,  except  that  they  could  go  through 
the  Suez  Canal  and  act  as  flag-ships 
on  the  China  and  Australia  Stationei, 
Mr.  White,  in  his  Paper,  had  said  that  seven 
Cent ur ions  wu^hi  be  obtained  for  the  cost 
of  live  Royal  Sovereigns^  but  he  Idmself 
preferred  a  smaller  number  of  large  ships 
to  a  greater  number  of  smaller  vessels. 
He  would  leave  to  others  the  discussion 
of  the  question  whether  there  was  in  the 
increased  number  any  compensailoo  for 
the  loss  of  individual  power.  Arguments 
had  tjcen  put  forward  in  favour  of  a 
class  which  would  C4irry  more  coals  ;  and 
though  that  argument  had  been  knocked 
away,  because  it  was  true  the  smaller 
vessels  equalled  the  larger  ships  in  speed 
and  in  coal  endurance,  at  the  sama  time 
they  were  inferior  both  in  offe^iflive  and 
Admiral  Field 


I  defensive    power,    and    could     not   hofd 
'  their  own   against  foreign  ships  of  war,     fl 
!  whose  armour  they  con  hi  not  pierce,  but     | 
I  whose  K^"^8  could    pierce    their   armour. 
[  It  was  important   that  the  public  mind 
'  should  be  properly  informed  on  that  sub- 
ject.    To  effect  the  necessary  saving  the 
calibre  of  the  guns  must  bo  reduced  as  well 
as  the  thick ness  of  armonr,  both  on  belt 
and  barbettes.    The  Admiralty,  therefore, 
were  carrying  out  their  duty  iu  giving 
.  preference  to  the  larger  to  the  smaller 
class    of   ships,   however   attractive   the 
!  prospect  of  having  seven  instead  of  five 
I  might  be.     He  had  listened  with  pained 
I  surprise    to    the  statement    of   the    hon. 
'  Member   opposite,    who  woidd  lead  the 

House  and  country  to   believe  that  the    j 
I  seamen  in  the  Naval  Service  were  dis-    H 
conicnted.     All  he  could    say  was  that    W 
the  officers  in  the  Navy  knew  that  their 
I  men  were  not  discontented,  find  if  there    ^ 
was  any  real  ground  for  complaint  on  the    H 
;  part  of  the  men  their  officers  would  be 
the  first  to  bring  it  under  the  notice  of 
I  the  Admiralty,     The  officers  knew  their 
men   and   the  men  trnstod   their  officers, 
and  he  defied  any  hon.  Member  to  attempt 
to   sow   distrust    between   naval  officers 
'  and  their  men,  whose  best  friends  they 
I  knew  were  the  officers  who  commanded 
I  them,  and  worst  enemies  such  advocates 
I  as  the  hon.  Member  opposite.     The  hon. 
Gentleman  and  bis  friends  might  do  good 
service  in  protecting  the  seamen  of  the 
Mercantile  Marine,  but  nothing  of  that 
sort  was  wanted  in  Her  Majesty's  Fleet. 
Another   speech,  too,  that  of    the  late 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  had   made 
him   very  unhappy,  because  it  appeared 
to  imply  that   lie  objected  to   the  con- 
struction of  the  torpedo-boat  destroyers. 
Naval    Lords   at   the   Admiralty   must, 
with  tiie  information  at   their  command, 
kuow    ^letter  than  anybody  outside  the 
preparations    being    made    by    Foreign 
Powers  ;  and,  in  bis  opinion*  the  Admi- 
I  ralty  had  rightly   determined   to  supply 
I  our  deficiencies  in  that  respect,  and   to 
I  supply  us  with  well-designed  boats  for 
'  the   purpose,    instead   of   following    the 
1  example  set  at  the  time  of  the  Russian 
scare  of  18H4,  when  50  worthless  and  ill- 
designed  vessels  were  omlered  and  built 
in  a  btirry  without  the  sanction  of  Par- 
liament.    The    Admiralty    were    quite 
right  under  the  circumstances  in  ordering 
those    torpedo-boat    destroyers    without 
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saying  a  word  to  the  House  or  anybody 
about  them.  Another  point  raiseil  was 
with  regard  to  the  troopi^iiips,  He 
tbaught  the  criticisms  of  the  right  hou- 
Member  for  the  Ormskirk  Divisiotj  with 
regard  to  troopships  were  unfair  atui  im- 
fortimate.  The  right  hori*  Geutleiuaii 
tttateil  tbht  transport  l»y  Imperial  troop- 
ships cost  £6  ft  head  more  than  hv  pri- 
vate ships.  But  the  lanl  Return  on  the 
fubject^  presented  in  1B91,  sliowed  that 
the  cost  of  conveyance  by  troopdhip  was 
£8  H»»  2d.  per  head,  while  the  cost  by 
hired  ships  was  £10  lOs.  4d.  The 
CommaDder-in-Chief  ami  Lord  Hoborts 
were  opposetd  to  giving  np  the  Imperial 
troopships,  and  he  hehl  tliat  on  the 
gronnd  of  boiilth,  comfort,  and  discipline 
tbey  ought  to  be  maintained  for  the 
traoeport  of  Her  Majesty's  troops*  It 
was  not  fair  for  the  right  hon.  Genfle- 
mati  to  say,  in  the  absence  of 
fa«U  up  to  recent  dateii,  that  trans- 
port by  the  Imperial  troopships 
cost  so  much  more  than  by  private 
Tesaels.  It  was  tlie  duty  of  this 
country  to  treat  the  defeiulers  of  the 
Empire  in  a  proper  and  humane  way,  and 
I  hey  ought  not  to  have  to  pnt  up  with 
inferior  accomniotlatiou  even  if  it  could 
be  obtained  on  tlie  dirt-cheap  principle. 
The  right  hou.  Gentleman  bad  nrgcdthai 
naval  officers  should  aoqnire  nautical 
skill  and  experience  in  the  Mercantile 
Marine,  but  he  did  not  think  they  would 
learn  much  by  plou;;hing  the  Atlantic  in 
merchant  vessels.  Complaint  was  made 
thai  the  Fleet  was  not  long  enough  at 
sea.  But  that  was  simply  a  question  of 
ooal  coDSUmptiotif  and  nobody  had  ob- 
jected more  strongly  to  the  expenditure 
incurred  in  steaming  at  high  speed  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  hhusclf.  Then 
the  late  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  had 
complained  that  the  boys  in  tho  Navy 
were  not  properly  trained.  That  was 
like  8atikn  rebuking  sin.  When  in 
Office  there  was  no  greater  enemy  of  the 
training  squadron  tlian  the  riglit  hon, 
GeutlemaQ.  The  right  boa.  Gentleman 
wished  to  anuihilate  the  training  squad- 
ron, and  it  was  owing  not  to  him^  but  to 
the  Naval  Lords,  that  it  still  existed. 
He  hoped  the  Naval  Lords  would  adhere 
t«  their  opinion,  for  that  squadron  was 
the  best  training  school  the  Navy  had. 
A  good  deal  had  beeii  said  about  the 
dafieieney  in  engineers.     If  tbey  were  in 


want  of  engineers,  he  presumeil  the 
Admiralty  would  know  how  to  tempt 
them  into  fhe  Service,  He  believed  that 
the  tierce  compietition  in  our  Mercantile 
*Service  was  re,>ipousible  for  rbe  number 
nf  foreigners  employed  in  ships  of  the 
Mercantile  Marine,  and  he  would  heartily 
isupport  any  sidierae  wliich  won  hi  bring 
Imck  to  employment  in  that  Service  a 
larger  profjortion  of  our  own  countrymen 
in  place  of  the  foreigners  now  employed. 
It  was  a  deplorable  fact  that  the  reserve 
of  British  seamen  on  whom  we  should 
have  to  depend  in  time  of  war  was  a 
diminisbiog  quantity.  He  must  Ijo 
pardoned  for  referring  to  another  objec- 
tionable observation  made  by  the  late 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  in  r€*gard 
to  Captain  Hall,  of  the  Resoltttion^ 
whose  conduct  in  putting  back  to  an 
English  port  uinler  the  circumstances 
w^as,  he  contended,  perfectly  justified  and 
ought  not  to  have  been  called  in  question, 
especially  by  the  late  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty,  The  captain  of  a  vessel 
JjjmI  always  a  discretion  in  commanding 
it,  and  the  exercise  of  that  discretion 
onglit  not  to  be  called  in  question 
without  some  very  good  cause.  In  re- 
gard to  the  personnel  of  the  Navy, 
naval  officers  were  greatly  exercised  at 
the  present  time  as  to  how  tbey  were 
going  to  find  men  to  man  the  ships 
now  in  course  of  coastruction.  On  all 
hunda  he  licard  that  the  Admiralty  were 
at  their  wit's  end  to  man  even  ships  at 
present  being  placed  in  commission.  The 
officials  at  the  Admiralty  were  no 
doubt  judges  in  that  matter,  but 
naval  men  outside  were  not  bad 
judges  of  the  necessities  of  the  case*  A 
distinguished  officer  had  told  him  that  day 
that  on  one  occasion  be  had  asked  permis- 
sion toman  his  own  ship  in  his  own  way, 
and  he  recruited  300  of  the  best  Scotch 
fishermen  on  the  coast  that  be  could  get. 
Those  were  the  men  they  ought  to  get 
hold  of  to  put  into  the  Second  Class 
Reserve,  but  they  did  not  ofi'cr  them  any 
ftttraetlon.  This  was  for  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  to  make  a  note  of.  It  was 
the  opinion  of  a  man  who  knew  what  he 
was  talking  about,  Tbey  did  not  offer 
enough  inducement  to  enrol  these  men 
in  the  Second  Class  Reserve,  They 
were  splendid  men.  They  did  not  want 
men  to  go  aloft^  but  tbey  did  want  men 
with    their    sea    legs    and    with    some 
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nautical  instincts,  who  eonld  handle  ropes 
and  understand  steering.  Thej  were  as 
strong  as  giants  and  had  a  splendid 
fighting  spirit  in  them,  and  they  only 
wanted  a  little  training.  This  gallant 
Admiral  he  was  speaking  of  got  300  of 
these  men,  and,  having  got  them,  the 
Admiralty  stole  them  from  him  after- 
wards. But  the  gallant  Admiral  was 
one  too  many  for  the  Admiralty.  He 
met  the  ship  in  the  Downs  which  had 
these  men  on  board,  and,  being  senior 
officer  of  the  two  ships,  gave  a  written 
order  to  deliver  100  men  at  once,  and  got 
them.  This  was  an  interesting  anecdote, 
and  the  point  was  that  there  was  a  large  re- 
serve of  men  on  the  coast  of  Scotland,  and 
they  had  not  got  hold  of  half  the  number 
of  men  they  ought  to  have.  The  Second 
Class  Reserve  was  not  up  to  the 
standard  of  the  Scotch  fishermen.  He 
was  sure  his  gallant  friend  who  had 
pressed  this  on  him  so  strongly  was  on 
the  right  tack.  They  ought  to  do  more 
to  get  hold  of  these  Scotch  fishermen. 
They  would  be  most  valuable  when 
trained,  as  they  possessed  all  the  neces- 
sary requisites  except  trial  at  the  guns, 
and  they  would  be  amenable  to  disci- 
pline in  a  very  short  time.  But  they  did 
not  give  a  large  enough  retaining  fee. 
The  First  Class  Reserve  men  had  a  very 
fair  fee  and  pension  ;  the  Second  Class 
fee  was  a  thing  not  worth  mentioning. 
Some  remarks  bad  been  made  about  the 
alterations  of  the  Service,  and  this  was  a 
case  in  which  he  thought  attention  was 
wanted.  He  was  certain  they  wanted 
more  men  than  they  had,  and  here  was  a 
way  to  obttiin  them.  He  then  wished  to 
draw  attention  to  the  Naval  Ordnance 
Vote.  Allusion  had  been  made  in  the 
Debate  by  various  speakers,  especially  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Belfast,  about 
arming  our  cruisers  with  machine  guns. 
In  the  Vote  they  had  £356,000  put  down 
for  guns  of  various  classes,  of  which  558 
were  quick-firing  guns,  but  they  were 
not  described,  as  far  as  he  could  see. 
There  was  a  quick-firing  gun  now  of 
such  great  importance,  that  he  hoped  the 
Admiralty  would  not  give  an  order  for 
any  more  Hotchkiss  quick -firing  guns 
until  experiments  were  carried  out  in 
these  new  37  millimetre  Maxim  guns, 
and  were  reported  on  by  experts.  All 
officers  were  of  the  opinion  that  torpedo- 
boat  destroyers  ought  to  be  armed  with 

Admiral  Field 


the  very  best  machine  guns  they  could 
find.  The  way  to  destroy  torpedo-boats 
would  be  to  hail  and  rain  shot 
and  shell  on  them.  One  of  these 
guns  was  tried  in  Russia  recently  against 
five  Hotchkiss  guns,  each  gun  being 
manned  with  three  men  only.  They  were 
tried  in  a  gunboat  steaming  full  speed 
past  a  torpedo,  and  the  Russian 
Naval  Technical  Committee  reported  the 
fact  that  one  Maxim  gun  with  three 
men,  both  in  rapidity  of  fire  and  effect, 
was  superior  to  the  five  Hotchkiss  guns. 
He  had  no  interest  in  the  Hotchkiss  or 
any  other  gun,  but  he  wanted  the  Admi- 
ralty to  take  care  that  they  were  not 
supplying  the  Hotchkiss  gun  until  the 
experts  had  reported  on  the  new  one. 
Naval  men  were  all  agreed  that  the  only 
way  to  repel  torpedo  attacks  at  night 
with  certainty  was  with  these  Maxim 
guns.  Nothing  could  live  under  them. 
They  had  all  heard  of  the  performances 
of  the  Maxim  gun  in  South  Africa.  He 
next  called  attention  to  a  gun  at  Fort- 
land  which  was  not  mentioned,  though  he 
had  been  promised  that  a  sum  of  mon^ 
would  be  put  down  in  the  Vote  for  the 
mounting  of  the  gun.  Bat  he  did 
not  see  it  down.  He  wanted  to  say 
a  final  word  about  a  matter  which  was 
very  dear  to  his  soul.  The  Hartington 
Commission  in  Clause  36  recommended 
that  through  the  great  mass  of  business 
which  came  under  the  Naval  Lords,  and 
the  whole  of  which  could  not  possibly 
receive  their  full  personal  attention,  it 
appeared  to  them  that  the  absence  of  the 
naval  assistants  to  the  Lords  of  the  Ad- 
miralty might  account  for  some  of  theevils 
which  Sir  Geoffrey  Hornby  and  others- 
considered  to  exist.  They  further,  in 
Section  39,  considered  that  it  would  be 
of  advantage  that  each  member  of  the 
Board  were  required  to  prepare  annual 
Reports  of  the  condition  and  working  of 
the  Apprentice  Service  placed  under  hia 
immediate  control.  That  was  what  they 
wanted.  That  was  what  the  Committee 
upstairs  asked,  and  what  they  had  never 
had.  This  practice  would  tend  to  mark 
that  individual  responsibility  for  adminis* 
tration  of  well-defined  duties  which  they 
desired  to  enforce.  They  should  get 
that  brought  before  the  Board,  and  ask 
I  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  to  act 
I  upon  it.  It  was  the  Report  of  ^e 
Royal   Commission    in  a  strong  retem- 


\ 


Supply — Na  ry 


{10  April  1894}  Estimates,  1S94-S. 


9S 


raeadatioa   that    that    policy   shoittd    be 
carried  oat.     They    recoiii mended    eUe- 
where  that  naval  ag^istaDts    should    bo 
given  to  the  Naval  Lords.      Sir  Anthoiij 
Hoskiua,  Id  his  evidenc3e  before  the  Com- 
mittee upstairs  ou  the  Navy  EstlmateB, 
«aid   be  was  satisfied  with   the    present 
system  of  administration   of  the   Adrai- 
lly  as  a  Board,  though  he  did   not  say 
was  perfect,    but    be    csonsidered    it 
wered  all  pur  ponies.      He  could    not 
it   any  infiprovementp  except    that 
Naval  Lord   should  have  a  naval 
istaat,  and  this  would   then   meet   all 
reqairemettt^.      Why  could  not  tbey  get 
these  naval  assistants  ?  Every  year  nearly 
he  bad   asked  for  them,  and  they  were 
aaked  for  by  the  Commission,  but  tbey 
could  not  get  them.     Tbey  recommended, 
as  an  additional  reason  for  these  naval  assis- 
taot.s  to  the  Naval  Lords,  that  it  would  be 
giving  the  younger  officers  of  the  Service, 
who  might  some  day  occupy  tliese  great 
posts  of  responsibility,  most  valuable  ex  * 
perience  for  future  use,  and  they  would 
be  able  to  relieve  their  naval  chiefs  of  a 
I       great  deal  of  the  detail  work  of  an  inferior 
■^liod  which  they  coitid  do  just  as  well  as 
^Bheir  chiefs.     It  appeared  from  this  Re- 
^Bort,  also,  that  the  First  Sea  Lord  bud 
^IBot  sufficient  time  at  bis  disposal,  but  the 
f      Service  did  not  wish  to  see  him  relieved 
^€il  his  ailministrative  duties,  because  he 
^Brould  lose  touch  with  the  Service.    But 
^Vhey  did  feel  that  if  this  recommendation 
of   the    Commission    was    acted  upon  it 
j       would  be  an  enormous  advantage  to  the 
iiervice.     It  would  cost  little  or  nothing 
^^^p  the  country,  because  there  were  many 
^Hfilcers  DOW   serving   on    half-pay  who, 
^if   put   in    this    position,  would    be    of 
enormous   service   to   their   naval  chiefs, 
j       and  they  would  be  doing  good  and  making 
excellent   preparation    for   some    future 
time.    What  Sir  Geoffrey  Hornby  wanted 
was  to   see   more  naval  men  in  the  Ad- 
miralty.    He  ventured  to  urge  this  not 
^^ioDg  ago  in  the  Press,  and  nrged  it  then 
^hrith  all  respect  before  the  Committee.  He 
^^Boped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
^^pot  forget   this  point  and  the  others  he 
^^lad  pressed   upon    him.     He    hoped    he 
would  follow  the  good  example  set  by  the 
Secretary   of   State   for   War  wlien    the 
Army    Estimates  were  under  discussion. 
Someone  complained  of  grievances  of  the 
Volunt-eer  Force,  and    the    Secretary  of 
State  for  War  immediately  said  he  would 
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grant  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
grievances.  Would  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  same  amialde 
gpirtt  grant  a  Committee  to  consider 
the  various  grieviinces  which  had  been 
put  before  him  and  the  Civil  Lord  on 
former  occasions  and  again  on  tliat  nightP 
They  \\qa\  dealt  with  the  dockyanlers 
because  they  could  concentrate  their 
political  power,  but  they  did  not 
pay  attention  to  the  grievances  of 
seamen  and  stokers  because  tbey  were 
dispersed  all  over  the  globe  and  could 
not  concentrate  their  political  power. 
He  was  afraid  he  had  trespassed  rather 
long  upon  the  time  of  the  Committee^ 
but  the  time  he  bad  taken  was  not  too 
long  for  an  important  discussion.  On* 
the  previous  day  tbey  bnd  the  House 
crammed  to  sulfQcatioo  over  a  question  of 
minor  importance,  but  it  was  a  curious 
thing  that  when  the  great  naval  power 
of  England  was  under  discussion  they 
btid  comparatively  empty  Benche'*. 

'  SiH  E.  HARLAND  (Belfast,  N.) 
wished  to  draw  attention  to  the  fact  that 
when  this  Vote  was  before  the  Committee 
before,  the  right  bon.  Baron ot  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  and  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  rather  sprang  a  statement  upon  the 
House  to  the  effect  that  they  bad  deter- 
mined upon  introducing  the  eight  hours 
system  into  the  naval  dockyards  and  into 
the  arsenals*  He  did  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  when  it  was  examined  by  the 
country  it  would  be  looked  upon  as  a 
far  more  important  question  than  at  the 
moment  it  might  have  struck  the  House. 
He  thought  it  was  only  to  be  expecteil 
that  certain  parties  throughout  the 
country  would  immediately  take  the 
opportunity  of  endeavouring  to  follow 
that  example  as  far  as  they  pOMsibly 
could.  He  would  put  a  few  figures 
before  the  Committee  to  give  an  idea  to 
what  extent  the  eight  hours  system 
would  affect  the  commercial  interests  of 
this  country  compared  with  the  previous 
nine  hours  system.  In  the  first  place, 
it  was  a  most  gratuitous  act  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  introduce  the  eight 
hours  system.  From  the  representa- 
tions made  by  some  hon.  Members  re- 
presenting dockyards,  amongst  all  the 
grievaQces  he  was   not    aware  that  the 
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putting  the  Navy  in  the  same  position  as 
the  Anny  in  regard  to  the  warrant 
oflRcers,  and  he  trusted  they  would  now 
see  their  way  to  accede  to  the  urgent 
appeal  which  was  made  on  behalf  of  this 
class  of  men. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  I  think  the  Committee 
will  feel  we  are  discussing  this  most  im- 
portant subject  this  evening  under  some 
disadvantages,  disadvantages  which 
naturally  attach  to  a  position  of  affairs, 
and  for  which  I  am  not  disposed  to  hold 
the  Government  entirely  responsible.  It 
is  a  misfortune,  to  a  certain  extent,  that 
it  is  so  difficult  to  be  able  to  have  one 
consecutive  discussion  in  regard  to  naval 
affairs,  taking  the  subjects  in  order  and 
keeping  them  together.  We  have  had  a 
most  interesting  Debate  this  evening. 
Occasionally  it  has  turned  upon  men, 
occasionally  on  the  shipbuilding  pro- 
gramme, and  occasionally  on  finance,  and 
it  is  somewhat  difficult  to  arrive  at  what 
may  be  the  general  feeling  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  any  particular  subject.  I  think 
it  would  be  better  if  we  could  discuss  a 
larger  number  of  subjects  with  the 
Speaker  in  the  Chair ;  but  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  will  remember  that 
an  appeal  was  made  to  us  that  it  was  in- 
dispensable to  finish  the  financial  matters 
connected  with  the  Navy  by  a  given  day, 
and  therefore  we  fell  in  with  the  view  of 
the  Government  that  the  Speaker  should 
leave  the  Chair  without  any  further  dis- 
cussion. But  I  think  it  has  somewhat 
damaged  the  possibility  of  keeping  the 
subjects  as  much  together  as  could  be 
desired.  There  is  another  disadvantage 
under  which  we  have  laboured  to-night 
— ^namely,  the  necessary  absence  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — an  absence 
which  we  all  deplore  knowing  the  cause 
to  which  alone  it  is  due.  In  his  absence 
it  would  have  been  difficult  to  open  up 
some  of  those  questions  connected 
with  finance  which  are  so  extremely 
important  looking  at  the  general 
programme.  We  have  a  programme  now 
before  the  Committee  which  I  believe  it 
would  be  easy  to  prove  is  a  programme 
as  large  as  the  programme  of  the  Naval 
Defence  Act  ;  but  we  have  not  yet  been 
honoured  with  any  statement  of  the  total 
expenditure  that  will  be  incurred,  and  it 
will    be  our  duty  to  elicit   some   more 
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positive  declaration  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government  as  to  the  future  expense 
which  will  be  incurred.  We  do  not  wish 
to  know  the  particular  expenditure  on 
any  particular  ship,  but  we  want  to  have 
some  general  idea  as  to  the  progress  of 
expenditure  during  the  next  few  years,  a 
knowledge  which  is  absolutely  indispen- 
sable to  this  House  if  we  are  to  form  any 
judgment  of  the  Budget  of  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer.  I  think  it  will  be 
our  duty,  and  probably  that  of  others,  to 
discuss  this  arrangement  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  and  to  contrast  it  with 
those  conditions  of  execution  which  we 
believe  to  be  essential  to  carrying  out  the 
plan  and  which  we  embodied  in  the 
Naval  Defence  Act,  and  I  am  sure  the 
Government  will  not  think  it  unreason- 
able if,  in  the  absence  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  I  defer  my  remarks 
upon  the  financial  question.  I  think  it 
would  be  unjust  if  I  endeavoured  to  open 
up  such  a  wide  field  of  discussion  to 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  have  to  reply  ;  but  there  are  one 
or  two  points  outside  finance  which  I 
would  lay  before  the  House  in  the  few 
minutes  remaining  to  me.  For  my  own 
part,  I  am  certainly  disposed  to  congratn- 
late  the  Government  on  the  fact  that 
they  have  submitted  to  the  House  large 
proposals  which  we  hope  further  explana- 
tion may  prove  to  be  adequate  to  the 
situation,  and  I  am  sure  there  is  a  general 
disposition  on  this  side  of  the  House  to 
import  only  a  minimum  of  Party  con- 
troversy into  the  Debates.  But  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  must  remember 
that  if  there  is  to  be  an  absence  of  Party 
controversy,  which  for  my  part  I  most 
earnestly  desire,  no  Party  capital  is 
to  be  made  out  of  the  Navy  out- 
side the  House.  There  have  been 
strong  remarks  made  outside  the  House, 
and  a  controversial  tone  has  been  intro- 
duced outside  the  House  by  some  Mem- 
bers of  Her  Majesty's  Government — the 
Home  Secretary  and  the  Civil  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty — but  I  hope  that  in  the 
continuance  of  these  discussions  it  will 
be  possible  to  discuss  the  programme  and 
the  means  of  carrying  it  out  without 
any  resort  to  Party  controversy.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  is  not  only  to  be 
congratulated  on  the  fact  of  their  pro- 
gramme, but  also  upon  some  of  the  cir- 
cumstances  which   they   have   in   their 
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favour,  I  am  not  only  glad  for  the  sake 
jOf  the  cotJutry  that  this  ilistiiict  advauee 
fc  to  be  made  hi  the  iiuciiber  of  6hi|>rt, 
There  \^  another  cireuniBtuiicc  on  which 
1  congnituhite  the  Government,  the 
House,  and  the  piihrie,  aiul  that  ie  the  re- 

Imnrkahle  nniininiity  with  which  the  pro- 
|K>3aIs   of  the   Government,   indeiieiident 
if   details,    have    been    received    in   the 
;Honae   of    Comnioiig,      I    believe    that 
^nanlmity  is   worth  a  good   many   iron- 
rUmIs.      There   may    have   been    certain 
lection.^  in  the  country,   who,  no   doubt 
from   conscientious  motives,  have  rather 
put  forward   the   view    tb«t    there    were 
»iilarmigt£4  in  the  country  who  were  fore  in  j[;j 
nuvat  expentlitnre  for  other   than  essen- 
tial reasons  ;  but  that  view  nuist  he  dis- 
carded  now  for  good.     It  li^   strong  evi- 
dence   which   we    ar<_^   able    tn    give    to 
foreign  countries  that  praetirally  we  are 
onanimous  in  our  determination   and  our 
de«ire  to  push  shipludlding   up    to    that 
int.     It  will  show  that  we  are  depen- 
it  ou  no  entangling  alliances,  that   wo 
not  dependent   on   the    di  secret  ion    of 
iDv  otiier  Power  :   but  we  are  ready  for 
ftvery  occasion  which   may  ari^e.      It  it* 
ible  that   t^ome  disappointmeiit  may 
be  felt  by  thone  who  provide  tbe  sinews 
of  war  that  there  i^s  so  nincb  did'erenceof 
opinion  as  to  the  ships  which   should   be 
built  and  as  to  whether   the  expenditure 
wii^o  or  not.     It  i^  a  most  dishearten- 
ing circumstance  that  every  successive 
Board   ui    Admiralty    i»    never   able  to 
pee u re  a  fair  consensus  of  opinion  either 
from  exj>ertrt  or  naval  officers.     My  hon. 
and   gallant   Friend  who   Hpoke    a    few 
minute)?  ago  is  perfectly  acquainted  with 
that.        Ue      said     the     naval     oflicers 
agree     to     differ.       Well,    among     the 
most  able    of   tlie  Lords  of  the    Admi- 
mlty      are     some     of     the     very     best  1 
naval   officers.     My    hon.    and    gallant 
Friend  appeared  to  speiik  as  if  the  official 
aletoeni  was  a  uon-uavul  element,  Snrely 
that  is    anjnst  to  the    Lords  of  the  Ad- 
miralty.    I    wa.i  at    the    Admiralty    for 
time,    and    I    remcjuber    well  the 
rs  by  whom  1  was  advised.       There 
no  one  who  gave  me  more  constant 
ftilviee    than  the   late   lamented  Admiral 
Tjrow,  whose  loss  we  all  deplore.       He 
nr&ii  constantly    at  my    side.      He    was 
from      contact    with    the    junior 
OS  of  the  Service,  and  he  was  able 
tfJ  represent  their  views  to  me.     On  tlie 


other  side  there  was  Sir  A.  Mihie  and 
Aduiind  Beanchamp  Seymour  —  all 
thoroughly  knowing  what  was  wanted* 
I  must  not  go  into  more  names  or  I 
might  omit  some.  I  congratulate  tbe 
Government  on  the  officers  whom  they 
now  have  as  their  advisers.  I  admit  that 
when  I  was  at  the  Admiralty  it  was  one 
of  the  moat  extniordinarily  anxious 
matters  to  be  aide  to  discriminate  be- 
tween the  views  of  different  schoola  of 
naval  officers.  My  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  behind  me  said  he  had  never 
known  any  lyival  officer  who  bad  re- 
commended the  low  freeboard  system. 
[Commander  BtrritELJ.  :  No,  no!]  I  so 
understood  him  ;  but  this  system  was 
reportetl  upon  l»y  a  Commission  com- 
posed of  representatives  of  naval  officers 
and  scientific  men,  and  that  Report  was 
signed^  amongst  others,  by  Admiral 
Horn  by.  It  was  said  by  naval  officers 
that  half  the  mouey  was  misspent^  and 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Belfast 
(Mr.  WolC),  himself  a  great  sltipbuilder, 
said  that  many  millions  had  been  badly 
spent.  I  make  these  remarks  because, 
notwithstanding  all  that  has  been  said  of 
the  ditleronces  which  exist  between 
estperts  and  naval  officers,  when  we  come 
to  look  at  the  matter  in  a  practical  way 
we  know  that  we  have  ships  that»  with 
all  their  iaultSj  are  competent  to  meet 
the  ships  of  other  countries. 
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It  Wing  Midnight, 
the  Chan*  to  make 
House, 

Com  m  i  t  tee  re  port 
a  strain  To-morrow. 


the  Chairman 
his  report    to 
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MERCHANT  SHIPPING    BILK— (No.  182.) 
SECOND    KEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Tfie  president  op  tre  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  MrxoELLA,  SheffiehU 
Bright«ide)  :  I  beg  to  move  the  Seeond 
Reading  of  this  Bill.  It  is  precisely  the 
same  as  the  Bill  of  last  yeai*,  which  was 
interrupted  by  the  elo;*e  of  the  Session. 
It  is  purely  a  Consolidation  BilL  All 
parties  have  agreed  to  it — those  represent- 
ing the  shipping  interests,  as  well  as 
those  representing  tbe  sailors,  and  I, 
therefore,  hope  there  will  he  no  opposi- 
tion to  It. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^^That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
timer— {Mr.  Mundella.) 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale)  said,  he  did  not  intend  to 
oppose  the  Bill,  but  he  would  like  to  be 
assured  that  any  Amendments  in  the 
Bill  which  made  it  different  from  the  Bill 
of  1893  had  been  approved  of  by  the 
Joint  Committee  ;  also  that  the  Bill  was 
purely  a  Consolidation  Bill,  and  that 
nothing  had  been  introduced  into  it  which 
departed  from  the .  general  policy  of  the 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kjrk)  :  Speaking  on  behalf  of  a  large 
section  of  shipowners,  I  hope  the  House 
will  allow  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill.  It  is  a  Consolidation  Bill,  so  far  as 
it  is  possible  to  make  it.  It  is  clearly 
not  a  reform  of  the  Shipping  Laws, 
which  need  reform,  but  before  reform 
consolidation  is  necessary. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  It  is  not  a  Consolidation  Bill  ; 
it  is  far  more,  and  I  must  object  to  it. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  can  assure  the 
House  that  it  is  a  Consolidation  Bill. 
On  all  hands  it  is  desired  that  this  work, 
which  has  now  been  going  on  for  years, 
should  be  completed.  The  Bill  is  going 
to  the  same  Committee  as  last  year. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Is  it  not 
the  fact  that  the  Bill  creates  two  new 
felonies  ? 

Mr.  mundella  :  It  creates  no 
change  whatever  in  the  law. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  must 
object. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  I  believe  that 
no  one  would  have  been  more  anxious 
for  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  than 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  trust  he  will 
not  interrupt  the  work  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  that 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  really  gave 
him  an  assurance  that  the  Bill  was  a 
Consolidation  Bill,  aud  that  if  it  turned 
out  to  be  more  he  would  accept  Amend- 
ments limiting  it  to  consolidation,  he 
would  make  no  further  objection.  He 
had  read  the  Bill  carefully  ;  he  thought 
it  was  more  than  a  Consolidation  Bill, 
and  a  Bill  which  ought  to  be  discussed. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday. 


MOTION. 


M 


LAND  ACTS  (IRELAND). 
MOTION    FOR   A    SELECT    COMMITTEE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a  Select  Ck>mmittee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  and  report  upon  the  principles  and 
practice  of  the  Irish  Land  Commissioners  and 
County  Court  Judges  in  carrying  out  the  fair 
and  free  sale  provisions  of  -the  land  Acts  of 
1870,  1881,  and  1887,  and  of  the  Redemption 
of  I^ent  Act  of  1891,  atid  to  suggest  such  im- 
provements in  Law  or  practice  as  they  may 
deem  to  be  desirable."— (ifr.  J.  Morley  ) 

Mr.  BRODRICK  (Surrey,  Guildford) 
said,  he  should  like  to  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  was  willing  to  accept  the 
addition  to  the  terms  of  Reference  which 
he  had  put  on  the  Paper — namely,  in 
line  5,  after  "1891  "  to  insert, 

"  And  the  effect  upon  the  interests  of  tenant^ 
encumbrancers,  ana  landlords  respectively  in 
holdings  dealt  with  under  the  said  Acts.'* 

Unless  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
prepared  to  accept  that  extension  he  must 
oppose  the  Motion,  as,  in  his  opinion,  it 
was  necessary  that  the  Order  of  Refer- 
ence should  be  widened.  He  thought| 
also,  that  the  House  should  have  some 
statement  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  as  to  the  purview  of  the  Refer- 
ence— whether  it  was  intended  to  limit 
the  action  of  the  Committee  simply  to 
procedure,  or  whether  the  Committee 
would  have  the  power  to  inquire  afresh 
into  the  results  of  land  legislation  with 
regard  to  individual  rents  ?  The  matter 
was  of  great  complexity,  and  would 
practically  land  them  in  a  re-trial  of 
a  large  number  of  cases.  He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  accept  his 
Amendment,  and  unless  he  was  able  to 
do  so  they  must  ask  for  a  discussion, 
in  order  that  they  might  hear  fully  the 
objects  of  the  Government  in  appoint- 
ing the  Committee. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  do  not  think 
that  my  hon.  Friend,  or  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  sit  near  him,  have  any  reason 
to  complain  of  a  want  of  a  conciliatory 
spirit  having  been  shown  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  in  this  matter.  The 
hon.  Member  must  admit  that   I   have 


1 09         PlaceM  o/  Worship  { 1 0  ApiuL  1 894 } 

from  time  to  time  altered  the  form  of  this 
Reference  with  u  view  to  meeting  the 
objections— though  1  did  uot  tbiuk  therii 
well  founded — of  tire  hoo*  Member  aud 
others.  Tlie  Order  of  Reference,  as  it 
now  stands,  is^  in  ray  opinion,  not  at  all 
no  udeqiiate  description  of  the  inquiry^ 
which  I  think  all  Members  of  the  House 
who  understand  the  present  position  of  the 
Land  Question  in  Ireland  would  desire  to 
have.  I  understood  that  when  T  put  the 
Reference  on  the  Paper  in  the  form  in 
which  it  now  appears,  that  it  would  dis- 
pose finally  of  all  the  object  ions  which 
could  be  taken  to  tlie  appointment  of  this 
Committee.  The  word^  suggested  by 
the  hou.  Member  appear  to  mc  to  add 
nothing  to  the  value  of  the  Reference, 
nor  to  import  any  new  significance  into 
the  Order  of  Reference*  I  have  mo^lo  so 
iD&Dy  efforts  to  meet  objections  that  I 
find  myself  unable  to  go  auy  further  in 
way  of  assenting  to  the  iiddition  of 
wordi?  proposed.  The  hon»  Member 
that  a  full  statement  should  he  made 
the  broad  oliject  of  this  Committee, 
think  that  the  object  is  sufficiently  de- 
fined in  the  Order  of  Reference,  and  I 
jihould  be  wasting  the  time  of  the  House 
without  any  purpose  whatever  if  I 
entered  into  a  general  statement  of  the 
object  of  the  inquiry.  I  do  not  believe 
that  this  inquiry  m  the  form  in  which  it 
is  now  presented  to  the  House  is  objected 
(o  by  any  hon.  Member  opposite  except 
the  hon.  Member  himself ,  The  majority 
,  of  hou.  Members  from  Ireland  represent- 
ig  Irish  interests  of  every  kind  are  in 
vour  of  tlie  Reference  as  it  now  staudt*, 
I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will  with- 
Fdraw  his  objection  and  let  the  Committee 
get  to  work. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
■aid,  he  would  like  to  point  out  that  on 
Thursday  last  he  had  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  a  question  on  this  point.  The 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  rose  aud  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  confine  the  Refer- 
^jenc©  to  the  first  portion,  and  stated  that 
that  were  done  it  would  meet  with  the 
ftpprobntion  of  all  Parties  in  the  House, 
^d  that  the  Chief  Secretary  might  get 
work  after  that  as  soon  as  he  chose. 
Chief  Secretary,  on  consideration, 
ended  the  Reference  in  that  direction, 
nd  it  uow  carried  out  what   the  Leader 
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of  the  Opposition  desired  on  Thuriday 
last.  He  could  not  see  that  if  the  words 
of  the  hon.  Member  were  adde<l  to  the 
Reference  ranch  would  be  gained,  especi- 
ally as  his  object  could  be  attained  by  the 
Reference  as  it  stood.  No  Irish  Mem- 
Ijcr  opposed  the  Committee  or  the  form 
of  Reference — the  opi:it)sitiou  to  the  Re- 
ference had  been  entirely  left  in  the 
hands  of  English  Members — ^and  he 
ihongbt  the  hon.  Geutleraan  ought  to 
allow  the  Committee  to  get  to  work  on 
this  matter  which  had  excited  great 
interest  in  Ireland. 

Mk.  BRODRICK  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  fonseot  to 
move  the  Reference  on  Thursday  insteail 
of  that  evening,  so  that  an  etTort  might 
be  made  to  come  to  some  arrangement 
by  that  time  ?  The  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition could  not  attend  that  night. 

Mil.  J.  MORLE Y  :  The  Leader  of  the 
(JppoHttion  has  already  stated  his  view. 
1  cannot  see  thai  anything  is  to  begaiued 
by  further  delay  until  Thursday,  and 
therefore  I  cannot  assent  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  request. 

Mu.  BRODRICK  :  I  object. 

Motion  postponed  till  Thursday. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY, 

PLACES  OF  WORSHIP  (SITES)  BILL. 

(No.  J>0.) 

SECOND    REAUfNG. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

♦Mr.  J,  E.  ELLIS  (Nottiugham, 
Rnshclitfe),  iu  movhig  the  Second  lieAd- 
iug  of  the  Bill,  said,  it  had  receiveil  the 
assent  of  the  present  Lemler  of  the 
Opposition,  when  leaving  the  House 
iu  1892.  Last  year  it  hmd  passed 
through  all  its  stages  in  the  Commons, 
nnd  had  gone  up  to  the  Lords. 
They  had  not  had  time  last  Session  to 
deal  in  the  Commons  with  the  Lords' 
Amendments,  but  he  was  able  to  gay 
that  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  eo  desired 
to  meet  all  objections  that  they  had  in- 
corporated iu  the  Bill  a  large  number  of 
the  Lords'  Amendments.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  no  objection  wouhl  be 
raised  to  the  Bill,  but  that  it  would  be 
allowed  to  go  to  the  Stouding  Committee 
on  Law,  before  which  it  would  be 
thoroughly  examined. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (JIfr.  J.  E.  Ellis.) 

The  Marquess  of  CARMARTHEN 
(Lambeth,  Brixton)  said,  that  the  pre- 
vious evening  the  hon.  Member  for 
Rushcliffe  had  voted  with  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  withdrawal  of  the  whole 

time  of  private  Members  this  Session 

♦Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS:  Not  the  whole 
time.  There  are  Wednesdays  and  Fri- 
day evenings  for  unofficial  Members. 

The  Marquess  of  CARMARTHEN 
said  that,  under  the  circumstances,  no  ex- 
ceptional advantage  should  be  given  to 
anybody,  and  he  therefore  objected  to 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Tuesday 
next. 

LOCAL   GOVERNMENT  (IRELAITD)  PRO- 
VISIONAL    ORDER    (No.    3)  BILL. 

(No.  116.) 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

LAW    LIBRARY,    FOUR    COURTS 
(IRELAND)  BILL.— (No.  131.) 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
Thursday. 


MARGARINE    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  H.  Plunkett,  Bill  to 
amend  **  The  Margarine  Act,  1887,"  and  "  The 
Sale  of  Food  and  Drags  Act,  1875,"  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  H.  Plunkett,  Mr.  Amold- 
'Forster,  Mr.  J.  Redmond,  Sir  R.  Paget,  Mr. 
Barton,  and  Mr.  Maurice  Healy. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  152.] 

ADVERTISEMENT  REGULATION  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Boulnois,  Bill  to  enable 
County  Councils  to  make  bye-laws  with  respect 
^  to  Advertisements,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Boulnois,  Sir  E.  Clarke,  Mr.  Oaine,  Mr. 
Darling,  Mr.  Benson,  Mr.  Amold-Forster,  Mr. 
Smith-Barry,  and  Mr.  Vicary  Gibbs. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  153.] 

CROWN    LANDS    BILL. — (nO.    4.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  to  a 
Select  Committee  of  Seven  Members,  Four  to 
be  nominated  by  the  House  and  Three  by  the 
Committee  of  Selection. 

Ordered,  That  all  Petitions  against  the 
Bill  presented  Three  clear  days  before  the 
«  meeting  of  the  Committee  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  ;  that  the  Petitioners 
praying  to  be  heard  by  themselves,  their 
tk>nnsel,  or  Agents,  be  heard  against  the  Bill, 
and  Counsel  heard  in  support  of  the  Bill. 


*  Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quorum.— (i9fr 
J.  T.  Hihhert.) 

CHARITY    COMMISSION. 

The  Select  Committee  on  the  Charity  Com- 
mission was  nominated  of, — Mr.  Egerton  Allen, 
Mr.  Griffith-Boscawen,  Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings,  Mr. 
Donald  Crawford,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis,  Mr.  Freeman- 
Mitford,  Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.  Lawson, 
Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther,  Mr.  Oldroyd,  Sir  S.  North- 
cote,  Mr.  Gecn^  Russell,  Sir  A.  Scoble,  Mr. 
Strachey,  and  Mr.  Wickham. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum.— (Jtfr. 
r.  E,  MIU,) 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  ACT,  1888 
(LONDON.) 
Copy  presented, — of  Order  of  the 
County  Council  of  London  for  trans- 
ferring parts  of  the  United  Parishes  of 
Saint  Giles-in-the-Fields  and  Saint 
George,  Bloomsbury,  and  of  Saint 
Andrew,  Holborn-above-Bars,  united 
with  Saint  George  the  Martyr,  to  the 
Parish  of  Saint  Pancras  [by  Act]  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

AGRICULTURE  (ROYAL  COMMISSION) 
(SCOTLAND.) 
Copy  presented,— of  Report  by  Mr, 
James  Hope  (Assistant  Commissioner) 
on  the  Counties  of  Perth,  Fife,  Forfar, 
and  Aberdeen  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

COLONIAL  REPORTS  (ANNUAL) 
(VICTORIA.) 
Copy  'presented, — of    Digest  of    the 
Statistics  (Victoria)  for  1892  [by  Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SUPERANNUATION. 

Copy  ordered,  "  of  Treasury  Minute, 
dated  the  6  th  day  of  April  1894,  relating 
to  the  claims  to  pension  of  persons 
appointed  to  the  clerical  establishment 
of  the  Registry  of  Deeds,  Ireland, 
between  the  19tb  day  of  April  1859  and 
the  1st  day  of  January  1865." — {Sir 
J.  T.  Hibbert.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No. 
64.] 

iHouse  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 
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g-0  USE      OF     COMMONS^ 
^^^Vedntsday,  1 1th  April  1894, 

nr/  ^ 

CHARIKG  CItOSS,   KrSTON.  AND  HAMP- 
STEAD  RAILWAY  BILL. 

^  SECOND    HEADING* 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read, 

LHotioii  made,  ai^d  Question  proposed, 
Lbat  the  Bill  l>e   now    read    a    second 

Ir«  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  objected, 
big   and    another    Bill  were    not  down 
m  Order,'*  and  he  presumed,  tberefore^ 
I  it  was  open  to  any  Member  to  objeut. 
1r.    speaker  ■     Does    tbe    bon. 
leniber  object  ?     As  a  niiUTer  of  fact,  I 
derHaiid  tbere  \^  no  objection. 
FMr,  T.  VV.   RUSSELL   (Tyrone,  8.) 
said,  that  if  there  was  to  be  any  lenijjtb- 
^M/in\  Debate  on   Private  Business  to-day 
^A  wo u  Id  c  e  r  t4i  i  n  I  y  o I  > jet* t . 
^^Mr.   speaker   Haid,  it  wan  under- 
itood    that    there    was    not    to   be  any 
lenprtbenetl   Debate, 

MR..T.  VV,   RUSSELL;    Then    I   do 
pC  object. 

iHotiou  agreed  to. 
Bill   read   a   second    time,   and   com* 


PtJTHWAEK   AKD  VAUXHALL   VVATEK 
BILL. 
SECOND    UEADIN(,. 

I  Order  for  Second  Reading  read, 

lotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
fte," 

im  F.  DIXON  .  IIARTLAND 
liddlesex,  Uxbridgo)  opposed  the 
Motion. 
mMR.  BULTLNOIS  (Marylebone,  E.) 
|Hd,  be  would  a^k  leave  to  withdraw 
™au6ti  13  of  ibo  Bill,  which  gave  power 
to  take  additional  water  from  the 
Th&mee,  and  it  would  be  underetood 
%tf  uader  the  pressure  of  the  repreaen- 
iioas  made  by  tlie  London  Connty 
mcil  and  tbe  Thames  Conservancy, 
clause  bad  been  withdrawn. 

rOL,  XXIIL    [fOCRTH     SERtESj 


Sir  F.  DIXUN-HARTLAND  said, 
that  if  the  clause  was  withdrawn  be 
woidd  withdraw  his  opposition. 

Mr.  rL  STUART  (Sboroditch,  Hox- 
ton)  said  that,  on  the  understanding  that 
the  clause  which  provided  taking  water 
from  the  Thames  was  withdrawn,  he 
would  not  at  this  stage  otter  any  objec- 
tion to  the  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  seco;;d  time,  and  committed, 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 

LAND  TENURE  ClRELAND)  BILL. 
(No.     7.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mk.  KILBRIDE  (Kerry,  S.),  in 
moving  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill, 
said,  the  Bill  which  he  luol  the  honour 
to  move  laid  down  no  new  doctrine  and 
eruinciatcd  no  new  jinnciple  with  regard 
to  the  tenure  of  liuul  in  Ireland.  It  was 
11.  Bill  simple  in  its  character  and  tlesigned 
to  give  eflbct  to  the  ititcntions  of  Parlin- 
ment  wdion  it  passed  the  Lund  Act  of 
lH8t  and  tbe  subset] ncnt  Acts  dealing 
with  the  Irish  Land  Laws.  It  would  be 
found,  he  hoped,  to  Ijo  a  non -contentions 
measure.  Just  and  equitable  in  its  pro- 
visions, be  trusted  it  would  meet  with 
the  support  of  every  fair*minded  man  in 
that  House  who  desired  to  see  that  the 
Land  Laws  of  Ireland  shonld  have  a 
fair  chance  in  liually  settling  tbe  Irish 
Land  Question.  The  Laud  Act  of  1881 
provided  that  a  tenant  shouhl  not  be 
charged  rent  on  bis  own  improvements 
or  those  of  his  predecessor  in  title.  Had 
this  provision  been  carried  out  in  the 
spirit  and  intention  of  Parliament  tbe 
Land  Question  in  Ireland  would  have 
been  practically  settled  now.  But  what 
happened  in  the  celebrated  ease  of 
"Adams  i^  Dnnseath  ?''  The  majority 
of  the  Court  held  that  20  years'  quiet 
enjoyment  was  full  compensation  to  the 
tenant  for  his  improvements.  The  effect 
of  that  Wiis  that  the  vast  and  over- 
whelming majority  of  tenants  who  had 
fair  rents  fixed  felt  that  justice  had  not 
been  done  them.  Especially  was  that  ho 
in  Ulater.  The  tenants  of  that  Province, 
under  the  partial  security  of  the  Leister 
custom,   were    encouraged    to    improve 
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their  holdings.  Where  that  custom 
prevailed  \n  its  entirety  the  tenant 
realised  the  full  value  of  his  im- 
provements by  the  sale  of  his  tenant 
right,  but  the  desire  of  the  tenant  was 
to  retain  possession  ;  and,  in  that  case, 
what  he  looked  to  was  the  quiet  enjoy- 
ment of  his  holding  at  a  fair  rent.  Had 
he  attained  that  object  ?  It  was  a 
notorious  fact  that  he  had  not.  It  was 
the  practice  of  the  Courts  when  fixing 
a  fair  rent  to  hold  that  all  improvements 
made  on  the  holdings  previous  to  20 
years  before  the  date  of  the  originating 
notice  were  the  property  of  the 
landlord,  and  should  be  taken  into 
account  on  behalf  of  the  landlord  when 
fixing  the  fair  rent.  Let  him  illustrate 
his  meaning.  On  the  passing  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1881  a  tenant  gave  notice 
to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed.  In  evidence 
in  the  case  it  was  proved  that  consider- 
able improvements  were  effected  subse- 
quent to  1861,  20  years  previous  to  the 
passing  of  the  Act.  When  the  case  was 
being  heard  in  Court  the  tenant  got  the 
benefit  of  those  improvements,  or,  at 
least,  was  supposed  to  get  the  benefit  of 
them  in  the  fixing  of  his  rent.  Let 
them  take  the  case  of  the  holding  of  a 
farmer  immediately  alongside  this  man, 
but  whose  improvements  were  made 
previous  to  the  year  1861,  whose  im- 
provements had  been  completed  in  the 
year  1860.  What  was  the  procedure  of 
the  Court  in  this  case  ?  It  was  the 
second  case  that  the  Court  had 
no  objection  in  the  matter  under 
the  decision  of  the  case  "Adams  r. 
Dunseath,"  in  which  it  was  held  that 
those  improvements,  although  made  by 
the  tenant,  were  the  property  of  the 
landlord,  and  should  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration in  the  fixing  of  a  fair  rent. 
That  practice  was  known  all  over 
Ireland,  North  and  South,  as  the  con- 
fiscation of  the  tenants'  improvements, 
and  the  present  Bill  was  intended  to  do 
away  with  that  gross  injustice  to  the 
tenant  farmers  of  Ireland.  The  Bill 
provided  that  20  years'  quiet  enjoyment 
was  not  to  be  held  by  the  Court  as  com- 
pensation for  improvements.  Improve- 
ments were  defined  as  anything  which 
increased  the  letting  value  of  a  holding, 
and  they  claimed  that  whatever  in- 
creased value  was  given  to  the  holding 
by  the  labour  of  the  tenant  or  by  his 
predecessors  in  title  either  in  drainage, 
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reclamation,  manure,  or  otherwise,  should 
be  held  to  be  the  property  of  the  tenant, 
and  that  no  rent  was  to  be  fixed  upon 
them.  The  Bill  also  provided  for  the 
presumption  that  the  improvements 
were  made  by  the  tenant.  No  doubt  he 
would  beasked  why  he  presumed  anything 
at  all  of  the  kind.  His  answer  would  be 
obvious  to  any  man  well  acquainted  with 
the  conditions  of  the  Irish  tenant-farmer. 
It  was  a  notorious  fact,  and  it  would  not 
be  denied  in  the  House,  that  in  nine  ca^es 
out  of  every  ten  that  had  come  before 
the  Land  Courts  it  had  been  proved  that 
the  tenant  had  made  the  whole  of  the 
improvements.  There  was  another  reason 
which  put  the  case  on  equitable  grounds, 
and  that  was  that  the  improvements 
ought  to  be  held  to  be  the  property  of 
the  tenant,  unless  the  contrary  was 
proved.  The  tenant-farmers,  as  a  rule, 
did  not  keep  a  very  accurate  account  of 
the  expenditure  on  their  holdings, 
whereas,  on  the  other  hand,  a  very 
careful  account  was  kept  in  the  estate 
office  of  the  landlord  of  any  expenditure 
made  by  the  landlord,  and  was  easily 
able  to  make  a  case  in  Court  in  the 
matter  of  his  expenditure  on  the  holding. 
Again,  this  Bill  was  designed  to  give 
effect  to  the  intentions  of  Parliament 
when  they  passed  the  Land  Act  of  1881, 
and  other  subsequent  Acts,  for  the  relief 
of  the  Irish  tenant-farmer.  One  of  the 
first  things  the  Bill  did  was  to  shorten  the 
statutory  term  and  make  it  practically 
one-half  of  the  existing  term  for  which 
judicial  rents  were  fixed,  and  he  might 
be  asked  why  did  he  make  such  a  pro- 
vision ?  It  had  been  found  that  no  man 
could  tell  in  the  present  condition  of 
foreign  competition  what  land  would  be 
worth  in  any  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom in  15  years  to  come.  The  friends 
of  the  tenants  of  Ireland  in  1879 
and  1880  were  telling  them  from 
public  platforms  that  foreign  competition 
would  ultimately  lower  the  agricultural 
value  of  land  so  much  in  Ireland  that  16 
years  was  too  long  a  term  for  the 
judicial  rent  to  run.  They  found 
that  since  1881  the  value  of  land 
produce  had  been  going  down  steadily. 
Any  man,  in  1879  or  1880,  who  was  a 
practical  farmer,  and  who  would  have 
said  publicly  that  in  1894  the  befit 
home-grown  beef  and  mutton  would  not 
produce  6d.  per  lb.,  would  have  been 
laughed  at.     Was  any  man  in  the  Hoase 
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able  to  say  tliat  in  15  years*  time  beef, 
luuttou,  aud  other  land  produce  would 
Dot  be  considerably  lower  tban  it  war*  at 
present.  Up  to  the  prewetit  practically 
they  bad  only  to  deal  with  conipeti- 
lion  from  America  ;  competition  from 
Australia  and  from  South  America 
had  not  yet  boon  developed.  In  the 
London  markets,  be  was  sorry  to  say, 
Australian  butter  was  sutcessfnlly  com- 
peting against  Irish  proditee.  They 
found  that  New  Zealantl  and  South 
American  mutton  had  practically  de- 
stroyed that  industry  in  Ireland  and  in 
Great  Britain.  In  face  of  these  facts 
tbey  asked  that  the  judiciid  term  should 
be  shortened  to  eight  year^i.  The  Bill 
went  on  to  deal  with  the  question  of  town 

grks.  Late  decisions  in  the  Land 
mrtB  iu  Ireland  made  it  imperative 
Upon  any  Member  introducing  a  Bill  of 
till'*  kind  to  take  notice  of  that  important 
matter.  He  found,  in  looking  back  to 
the  Debate  in  that  House  on  the  Land 
Act  of  1887,  that  his  hon.  Friend  tlie 
Member  for  Gal  way  City  (Mr.  Pinker- 
ton)  proposed  an  Ameuibnent  that  this 
question  of  town  parks  j>iln>uld  not  apply 
to  the  land  in  the  neigh  bun rhood  of  any 
town  unless  the  town  was  over  lO^OOt) 
population.  During  the  course  of  the 
Debate  that  figure  was  idiauged  to  5,000» 
and  it  was  held,  if  be  remembered 
accurately,  by  some  bon.  Members 
opposite,  that  this  was  a  question  of  great 
importance  to  the  people  of  Ulster,  and 
that  tbey  did  not  see  \yhy  because  a 
famier  occupied  a  holding  in  the  im- 
mediate neigh  bon  rhood  of  a  town  that 
thnt  should  prevent  him  from  having  a 
fair  rent  fixed.  The  then  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  the  present  Leader  of 
ibe  Op(>osition,  accepted  an  Amendment 
wbieb  provided  that  this  question  should 
Dot  apply  to  land  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  any  town  unless  the  town  was  over 
2,000  population.  That  was  carried  by 
a  majority  of  5*3,  but  unfortunately,  like 
a  great  deal  of  other  Irish  legislation 
that  passed  through  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, the  Land  Act  of  \  889  had  to  go 
through  the  ordeal  of  another  place — 
the  House  of  Lords,  who,  no  doubt  ex- 
ercising tbeir  undoubted  right,  and  follow- 
ing their  ancient  usage  with  regard  to 
Irish  affairs — a  usage  contijiued  iu  the 
present  Session  —  tbey  rsje^-ted  this 
Ameodmeut  altogether,  with  the  un- 
lortnnate   reBult   that    tbey    found    the 
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Lauil    Courts    in    Ireland    at    the    pre- 
sent moment    holding  that  land    in  tlie 
immediate     neighbourhood,    say,    of    a 
cross    road  where    there  was  a  smith's 
forge  aud  balf-a-dozeu   Irish  mud  cabins 
— that  for  this  reason  if  that  smith  de- 
sired to  have  a  piece  of  land  that  the 
value  of  it  was  thereby  increased.     This 
Bill  did  not  say  that  land  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  a  town  or  of  a  city  should 
not  bear   any   greater   value   than    land 
situated  iu  rural  districts.    That  question 
was  left  altogether  to  tlic  decision  of  the 
Courts — to    the    discretion    of   practical 
men  acting  as  Sub-Commissioners.     The 
next  matter  dealt  with  by  the  Bill  was 
the  question  of  pasture  holdiiigi*,   and  in 
thiit  respect  the    Bill    provided   that  no 
holding   should    be   held  by    the   Land 
Commission    to    be    a    pasture    holding 
unless  it  was  held  under  a  lease  or  other 
written  instrument  which    expressly  i>ro- 
vided  that  the  bohling  was  to  be  so  used. 
He  was   personally    acquainted    with   a 
good  many   cases   in    Ireland    where  the 
tenant  bad  been  debarred  from  getting  a 
fair  rent  fixed,   because  the  Court   held 
that  the  original  intent  of  tlic   holding 
was  that  the  farm  should  be  used  wholly 
or  mainly    for    the    purpose   of    pasture* 
These  holdings  were  hold   largely  under 
leases   made    previous    to    the    Act    of 
1887 — leases    iu    many    cases     granted 
after    the  Act  of  1870,  and  which,  tin- 
fortunately  for  the  interest  of  the  Irish 
tenant-farmers     ami     the     interests     of 
social  peace   in  Ireland,  rotained  many  of 
the   worst    provisions    of    the   notorious 
Leinster  leases.     It  was  to  the  credit  of 
the  late  Duke  of  Leinster  that  after  the 
Land   Act  of  1881   he  voluntarily  broke 
every  lease  on  bis  estate,  allowed  every 
one    of    his     tenants    to    go    into    the 
Lnnd  Court  to  have    a   fair    rent  fixe<l, 
and  did  as  much  as  lay  in  the  power  of 
one  man  to  do  to  let  the  tenants  on  his 
estate  get  the  full  benefit  of  the  Act  of 
1881.     But  such  was   not  done   by  the 
other  landlords  of  Ireland,  who  kept  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Leinster  leaseis,  in 
many  of  whicii  there  was  a  proviso  that 
only  a  small  percentage  of  the  holding 
could  be  used  for  agricultural  purposes* 
He  had  seen   many  leases  where  a  map 
of    the    holding    was    attached,    90   per 
cent,    of  the    area    of  the    farm    being 
coloured  red,  and  it  was  provided  if  any 
of  that  area  so  marked  was  l>roken  up 
the  tenant   subjected  himself   to  a  fine 
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of  £10  per  acre.  Since  the  passing  of 
the  Land  Act  of  1887,  which  enabled 
leaseholders  to  go  into  Court,  the  Court 
had  held  that  the  men  occupying 
holdings  under  such  leases  were  de- 
barred from  having  a  fair  rent  fixed,  on 
the  ground  that  the  original  intent  of  the 
letting  was  that  the  farm  should  be  used 
mainly  or  wholly  for  the  purpose  of 
pasture.  It  might  be  asked,  why  did  the 
farmer  accept  a  lease  with  such  provi- 
sions in  it  ?  He  knew  a  tenant-farmer 
who  was  offered  a  lease  by  his  landlord 
in  the  year  1871,  in  which  there  was  a 
provision  prohibiting  him  from  tilling 
more  than  20  acres  out  of  a  farm  of  250 
acres.  He  refused  to  accept  the  condi- 
tions, and  after  a  long  correspondence 
and  a  great  deal  of  worry  and  disappoint- 
ment between  the  tenant  and  the  agent, 
the  tenant  eventually  signed  the  lease, 
with  even  more  stringent  provisions  than 
it  contained  originally,  because  he  was 
informed  that  if  he  did  not  do  so  the 
landlord  would  feel  compelled  to  resume 
possession  of  the  holding.  That  proved 
that  the  Irish  tenant-farmers,  in  the  ac- 
ceptance of  leases  with  penal  clauses, 
were  not  free  agents.  The  Bill  also 
dealt  with  the  question  of  sub-letting. 
Numerous  cases  had  been  turned  out  of 
Court  because  it  was  held  that  the  tenant, 
having  sub-let,  was  debarred  from 
having  a  fair  rent  fixed.  He  received  a 
letter  a  few  days  ago  from  a  tenant- 
farmer  in  the  County  of  Tipperary  who 
rented  a  farm  of  186  Irish  acres,  16  of 
which  were  sub-let  to  four  tenants,  and 
were  so  sub-let  when  he  entered  into 
possession  of  the  farm.  His  rent  was 
£130  a  year,  which,  he  said,  was  con- 
sidcniMy  more  than  the  fair  rent  which 
had  been  estimated  by  several  valuers. 
This  tenant  went  into  the  Land  Court, 
but  he  was  excluded  from  the  benefits  of 
the  Land  Act  on  this  question  of  sub- 
letting. The  Bill  provided  that  in  such 
cases  the  Court  would  not  be  permitted 
to  hold  that  there  was  sub-letting  unless 
one-fourth  of  the  holding  was  sub-let. 
It  ali?o  provided  that  no  matter  what 
area  of  a  farm  was  sub-let,  if  the  land- 
lord was  a  consenting  party  to  the  sub- 
letting the  tenant  should  not  be  debarred 
from  having  a  fair  rent  fixed.  A  pro- 
vision in  the  Act  of  1881  provided  that 
a  farmer  could  sub-let  half  an  acre  in 
connection  with  cottages  for  labourers 
on  the  holding.     Within  the  last  couple 
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of  years  the  Irish  Members  Lad  suc- 
ceeded in  carrying  an  Amendment  to 
the  Labourers  Act  which  now  per- 
mitted Boards  of  Guardians  to  annex 
an  acre  of  land  for  labourers'  cottages. 
It  appeared  rather  absurd  that  while,  bj 
legislation  passed  in  that  House,  it  was 
permissible  for  a  Board  of  Guardians  to 
purchase  an  acre  of  land  to  be  attached 
to  a  labourer's  cottage,  the  Courts  should 
hold  that  it  would  be  sub-letting  on  the 
part  of  the  tenant-farmer  to  annex  an 
acre  of  land  for  that  purpose.  It  must 
be  clear  that,  in  this  connection  at  least, 
the  Land  Act  certainly  required  amend- 
ment. The  Bill  proposed  to  repeal  the 
7th  section  of  the  Act  of  1887,  which 
was  generally  known  as  the  "  eviction- 
made-easy  clause."  He  said  that  in  the 
interests  of  peace,  social  order,  and  good 
government  in  Ireland,  nothing  more 
detrimental  could  be  done  than  to  facili- 
tate the  action  of  evicting  landlords.  On 
the  principle  of  dual  ownership  they  had 
acknowledged  that  the  tenant-iarmer 
possessed  a  very  considerable  interest  Id 
his  holding.  He  remembered  hearing 
the  present  Judge  Madden,  at  the  time 
he  was  Attorney  General  to  the  Con- 
servative Government,  declare  from  the 
Treasury  Bench,  during  the  passing  of 
the  Land  Purchase  Act  of  1891, 
that  the  interest  of  the  tenant- 
farmer  in  Ire  hind  was  as  great, 
if  not  greater,  than  the  interest  of 
the  landlord.  He  presumed  there  were 
many  hon.  Members  who  would  be  very 
indignant  indeed  if  they  heard  any 
man  say  that  the  interest  of  the  landlords 
of  Ireland  was  not  equal  to  16  or  17  years* 
purchase  of  the  rent.  No  man  could 
safely  say  at  the  present  moment  what 
was  the  fair  amount  to  give  for  the  pur- 
chase of  a  farm,  considering  that  the  pur- 
chaser would  have  to  pay  annual  instal- 
ments, and  4  per  cent,  for  the  next  49 
years.  The  law  as  it  at  present  existed 
enabled  one  of  the  partners  in  this  con- 
cern of  dual  ownership  to  realise  the 
whole  of  the  property,  because  one  of  the 
partners  happened  to  owe  a  certain 
amount  of  money  equal  to  about 
1-1 6th  or  1-1 7th  of  the  interest  he  had 
in  the  whole  concern.  He  wanted  to 
know  why  the  sleeping  partner  should 
be  afforded  extreme  facilities,  as  against 
the  working  man  in  the  firm,  to  acquire 
the  whole  of  the  property  because  of  the* 
non-payment  of  a  year's  rent  ?     It  waa 
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imdeuiftbly  lanjnst  tliat  It  Bhonlil  be  in  Irolaud  required  inimetliate  relief,  aud  if 
the  power  of  one  of  tlie  partners  in  the  tliey  diil  not  get  immefiiato  relief  in  the 
concern  to  take  possession  of  the  wliofo  shape  of  a  hirge  rechiction  of  rent  he 
vahie  of  the  tltial  proporty  hec^ause  of  tlie  \  feared  that  within   the   next  few  years 


uou-fulfihnent  of  ope  of  fhe  conditions, 
If  they  were  to  look  to  tire  equity  of  tliis 
case  the  landlord  should  (►e  cjompelleil  by 
law^  before  he  eon  Id  resume  the  sole  pos- 
weMsion  of  the  holding,  to  pay  the  teoant 
H'hatei'er  the  value  of  his  ownership  in 
the  going  concern  was,  minus  whatever 
rent  wa5  due.  It  Avas  because  such  was 
tiot  the  case  at  present  tiiat  he  proposed 
IQ  repeal  the  7th  section  of  the  Land  Act 
of  1887.  The  second  portion  of  the  Bill 
dealt  with  the  Lund  Purchase  Act  of  the 
year  1891.  lie  did  not  think  there  was 
any  man  who  hml  the  interest  of  the  Irish 
tenant-farmers  sincerely  at  heart  who  disl 
not  desire  that  purchase  on  a  large  scale 
and  on  an  equitable  basis  should  l>e  largely 
rarriet!  out,  and  he  had  no  objection 
whatever  to  the  tenants  purchasing  tlieir 
lioldtDgK  provided  that  they  only  paitl  for 


they  would  find  a  general  state  of 
hunkruptcy  among  the  Irish  tenant- 
farm<^rs.  They  fonnd  that  many  land- 
lords who  were  desirous  of  selling  some 
of  their  properly  had  been  largely  pre- 
vented from  doing  so  by  the  extra- 
ordinary and  totally  unneeessjiry  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  of  1891.  It  was 
a  Tiotorious  fact  tlnit  there  was  only  one 
Iniyer  for  land  in  Ireland — namely,  the 
tenant-farmer  who  was  in  occn patio n  — 
and  if  the  labours  of  the  Irish  Nation- 
alists for  the  last  14  years  had  residted 
in  nothing  else  but  in  producing  thi§ 
state  of  things  he  said  they  would  have 
been  largely  compensateil  for  everything 
tluU  they  bad  done  both  in  and  out  of 
this  House  in  the  interests  of  the  Irish 
tenant.  Looking  at  the  Return  ns  to  the 
anioinat  of  money  that  had  been  applied 


that  portion  of  the  property  which  was  '  for  and  issued  under  the  Lantl   Purchase 


the  laodhmJs  and  shouhl  not  he  compelled 
to  pav  fur  anything  that  already  belonged 


Act  of  1891  up  to  the  end  of  November, 
1893,  he  found  thai   a  vf^ry  small   sura 


to     themselves.      The     Leader    of     the  I  indeed  out  of  the  £30,000,000  had  been 


Opposition,  when  lie  was  Chief  Secretary, 
was  over  and  over  again  told  by  the  Irish 
Members,  xvhen  the  LaJid  Purchase  Bill 
of  1891  was  before  the  House,  tliat  if  he 
insistetl  on  some  of  its  provisions  the  Bill 
won  hi  l>c  inoperative.  He  was  told,  for 
instance,  that  this  f]uestion  of  the  tenants* 
iusuraoce  fund  would  retard  and  prevent 
the  working  of  the  Act  of  189K  And 
what  had  occurred  ?  It  had  been 
found  that  under  this  provision  it 
wa**  impossible  for  the  tenant-farmer 
of  Ireland,  for  the  first  five  vears,  no 
matter  at  what  rate  of  purchase  he  might 
iiccjiiire  his  hoMing,  to  reap  a  greater 
reduction  in  his  rent  or  instabiients  thnn 
20  per  cent.,  at  the  same  time  that  he  de- 
prived himself  of  the  beneiit  which  he 
formerly  possessed  of  the  landlords'  con- 
iribution  towards  the  local  rates,  thus 
reducing  his  benefit  very  mnch  under  20 
per  cent.  The  Bill,  therefore,  pro[»oserl 
to  repeal  this  portion  of  the  Land  Act  of 
18SM  whieli  dealt  with  the  purchasers* 
justnance  fund.  That  was  done  just  as 
niocli  in  the  interest  of  the  landlords  as 
in  that  of  the  tenant-farmer.s.  Those  who 
were  acquainted  with  the  eondition  of 
the  farmers  knew  that  owing  to  the  con- 
tinued  depression   in  the  price  of  agri- 


issued.  He  l>elieved  the  small ness  of 
this  amount  was  largely  due  to  the  fact 
tliat  the  tenant-farmers,  under  this  in- 
surance fund,  were  debarred  for  the  first 
five  years  from  getting  the  full  benefit 
that  should  naturally  accrue  to  them 
from  the  bargain  tliey  had  made  with 
their  landlord,  and  which  every  purchaser 
under  the  Ashbourne  Act  was  in  the 
enjoyment  of  immediately  he  made  his 
purchase.  They  desired  in  this  par- 
tieular  that  both  the  landlord  and  tenant- 
fanners  of  Ireland  shonM  lie  j>ut  in  the 
same  position  as  both  landlord  and 
tenant  occupied  nuder  the  Ashbourne  Act, 
and  they  proposed  in  th'?  19th  section  that 
the  Exchequer  contributions  should  go  to- 
wards the  f^ro vision  of  labourers'  cottages. 
Why  was  this  Exchequer  contribution 
introduced  into  the  Laud  Act  of  1891  ? 
\Yben  this  large  mun  of  money  was 
granted  by  the  House  of  Commons  for 
land  purchase  it  was  supposed  that 
every  tenant-farmer  in  Irelantl  would  bo 
breaking  his  neck  to  get  possession  of  the 
land  and  that  the  landlords  would  be 
atixious  to  get  possession  of  the  cfish* 
But  nothing  of  the  kind  had  occurred. 
Only  abont  £600,000  bad  been  issued, 
and    therefore  there    was    no     necessity 


ciittnral    produce  tbo   tenant-farmers  of  I  whatever  for  the  Imperial  contribution 
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to  make  up  auy  deficiency.  But  as  the 
money  was  already  applied  for  that  pur- 
pose, and  as  it  was  not  wanted  for  that 
purpose,  and  as  it  was  intended  to  go 
towards  the  benefit  of  Ireland,  they 
proposed  that  three-fourths  of  it  should 
be  applied  immediately  towards  the  erec- 
tion of  labourers'  dwellings.  It  would  be 
admitted  by  all  those  who  were  acquainted 
with  the  conditions  of  the  labouring 
population  in  Ireland,  who  knew  the 
great  benefits  that  had  resulted  from  the 
working  of  the  Labourers'  Act — the 
social  elevation  of  the  people,  the  benefi- 
cent change  in  thqir  habits  in  consequence 
of  their  I  eiug  provided  with  decent 
dwellings  instead  of  a  mud  cabin — that 
the  money  could  not  be  applied  to  a 
better  purpose.  The  Bill  also  proposed 
to  do  something  for  the  landlords  under 
the  Laud  Purchase  Acts.  They  did  not 
think  that  the  landlords  should  be 
mulcted  in  such  heavy  costs  in  con- 
nection with  proof  of  title.  Speaking 
for  himself,  he  thought  that  the 
holding  of  20  or  30  years'  undisputed 
possession  of  an  estate  ought  to  be  held 
to  be  sufficient  proof  that  the  holder  was 
entitled  to  the  possession  of  it.  Having 
thus  briefly  explained  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  as  far  as  he  could,  he  would  ask  the 
House  to  consent  to  have  the  Bill  read  a 
second  time.  The  Government  them- 
selves saw  that  the  working  of  the  Land 
Acts  in  Ireland  was  not  satisfactory,  and 
that  acknowledgment  being  recognised 
on  all  hands  it  was  the  most  natural 
thing  in  the  world  that  the  Represen- 
tatives of  the  tenant-farmers  of  Ireland 
in  that  House  should  be  the  people  to 
come  forward  with  a  scheme  to  remedy 
these  defects.  He  believed  that  the 
whole  of  the  tenant-farmers  of  Ireland 
were  impressed  with  the  necessity  of  its 
provisions  being  passed  into  law.  He 
would  ask  those  gentlemen  who  sat  op- 
posite, who  were  very  anxious  that  the 
Irish  Laud  Question  should  be  settled, 
who  were  very  anxious  that  peace  ami 
order  and  good  government  should  pre- 
vail in  Ireland,  to  prove  by  their  votes 
that  their  declarations  were  not  from  the 
lips  only,  but  were  the  result  of  deep  and 
sincere  conviction.  He  appealed  with 
confidence  to  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone,  and  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
sat  with  him,  who  represented  rural 
constituencies  in  the  North  of  Ireland. 
The  hon.  Member  knew  as  well  as  any- 

Jfr.  Kilbride 


body  that  the  Ulster  farmers  were 
anxious  to  have  large  changes  made  in 
the  administration  of  the  Land  Acts. 
He  had  no  doubt  from  the  indications 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  given  since 
the  House  sat  that  he  approved  of  many, 
if  not  all,  of  the  propositions  of  the  Bill. 
Knowing,  therefore,  that  this  Bill  would 
have  the  support  of  all  the  various 
sections  of  the  House  who  represented 
tenant-farmers  in  Ireland,  he  appealed 
with  confidence  to  gentlemen  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  to  support  the  Bill, 
and  to  give  the  Land  Acts  for  Ireland  a 
decent  chance  of  settling  the  Irish  Land 
Question. 

•Mr.  PINKERTON  (Galway),  in 
seconding  the  Motion,  said  he  appeiired 
in  the  unusual  position  of  an  advocate  of 
the  cause  of  the  Irish  landlords.  He 
I  wished  to  impress  upon  them  the  neces- 
sity of  acting  in  a  more  enlightened  way 
I  in  regard  to  all  Irish  measures  calculated 
to  benefit  the  Irish  people.  It  was  an 
I  undoubted  fact  that  if  the  Irish  landlords 
j  had  met  it  in  a  better  spirit,  the  Act  of 
1881  would  have  staved  off  the  Land 
'  Question  for  another  50  years  at  least. 
The  shortcomings  of  the  Act  of  1881 
were  largely  due  to  the  opposition  of  the 
Irish  landlords,  and  as  a  consequence  the 
I  Government  were  forced  to  introduce  a 
'  further  remedial  measure  in  1887.  He 
,  thought  common-sense  should  teach  the 
Irish  landlords  the  necessity  for  a  measure 
simplifying  the  working  of  the  Land 
Acts  and  preventing  undue  litigation. 
They  had  nothing  to  gain  by  putting  off 
this  question.  The  present  measure,  as 
his  hon.  Friend  ha<l  said,  was  non- 
contentious,  inasmuch  as  there  was  not  a 
single  principle  put  forward  in  it  that  was 
not  approved  by  every  Member  who 
sat  for  a  rural  constituency.  It  was  an 
undoubted  fact  that  Ireland,  from  a 
financial  point  of  view,  was  as  long  away 
from  the  English  markets  as  if  they  were 
in  America,  but  the  hon.  Member  for 
Huntingdonshire  was  good  enough  to 
state  that  the  Irish  tenants  were  better 
rentpayers  than  the  tenants  in  Hunting- 
donshire. The  hon.  Member  ascribed 
that  to  the  fa(;t  that  his  Huntingdonshire 
tenants  occupied  very  heavy  laud.  The 
Huntingdonshire  tenants  were  not  the 
otjly  men  who  had  got  heavy  land.  In 
Ireland  men  went  up  the  hillsides  re- 
claiming the  land,  unfortunately  with  the 
landlords  hanging  on  to  their  coat-taib  ; 
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aniJ,  us  they  rcelaiineil,  the  reui  jncretised, 

ami  the  huMiug^  were  rackreuted  by  tlie 

latiilioriU  ill  iWtj  of  enactments  parsed  Ly 

Purliamunt,     Let   any    nian    go    to    tbe 

diviiilou  represented  by  the  lion.  Member 

I  for   Soutb   Down,  and  lie  wonld  nee  evi- 

I  deueuti   of  improvetuents  on  every  liand 

I  greater   than  eould  be  pointed  to  in  any 

district  iu  Eu^laud,  and  it  oouldejuiily  be 

rtaiued    that    in    tlie.so  distrlcti^    the 

Hords,  taking   a<lvatjtage    of   eertain 

^al    tecbnicalities,    bud    preveutetl   the 

|teaaui«3    who    had    made  these  improve- 

meots   from  going  into   the  Land  Conrt 

and  having  a  fair  rent  fixed .   Yet  despite 

the  fact    that   they   had  grasped  all  the 

limpmveiiieutB    of    their    teitanti?,    Irihili 

1  landlords     were    goitig    ahoni    Enghmd 

I  at    ^y^ry     election     like     sandwichmen 

|carryiug     boards^     bearing    the    legend » 

y^Pity      the       poor     landlords    of      Ire- 

"  !  "  Yet  it  was  an  undoiilited 
that  English  landlords  had  volun- 
flarily  and  withowt  any  eompulsiou  given 
ffedijctious  to  their  tenants  which  at  the 
Ipre^eot  moment  amounted  to  more  than 
the  total  reiJtal  of  Ireland.  The  case  was 
ditTerent  as  between  tlie  Eiigh*sh  and 
tihe  Irish  tenant-farmer.  Tiie  English 
^farmer  was  not  con  lined  to  any  particu- 
lar industry.  If  one  door  wa«  shut 
another  was  open,  but  the  Iris^b  tenant- 
'  fwrmer  was  bound  neek  and  heel  :  and 
lijs  opinion  was  that  any  Irish  landlord 
fcwho  took  advantage  of  a  legal  teebni- 
Ifmlity  was  a  man  who  thereby  declared 
fJuinself  to  be  a  man  who  was  not 
|»  ashamed  to  beneHt  himself  from  the 
\  liil>aur»  of  his  tenants,  or,  iu  other  word ^, 
I  |K>se  as  one  who  was  not  against  pit.'king 
I  liis  ueighbour's  pocket*  lie  could  only 
iejtpress  his  regret  that  the  lion,  and 
I  gallant  Member  for  North  Down,  who 
[Wa«  certaiidy  one  of  t!ie  best  land- 
f lords  in  Ireland,  shonlil  oppose  this  Biib 
iThehon.  auil  gallaiit  Meml*er  objeeted 
I  to  the  Bill  on  the  ground  that  it  threw 
^  the  onus  of  proving  that  they  had 
1  ©flee  ted  the  i  in  p r o ve m  e  n  t  s  o  1 1  a  hi>  I  il  i  n  g 
'  upuu  the  landlords.  But  by  placing  that 
Louua  upon  the  illiterate  tenants  the  bitter 
(had  been  robbed  of  thousand-  of  pounds. 
jThe  tenants  kept  no  records  of  the  sums 
Ittiey  expended  npcn  the  lioldings,  where* 
faa  the  bind  lords  kept  books  which 
I  showed  every  penny  that  was  cxpcndcil 
jby  the  himllords  iu  etVocting  improve- 
lineut?^  and  proliably  tbey  sliowed  tbon- 
liatidfi  that  had  never  beeu  expeuded  fur 


that  purpose  at  alJ,  In  Lit?  opinion^  there 
was  no  injustice  in  throwing  the  burdeu 
of  proof  tipou  tlio  etlucated  landlord 
instead  of  upon  the  uneducated  tenant. 
During  the  able  and  exhaustive  state- 
ment of  his  bon.  Friend  he  tioticed  that 
the  English  agricultural  Kepresentaiives 
were  absent — those  Uepresentativos  who 
were  so  anxious  to  have  a  night  set  apart 
for  a  discussion  on  agricultural  depres- 
sion. It  seemed  strange  that  those 
high  priests  of  Protection,  who  believed 
that,  by  q>rinkHug  the  portals  of  the 
nation  with  the  blood  of  foreign  cattle, 
tbey  could  turn  aside  the  angel  of  de- 
struction, were  not  there  that  day  to  give 
proof  of  the  faith  that  was  in  them. 
Here  they  would  have  an  opportunity  of 
ilisi'Ussing  agricultural  depression  in  Ire- 
lauil,  and  liere  was  an  opportunity  of 
trying  an  experiment  in  a  fair  arid  just 
way — an  experiment  that  these  Members 
were  afraid  tnust  in  the  near  future  be 
tried  in  England,  He  remembered  very 
well  the  discussion  that  to<jk  place  on  the 
rpiestion  of  town  parks  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  which  had  been  referred  to  by 
his  hoiu  Friend,  aud  he  remembered  that 
an  Amendment  accepted  by  the  then 
Chief  Secretary  was  afterwards  rejected 
in  the  House  of  Lords.  Indeed,  the  Bill 
was  itself  rejected  on  the  Motion  of 
Lonl  Macnagi)ten,  although  It  would 
liavc  coiiferretl  many  benefits  oii  tenants 
in  many  parts  of  the  North  of  Ireland. 
But  his  Lordship  took  this  step  simply 
liecause  it  excluded  towns  like  Bushmills, 
Downpatrick,  Portrnsh,  and  others.  He 
would  make  an  appeal  to  the  bon.  Mem- 
ber for  Soutb  Tyrone  on  this  matter. 
That  boo.  Member  could  not  admire  the 
uiethods  of  some  of  his  friends^— 

Mit.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
I  should  like  to  sj^cak  for  myself. 

•Mi(.  PINKER  TON  said,  that  with 
all  jcspect  for  the  bon.  Member,  he  would 
point  out  that  lie  hail  spoken  itt  many 
different  tones  of  voice  ou  this  question, 
lie  would  assert  that  there  was  not  one 
Memljer  for  any  part  of  the  North  of 
Ireland  at  present  who  could  veulure 
to  address  bib  constituents  and  go 
iigainst  the  principles  emVjodied  in  this 
Bill,  At  the  present  moment  they  had 
rtu  object-lesson  in  North  Derry.  They 
\\m\  the  Attorney'  General  of  the  Tory 
Government  coming  forward  as  the 
friend  of  the  distressed  teuaut,  au  ardent 
and  impassioned  advocate  of  compulsory 
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sale,  and  they  had  another  distinguished 
gentleman,  Mr.  Harrison,  following  suit. 
Thej  had  these  two  gentlemen  going 
through  the  length  and  breadth  of  the 
country  asking  the  support  of  the  people 
not  on  their  own  merits,  but  owing  to 
the  fact  that  they  were  in  favour  of 
compulsory  sale.  Everything  pointed  to 
the  fact  that  the  eyes  of  Members  repre- 
senting, or  seeking  to  represent,  northern 
constituencies  were  being  gradually 
opened  to  the  necessities  of  the  situation. 
For  his  own  part,  he  was  in  favour  of 
the  Bill  as  it  stood  ;  but  if  it  had  any 
defects,  they  could  be  easily  removed  in 
Committee.  As  he  had  no  desire  to  talk 
the  Bill  out,  he  should  content  himself  by 
seconding  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ATr.  Kilbride,) 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.)  rose 
to  move,  as  an  Amendment — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  legisla- 
tion affecting  tlie  Law  of  Laud  Tenure  in  Ire- 
land is  inexpedient  and  unfair  to  the  interests  of 
all  persons  concerned  pending  the  inquiry  pro- 
posed by  the  Chief  Secretary  into  the  working 
of  the  Irish  Land  Acts." 

He  said,  that  he  should  shortly  state  his 
reasons  for  moving  his  Amendment.  He 
took  comparatively  little  objection  to  the 
speeches  of  the  lion.  Members  who  had 
moved  and  seconded  the  Motion  for  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  because  no 
doubt  from  their  standpoint  the  provisions 
of  the  measure  were  fair  and  legitimate. 
It  appeared  to  him,  however,  that  to  read 
this  Bill  a  second  time  pending  the 
Report  of  the  Commission  which  the 
Government  had  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  working  of  the  Irish  Land  Acts 
would  involve  the  Government  in  a 
dilemma.  He  could  assure  the  hon. 
Member  who  iiad  paid  him  the  compli- 
ment of  describing  him  as  being  one  of 
the  best  landlords  in  Ireland  that  he  in 
no  sense  opposed  the  principle  of  this 
measure  ;  he  merely  wished  that  legis- 
lation on  the  subject  should  be  postponed 
until  the  Commission  had  reported  upon 
the  working  of  the  Irish  Land  Acts.  It 
appeared  to  him  to  be  like  the  process  of 
hanging  a  man  first  and  trying  him  after- 
wards. His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Galway,  who  seconded  the  Motion,  had 
said  he  was  the  advocate  of  the  Irish  land- 
Jfr»  Pinkertan 


lords.  They  had  all  heard  of  the  Devil's 
Advocate  ;  but  if  his  right  hon.  Friend 
were  the  landlords'  advocate,  all  he  would 
say  was,  "Save  as  from  our  friends." 
As  he  had  said,  he  was  not  opposed 
to  the  Bill,  but  he  thought  the  matters 
contained  in  it  required  consideration. 
The  question  was  one  which  the  Govern- 
ment considered  still  to  require  investiga- 
tion. He  had  no  sympathy  with  landlords 
who  appealed  to  legal  technicalities  to 
evade  the  land  clauses — who  would  raise 
a  question,  for  instance,  as  to  how  many 
roods  or  perches  had  been  sub-let  on  a 
farm — ^but  he  thought  there  were  points 
requiring  to  be  more  carefully  considered 
before  they  were  brought  forward  to  be 
dealt  with  in  a  Bill  like  this.  A  good 
deal  was  hear  d  about  fair  rent,  and  about 
a  fair  day's  wage  for  a  fair  day's  work, 
but  they  did  not  hear  so  much  about  fair- 
play  all  round.  It  was  for  fair-play  all 
round  that  he  pleaded.  They  knew 
pretty  well  what  a  fair  day's  wage  for  a 
fair  day's  work  meant.  It  meant  "  con- 
siderably more  than  I  am  getting  at  pre- 
sent." To  come  to  "  fair  rent,"  they 
knew  pretty  well  what  that  meant  too. 
It  generally  meant  "  not  more  than  half, 
and  probably  about  a  quarter,  of  what  I 
am  now  paying."  The  Irish  landlords  in 
demanding  fair-play  asked  for  a  proper 
locus  standi^  and  wished  to  be  informed 
where  the  tenants'  improvements,  for 
which  compensation  was  to  be  asked, 
were  to  date  from.  Were  they  to  date 
from  the  period  of  the  subsidence  of  the 
Flood  ?  On  this  point  they  were  left 
without  the  slightest  guide  as  to  the 
claims  they  were  to  meet,  or  as  to  what 
evidence  was  to  be  accepted  with  regard 
to  these  claims.  If  it  was  to  be  a  ques- 
tion of  prairie  value,  when  was  the  land 
prairie  land  ?  If  they  asked  him  for 
prairie  value,  his  reply  was,  "  Give  me 
back  my  prairie  laud — put  it  into  the 
state  it  was  in  before  it  was  *  improved ' 
by  Irish  farming  ?  "  All  he  could  say 
was  that  it  would  eat  up  a  great  deal 
of  the  tenants'  improvement  capital 
if  they  were  required  to  replace  the  land 
in  the  reproductive  condition  it  was  in 
before  the  plough  was  first  put  into  it. 
He  happened  to  have  some  knowledge 
of  cases  where  that  had  taken  place — 
cases  of  land  which  had  been  left  neg- 
lected from  time  immemorial  to  the  pre- 
sent day,  and  from  which,  when  broken 
up,    10    or  12    successive    crops    were 
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ken.  If  all  tlic  improvements  dating 
m  the  time  of  tlie  Flood  onward?^  were 
be  held  the  proper ty  of  the  tenant, 
ill  rely  the  tenant  oiiglit  to  re(*om  peruke 
the  landlord  for  the  '*  Jisimprovement," 
o  to  speak,  which  had  oc(3urred  in  the 
me  period.  It  might  be  said  that  if  the 
.nd  lords  eould  pro%'e  thnt  the  farm  in  i^ 
.d  been  wai^teful,  they  could  bring  the 
;Ct  forward  in  the  Land  Court  as  a 
son  why  there  j^honld  be  eonsidera- 
lou  given.  Rnf  what  wa.s  the  use  of 
at  power  ?  Whore  was  the  compensa- 
tion to  be  ^'ot  from  ?  They  con  Id  get 
nothing  from  a  eat  biU  its  nkiu^  aud  cer- 
iiily  nothing  from  a  Imnkrnpf;  tenant 
tj  the  shape  of  compensation.  He 
ouUl  not  go  into  the  details  of  the  Rill, 
an!*c  it  was  not  within  tlio  ?«eope  of 
U  Atneudraent  to  deal  with  tliem.  He 
thought  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Seeretary  eoiild  see  his 
way  to  p^istponing  the  consideration  of 
"le  Bill  until  the  House  had  dealt 
with  the  question  of  the  inquiry 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
I,  and  which  he  (Colonel  Waring) 
lid  not  in  the  least  object  to,  they 
ould  know  where  they  stood.  He 
uld  not  imagine  a  better  reason  for 
le  bringing  forward  of  the  Bili  than 
that  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  it,  and 
thope  who  were  acting  with  them,  were 
afraid  of  the  result  of  the  inquiry.  He 
'^Colonel  Waring)  and  his  friends  were 
I  afraid  of  it. 

An  bon.  Member  :  Who  blocked  it  ? 

CoLO!*EL  WARING  said,  he  liad  not 
lliine  8o.  Let  those  who  were  ufraid  of 
be  inquiry  block  it.  The  Bill  if  passed 
rouid  remove  the  wliole  ground  for  the 
Dquiry.  He  and  bis  friends  belie  veil 
^lat  they  would  come  out  of  tlie  impiiry 
rith  flying  colours,  and  he  therefore 
rould  conclude  by  moving  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  W.  KENNY  (Dublin,  St. 
Stephen's  Green)  said,  he  begged  to 
k'caml  the  Motion  of  his  bon.  and  gallant 
?*nend,  and,  at  the  outset,  ho  would  con- 

"gratulftte  the  bon.  Member  who  bad 
moved  the  Second  Heading  upon  the 
r<*ry   busine*«Mlfkcf  way  in  which   be  batl 

_afidre«f*e<i  himjtelf  to  the  subject.  While 
he  (Mr.  Kenny)  sccomled  the  Motion  of 
boo.  and  gallauf  Friend,  be  might 
RT  that  there  were  several  proposaU  in 


the  Bill  which  would,  .subject  to  cerlam 
restrictions  and  conditions^,  have  his 
entire  sympathy.  All  that  those  in 
favour  of  the  Amendment  said  wm^  that, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  propot*edtbat  there  should  bean 
impiiry  into  the  working  of  the  Acts, 
it  was  unfair  and  inexpedient  in  the 
ioterestft  of  Ijotb  landlord  and  tenant 
that  the  House  sboubl  now  atiirm  not 
alouc  one  principle,  but  the  !30  principles 
w^biclt  were  contained  in  the  Bill,  What 
was  the  position  in  which  they  stuod  ? 
The  teruhs  of  the  Motion  ol'  the  Chief 
Secretary  as  it  now  stood  on  the  l^aper 
were  these — 

''  That  a  Select  Committee  l)e  JippoiattKl  t^ 
inquire  into  and  rejwrt  upon  the  principles  and 
practtcca  of  the  Irish  Land  Comiiiiflaioners  aud 
Couuly  Coart  Judges  iu  carryinj^  out  tlic  fair 
rent  and  free  Hale  provisions  of  the  Lanil  Act* 
of  1870,  1881,  and  18B7,  and  of  the  Redemption 
of  Heat  Act  of  1891»aad  to  suggest  such  improve- 
luentti  ia  law  or  practice  m  they  may  deem  to 
be  de!*imble»" 

The  Chief  Secretary,  he  was  bound  to 
admit,  had  shown  a  most  conciliatory 
spirit  in  settling  the  termn  of  the  Refer- 
ence* The  inquiry,  in  the  tirst  mstatice, 
was  to  have  had  a  morecxtcuded  character 
to  meet  the  objections  of  hon»  Geu- 
1 1  emeu  botli  on  fhc  Mitdj^terial  and  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  Hou-^e.  He 
regretted  tliat  early  that  morning  t!mt 
Amendment  hail  aot  been  aceejjted. 
The  bon.  MemlM?r  for  Guildford  (Mr. 
Brodrick)  bjul  opposed  it  uuder  peculiar 
circumstance*,  bfddiivg  tlmt  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition — who  wtm  not  present — 
ought  to  be  consulted  with  reference  to 
pro  po  sjed  A  m  e u  d  m  < ^  n  is . 

Mh.  J.  MORLEV  :  The  Leader  of 
the  Oppositiirn  sutrgeslrd  tlir  c(>ur.^c  pro- 
posed. 

Mh,  W.  KKNNY  said,  be  was  aware 
of  that,  but  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
was  not  in  his  pbice  nt  a  qunrter  past  12 
that  morning,  aud  the  bon.  Member  for 
Guildford  askc*«l  tbiit  the  Motion  might 
lie  postponed  for  4H  bfuirs  iu  order  that 
the  right  bon*  Genfleinau  might  be  con- 
sulted. Ho  hoped  that  to-morrow  all 
oppositioD  to  it  would  be  withdrawn. 
There  was  banlly  a  section  of  the  Bill 
the  subject-matter  of  which  would  not 
come  before  the  Select  Committee  pro- 
posed by  the  Chief  Secretary, 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  No,  uo. 
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Mr.  W.  KENNY  :  All  questions  but 
the  Purchase  Clauses  would  come  before 
the  Committee. 

Mr.  sexton  :  And  the  statutory 
term. 

Mr.  W.  KENNY  said,  he  did  not  know 
that  the  statutory  term  would  not  come 
before  the  Committee — he  rather  thought 
it  would,  as  the  Committee  would  have 
power 

"to  suggest  such  improvements  in  law  or 
practice  as  they  might  deem  to  be  desirable." 

If  the  terms  of  the  Chief  Secretary's 
Motion  were  accepted  the  discussion  on 
this  Bill  would  be  useless  and  futile.  It 
was  said  that  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
should  be  accepted  and  that  the  House 
could  deal  with  the  details  as  it  thought 
fit  in  Committee.  Well,  he  could  under- 
stand such  advice  if  they  were  dealing 
with  one  great  principle.  If  the  Second 
Reading  were  passed  to-day  the  House 
would  be  affirming  not  one  general  prin- 
ciple, but  about  15;or  16  different  prin- 
ciples, which  were  all  embodied  in  the 
Bill  before  the  House.  He  submitted 
that  the  acceptance  of  the  Bill  drawn  as 
it  was  would  lead  to  considerable  friction. 
He  was  sure  it  could  not  be  the  inten- 
tion of  either  the  Mover  or  Seconder 
that  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill 
should  be  taken  in  any  sense  as  a  guide 
to  the  Members  who  were  to  form  the 
Select  Committee.  If  it  was  not  to  act 
in  that  way — and  he  did  not  think  such 
a  thing  would  be  suggested  for  a  moment 
— what  was  the  use  of  discussing  these 
various  matters  when  every  one  of  them, 
except  the  Purchase  Clauses,  would  have 
to  come  before  the  Committee  eventually  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Kerry,  who 
moved  the  Second  Reading,  probably 
found  that  time  did  not  enable  him  to  go 
through  all  the  clauses  of  the  Bill.  He 
had  omitted  to  mention  four  or  five  very 
important  clauses.  He  did  not  refer  to 
the  question  of  demesne  lands,  nor  to  the 
creation  of  judicial  tenancies  by  limited 
owners,  nor  to  leases  by  Judges  of  the 
High  Court  in  Ireland,  nor  to  evictions 
by  the  head  landlord  where  there  was  a 
sub-tenant  in  possession,  nor  to  the  land- 
lord's right  of  pre-emption,  nor  to  the 
question  of  future  tenancies.  But  when 
the  hon.  Member  came  to  refer  to  one  of 
the  suggestions  of  his  Bill — namely,  the 


repeal  of  what  he  called  the  eviction- 
made-easy  clause,  he  put  it  on  a  ground 
which  could  not  be  evolved  from  the 
section.  The  section  was  to  repeal  the 
clause  of  the  Act  of  1887,  and  the 
hon.  Member  submitted  to  the  House 
an  argument  based  on  an  obser- 
vation of  Mr.  Justice  Madden,  for- 
merly Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  to 
the  effect  that  the  tenant  had  as  large, 
if  not  a  larger,  interest  in  the  holding 
than  his  landlord.  The  hon.  Member 
argued  on  that  that  on  eviction  the 
tenant  aught  to  receive  the  amount  of 
the  value  of  his  interest  in  the  holding. 
But  how  did  that  question  arise 
under  the  Bill  now  before  the  House  ? 
The  only  question  with  reference  to 
eviction-made-easy  was  that  the  section 
of  the  Act  of  1887  was  to  be  repealed, 
and  the  only  effect  of  that  would  be  to 
leave  the  law  as  it  was  before  1887,  and 
so  it  would  fail  to  accomplish  the  object 
the  hon.  Member  had  in  view.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  said  he  moved  the 
Second  Reading  in  the  interests  of  social 
peace  and  order  in  Ireland.  There  was 
no  one  on  either  side  who  would  not  like 
to  promote  the  cause  of  order  and  good 
feeling  in  Ireland  ;  but  the  method  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  a 
futile  method.  The  inquiry  proposed 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  was  the  method 
most  likely  to  lead  to  peace  and  order  on 
the  other  side  of  the  Channel,  and  there- 
fore he  seconded  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proi)Osed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  "That,"  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words — 

'*  In  the  opinion  of  this  House  legislation 
affecting  the  Law  of  Land  Tenure  in  Ireland  is 
inexpedient  and  unfair  to  the  interests  of  all 
persons  concerned  pending  the  inquiry  pro- 
posed by  the  Chief  Secretary  into  the  working 
of  the  Irish  Land  Acts." — (jOoloncl  Waring^ 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mu.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Kerry, 
in  the  course  of  what  he  must  call  a 
very  plain,  businesslike  statement,  had 
made  an  appeal  to  himself  (Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell).  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Gal  way  had  also  made  an 
appeal,  and  had  charged  him  in  a 
light,  airy,  way — though  not  in  an  ill- 
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natiired  marjiier — with  ineoiisisteiiey  on 
the  Laud  Question  Well,  lie  raiist  point 
out  tbat  lie  was  not  the  otily  per:^otl 
who  ha«i  some  tliftictilty  in  thifi  matter, 
because  whilst  lie  liati  been  forced  into 
views*  oil  eoinpnljsiory  «ale  which  he  did 
not  origiuuily  entertain  he  renieinberetl 
tbat  in  1888,  when  it  was  propo^ed  to 
renew  the  A?*li bourne  Act — wliteh  every- 
one acknowleilged  to  he  the  bei^t  Land 
Purchase  Act  ever  pui^sed — every  Mem- 
ber of  the  Party  below  the  Gangway 
opposite  w*alked  into  the  Lobby  ft<;ainst 
It*  Ina^uueh  as  the  hon.  Meml^er 
op|x>gite  hail  areuj^ed  bim  of  ineonsisteney 
he  should  like  to  remind  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  rhose  who  lived  in  glas.s  houses 
should  not  throw  atones.  He,  however, 
did  not  wish  that  tbe^e  retort-  Khoukl  at 
all  influence  the  Del>ate  to-night.  As 
this  was  probably  tlje  tuorst  serious  day 
for  Ireland  they  ehoubl  have  this  Session 
he  wishcil  to  ^ee  personal  matters  thrown 
aside  and  the  issue  faeed  on  Ua^  Tuerits, 
He  fouful  himself  iu  a  position  of  some 
difficulty.  The  faets  were  the^e  : — ^For 
the  past  14  or  lo  ye^irs  that  House  had 
been  engaged  iu  passitig  Land  Aets, 
whieh  ha<l  conferred  an  immense  bent  tit 
upon  L'eland,  but  undoubtedly  great  legal 
difficulties  had  arisen  on  the  eonstrue- 
tion  of  these  Acts.  When  he  found  that 
the  statutory  tenn  fixed  iu  18H1  would 
expire  iu  1896  he  eanie  to  the  conclusion 
thai  there  should  be  an  inquiry  into  the 
working  of  the  rent-fixing  clauses  aud 
the  effect  of  judicial  decisions,  and  how 
fur  these  had  eontmvened  the  manifest 
intention  of  Parliament  in  passing  the 
Land  Acti».  The  Chief  iSecretary 
frankly  aceepled  that  prop:>sal,  ami 
be  hjul  done  his  l:»est  since  the  Session 
opened  to  give  effect  to  it  in  the  House, 
The  rigiit  hou.  Gentleman  liud  put  down 
the  Motioti  on  one  of  the  first  ilny^  of  the 
Session.  Amendments  were  put  on  the 
Paper  by  the  Metnber  for  i^outh  Himts, 
Cambridge,  and  Mid  Armagh.  That  by 
the  Member  for  Mid  Armagli  had  dis- 
uppeareil,  but  it  ha<l  been  re-inserted  on 
the  Amendment  Paper  by  an  English 
Member.  The  Lc^ader  of  the  ()ppot*i- 
tion  suggested  an  arnentled  Reference, 
and  the  Chief  Secretary  assente*!  to  ft. 
Yet  what  did  they  find  ?  Ti»e  lum. 
Member  for  the  Guildford  Division,  who 
was  uot  a  mere  private  Meud>er,  but 
who  sat  OD  the  Front  Op[)ositiou  Benr*h 
with  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  im- 


n»ed lately  put  a  block  on  the  amended 
foriu  of  Keferenee*  and  proposed  to  insert 
words  which  would  not  serve  him  mm 
bit.  What  would  it  matter  if  he  proved 
to  demonstration  that  the  Irish  landlordn 
during  the  last  lo  years  bad  lost  25 
per  cent,  of  their  rent,  or  that  encum- 
brancers found  it  more  difficult  to  get 
interest  on  their  money  ?  That  would 
not  prove  the  Irish  tenants  had  got  any 
advantage.  It  would  show  that,  owing 
to  iT) crease  in  the  <:oKt  of  labour  and 
depreciation  of  agriculture,  the  lanillnrds 
!iad  snflercd  loss,  but  not  that  the 
tenants  had  got  advantage.  The  Amend- 
ment, and  the  way  in  which  the  hon, 
Mend>cr  bad  treated  the  Resolution,  must 
l>e  taken  as  a  (!eliberate  attempt  to  ob- 
struct the  meeting  of  the  Committee  ; 
and  that  being  the  case,  his  own  course 
iu  the  uuitler  became  clejirer  than  other- 
wise it  wouhl  have  l-»eeD.  It  was  quite 
true  that  to  a  largo  extent  the  Second 
Reading  [jrejudged  the  issues  that  would 
go  to  the  Com Ui it  tee.  He  was  sure  the 
Chief  Secretrtry  felt  that  as  much  as 
he  did.  But  how  was  he  (Mr.  HusHell) 
placed?  He  represented  an  ugricul- 
tural  constituency  tlceply  and  pro- 
foundly interested  in  this  (luestion. 
But  woulil  he  he  justilieil  in  taking  hia 
chance  that  the  opposition  to  the  Com- 
mittee^ which  had  been  persisted  in  up 
to  the  very  eve  of  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  liilb  w^ould  be  withchniwn, 
and  thus  lose  the  only  opportunity 
he  was  likely  to  have  of  stjiting 
his  views  on  the  whole  C|m?stiou  ? 
He  would  not  be  justified  iu 
doing  so,  and,  therefore,  though  he 
woidil  jutich  |)refcr  to  have  the  question 
sifted  l»y  a  Committee,  aud  to  l>e  guided 
l)y  the  opinion  of  experts  iu  the  matter, 
be  must  act  uj)on  the  knowledge  he 
possessetl  and  vote  for  the  Second  Rend- 
ing of  the  Bill.  He  would  say  frankly, 
however,  it  mu.'^t  not  be  assumed  that  he 
approved  of  every  clause  or  proposal 
which  the  measure  contained.  He 
agreeil  that  it  was  a  large  order,  in  view 
of  the  state  of  agricidtnre,  not  only  in 
Ireland,  but  tluougbout  the  world,  to  say 
that  the  Irish  Courts  should  in  1896 
retix  judicial  rents  for  a  period  of  15 
years,  nntl  he  was  not  pre[mred  to  say 
that  the  period  stated  in  the  Hill  was 
the  best.  Whether  it  should  be  L5  year« 
or  10  was,  however,  a  mere  question  of 
detail.       The  real  kernel  of  the  Bill  was 
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contained  in  the  5th  and  6th  clauses  with 
regard  to  improvements  made  by  tenants. 
He  thought  the  House  must  agree  that 
action  was  required  in  regard  to  the 
decisions  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  as  to 
tenants*  improvements.  Even  if  the 
Judges  were  right  in  their  construction 
of  the  Act,  a  mistake  had  been  made, 
and  Parliament  ought  to  rectify  it.  He 
thought  the  Judges  had  failed  to  recog- 
nise that  these  Land  Acts  embodied  a 
great  policy,  and  had  too  often  taken 
a  technical  view  of  questions  that 
ought  to  have  been  treated  from  a  wider 
standpoint.  He  would  give  one  instance 
which  had  occurred  in  the  case  of  a 
friend  of  his.  It  was  the  case  of  the 
Rev.  Mr.  Mares,  a  Presbyterian  minister 
in  County  Antrim.  He  was  not  a  Cam- 
paigner or  anything  of  that  kind,  and 
wished  to  defraud  nobody,  and  he  was  in 
a  different  position  from  other  tenants 
who  had  taken  steps  that  he  was  not 
prepared  to  take.  Ho  took  a  farm  of  18 
acres  under  a  fee-farm  grant,  his  rent 
being  £18.  The  land  was  practically 
waste  when  he  took  it,  and  at  his  own 
expense  he  reclaimed  11  acres  of  it.  In 
addition,  he  built  a  manse  at  a  cost  of 
£400.  After  the  passing  of  the  Rent 
Redemption  Act  of  1891  ho  went  into 
Court  to  have  his  rent  revised.  The 
Sub-Commissioners  reduced  the  rent  to 
£11,  holding  that  under  the  Act  they 
were  not  entitled  to  fix  any  rent  upon 
the  manse,  or  in  resi»ect  of  the  capital 
expended  on  reclamation.  Well,  that 
stood  to  common-sense.  But  the  land- 
lord, Mr.  Letty,  appealed  to  the  Land 
Commission  Court,  and  Judges  Bewley 
and  FitzGerald  went  down  and  tried  the 
case.  They  deliberately  decided  that  the 
Sub-Commissioners  ought  to  have  taken 
into  account  the  expenditure  upon  the 
manse  and  upon  reclamation,  and  fixed 
the  rent  at  the  original  amount  of  £18. 
That  case  had  occurred  within  the  last 
few  months.  Similar  cases  were  occurring 
every  day  in  Ireland — he  would  mention 
two  which  had  occurred  in  County  Meath, 
**  Mullen  17.  Dogherty"  and  "Mullen  r. 
Kearns."  Those  cases  were  types  of 
what  was  going  on  every  day  of  the 
week  in  the  Province  of  Ulster,  and  in 
these  circumstances  Parliament  could  not 
refuse  to  pass  an  amending  Bill  for  the 
relief  of  the  people,  and  in  order  to 
carry  out  its  own  intentions.  He 
might    be   asked   how    he   knew    what 

Jfr.  T.  fF.  Russell 


the  intentions  of  Parliament  were.  He 
conducted  the  negotiations  with  the 
Government  with  regard  to  the  Rent 
Redemption  Act,  and  knew  that  it  was 
their  intention  to  treat  fee-farm  grants 
in  the  same  way  as  leaseholds  were 
treated.  In  regard  to  tenants'  improve- 
ments, he  understood  the  decision  of  the 
Court  to  be  that,  while  the  tenant  ought 
to  get  compensation  for  his  actual  ex- 
penditure, the  inherent  properties  in  the 
soil  were  to  belong  to  the  landlord.  But 
this  was  a  co-partnership,  and  surely  no- 
body would  dispute  that  the  direct 
expenditure  by  the  tenant  ought,  at  all 
events,  to  be  taken  into  account  in  fix- 
ing his  rent.  But  on  what  ground  was 
the  other  partner  to  get  the  whole  of  the 
inherent  properties  in  the  soil  ?  He  was 
not  prepared  to  say  that  the  landlord 
ought  not  to  have  his  share  of  these 
properties,  but  he  objected  to  his  having 
them  all.  This  was  a  matter  in  which  a 
Select  Committee  would  have  been  in- 
valuable in  arriving  at  the  relative  claims 
of  the  two  parties.  Then  as  to  the  pre- 
sumption being  in  favour  of  the  tenant. 
He  saw  no  objection  to  the  presumption 
in  the  matter  of  improvements  being  in 
favour  of  the  tenant,  because  it  would 
be  less  difficult  for  the  landlord  to  prove 
from  his  books  any  expenditure  he  had 
made  upon  a  holding.  The  landlord  had 
an  office  and  kept  accounts,  and  every 
one  familiar  with  the  working  of  the  Land 
Courts  knew  that,  wherever  a  landlord 
had  expended  money,  it  could  be  proved 
in  open  Court.  But  the  very  opposite 
was  the  case  with  the  tenants.  Very 
few  Irish  farmers  kept  books,  but  the 
landlords  had  no  right  to  take  credit  for 
the  tenants'  improvements  on  that  ac- 
count. The  question  of  town  parks  was 
one  of  difficulty,  but  it  ought  not  to  be 
incapable  of  solution.  If  a  man,  even 
though  he  lived  in  a  town,  actually 
farmed  agricultural  laud  contiguous  to 
that  town,  there  was  no  reason  why  that 
land  should  be  regarded  as  town  park  ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  if  a  shopkeeper 
in  the  town  had  a  field  as  accom- 
modation land,  there  was  a  great 
deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of  apply- 
ing the  town  park  system  in  that  case. 
With  regard  to  large  grazing  farms  and 
pasture  lands,  he  thought  some  changes 
ought  to  be  made  in  dealing  with  them. 
He  was  not  in  favour  of  the  large  grazier 
living  in  Dublin  having  a  fair  rent  fixed 
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on  being  tnacle  a  dual  owner  of  tbo  iaml 
on  which  he  had  never  iset  ftiot.,  hut  in 
the  case  of  partly  agricnltnral  and  jmrll y 
pastoral    land    on    whkdi     a    man     livtid 
there  was  no  reason  why  thai  man  should 
Oot  have  a  fair  rent  fixed  in  the  ordinary 
way,       Nothing    eonld  be   more  propose- 
terons  than  to   talk   ahont  the  jntentioti 
of    Parliament    in    the    way     they    bad 
heard.     What   ecu  Id    have  been    clearer 
ihftti  the  intention  of  Parliatnent  in  1870^ 
whea  the  Commissioners  went  down  and 
deliberately  exehnietl  tlie  town  of  Dun- 
dnim  by  the  most  perveree  ingenuity  ? 
The  ninth  clause  of  the  Bill»  relating  to 
demesne  lands,  was,  in  bis  opinion,  much 
too  B weeping,  though   he  adtnittedj  that 
difficnhie^  were  involved  in  the  matter. 
Iti  restpect  to  sub-letting,  it  mn«t  be  honio 
Id   mind    that  the   origiruil  intention  of 
Parliament  m  plaelcg  difiiculties  in   the 
way  of  it  was  to  cope  with  the  presstire 
of  poptihitioD  in  Ireland,    That  pressure, 
however,  no  longer  existed.     The  whole 
reason    for    legislating    against    it    had 
pa8&e<l  away,  and  cousequeutly  there  wa.-^i 
no   longer    the    same   objeetlou    to  .sub- 
letting.    There,  again,  upon  the  cjuestion 
of   consideration    the    Judges    had    nar- 
rowed the  applieatlon  of  the  principle  as 
nrnch  as  they  could.     lie  would  mention 
the  case  of  Scotch  mills.    Labourers  were 
necessary  in    rhe  mills,  and  houses  must 
he  built  for  them  to  live  in.   The  fanners 
pnt  vip  cottages  in  the  immediate  vicinity, 
and  the  moment  they  did  that  they  were 
out  of  cou rt  and  c  o u  1  d  n  o t  «  p pea L   VY  oi  1 1  d 
any  reasonable  tnan  defend  those  things  ? 
It  wae  because   he  had  looked   into  the 
matter  and  saw  the  difficulties  attending 
it  that  ho  was  so  anxious  a  Select  Com- 
mittee shoidd    be  appointed  to   iJiquire 
and    guide    the    House    to    a   fair    and 
righteous  decision  between   the  parties. 
Purchase  was  a  considerable  way  off,  but 
revision  of  rents  was   near  at  hand,  and 
for  that  reason,  and  in   order  to  remedy 
the   injustices   tliat   existed,  be  was  in 
favour  of   the  appointment  of    a  Com- 
mittee.    But    the  Committee  could   not 
be  ohtftinetl,  and  in  the  circumstances  he 
¥?a6  bound  to  take  the  Bill  and  muke  the 
l^est  of  it.     He  would  not,  however,  tie 
himself  down  to  supporting  everything 
in  the  Bill,  hut  he  was    bound   to  recog- 
lii»e  that  it  dealt  w*ith  matters  that  ought 
ID  justice  to  be  inquired  into.     Then  as 
to  the   iosarancc   clauses,  he  held   that 
inasmuch    as    the   Irish    tenant-farmers 


were  getting  advantages  and  the  Bri- 
tish taxpayer  was  runniog  enormous 
risks,  the  Irish  farmer  should  Ih3  called 
upon,  in  working  out  ins  own  redemption^ 
to  provide  an  insurance  fund.  He  had 
his  own  views  with  regard  to  the  pro- 
gross  made  under  the  Act  of  1H9K 
Everyl)ody  knew  that  for  the  last  two 
years  the  Home  Rule  controversy  had 
stopped  everything,  hut  still  it  was  a 
fact  of  enormous  importance  that 
£2,000,000  sterling  should  have  been 
applied  for  uuiler  the  Act.  The  Irish 
landlords,  at  all  events,  could  not  say 
that  he  had  ever  beeii  an  advocate  of 
confiscation.  They  knew  that  he  had 
run  some  riskti>  as  a  Representative  of  the 
tenant-farmers,  in  defending  them.  But 
he  nmst  tell  the  hind  lords  that  if  it  was 
proved,  as  he  believed  it  coidd  be  prove<l, 
that  under  the  sanction  of  the  law  and 
under  the  decision  of  the  Courts — tnts- 
tJikcn  decisions,  in  his  opinion — they  had 
l*een  enabled  to  apjiropriate  the  tenants' 
expenditure  on  their  holdings  and  to 
exact  rent  on  that  expenditure,  he  should 
be  as  anxious  to  prevent  thern  continuing 
that  course  as  he  had  ever  been  to  stop 
the  teniints  from  doing  what  was  wrong • 
He  sliunhl  therefore  vote  for  the  Second 
Reailing  of  the  Bill,  as  his  hon.  Friend- 
the  ilernher  for  South  Derry  would  have 
done  had  ho  not  paired. 

*Mk,  BHODHICK  (Surrey,  Guildford) 
said,  the  speeches  nnide  l>oth  for  and 
against  the  Bill  thnt  afternoon  had  been 
of  a  very  reinarkal^le  character,  Init  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill  had  mainly  dealt 
with  the  circumstances  under  which 
it  was  introduced,  and  he  wished,  with 
the  indulgence  of  the  House,  to 
state  why  he  disapproved  of  the  time, 
tnanner,  and  occasion  in  which  this 
Bill  was  introduced,  but  also  why  he 
thought  tlie  Bill  should  not  be  accepted 
by  the  House,  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Mem  her  for  South  Tyrone  had  given  ao 
accurate  history  of  what  had  occurred 
with  regard  to  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee  on  this  subject,  but  he  ilid 
not  go  far  enough.  His  hon.  Friend 
said  that  up  to  Thursday  last  an  arrange- 
ment had  been  pructically  arrive<l  at  that 
if  the  Chief  Secretary  won  hi  withdraw  a 
large  portion  of  the  wide  Reference  those 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
would  jiiit  no  I  ar  in  the  way  of  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee.  But 
his   hon.  Friend  entirely  omitted  to  say 
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that  this  Bill,  which  was  one  of  the 
largest  Bills  couueeted  with  Irish  land 
that  had  ever  heen  presented  to  the 
House,  which  meant  a  virtual  recon- 
struction of  all  the  principles  on  which 
Land  Acts  had  heen  hitherto  framed, 
was  only  put  hefore  the  House  on 
Monday  evening,  and  that  they  had  only 
had  36  hours  in  which  to  consider  its 
provisions.  Since  1880  a  Land  Act  had 
been  proposed  nearly  every  year,  and  in 
no  single  case  had  there  been  so  strong  a 
proposal  made  as  that  which  the  House 
was  now  askeil  to  adopt  without  having 
having  had  time,  almost,  to  read  the 
Bill.  Hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
seemed  to  think  that  other  hon.  Members 
were  to  decide  this  question  without  con- 
sulting their  friends  in  Ireland.  There 
had  been  no  opportunity  of  sending  a  single 
copy  of  tiie  Bill  to  Ireland,  and  if  it  had 
not  been  that  he  did  not  wish  to  take  a 
course  obnoxious  to  the  House,  he  would 
have  risen  immediately  after  the  Mover 
and  Seconder  of  the  Second  Reading  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  Debate. 
Thus  this  proposal  was  sprung  upon 
them  after  the  Reference  to  the  Com- 
mittee had  been  canvassed  on  the  two 
sides  of  the  House.  He  did  not,  of 
-  course,  impute  to  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary  any  collusion  in  the 
matter  ;  but  at  the  same  time,  his  right 
hon.  Friend  would  recollect  that  his 
amended  Reference  only  appeared  on  the 
Paper  on  Tuesday  morning,  and  that  the 
House  was  asked  to  accept  it  in  ignorance 
of  the  course  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
intended  to  take  on  this  Bill.  He  said 
last  night  that  as  the  Reference  was  now 
drawn  he  had  no  objection  in  principle 
to  the  appointment  of  the  Committee, 
and  all  that  he  asked  was  that  the 
Opposition  might  be  allowed  till  Thurs- 
day to  consider  the  Reference,  seeing  that 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  was  absent  at 
the  time  the  Committee  was  moved. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  He  had  been 
present  all  the  evening. 

Mr.  BRODRICK,  continuing,  said, 
he  had  no  objection  to  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee  to  inquire  how,  in  the 
vast  number  of  cases  which  would  pre- 
sently come  before  the  Court  again,  the 
vast  mass  of  litigation  and  difficulty 
which  took  place  in  1881  and  1885  could 
be  avoided.  He  was  also  perfectly  will- 
ing that  a  Committee  should  inquire  into 
the  enormous  sums  which,  under  the  Act 
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of  1881,  had  been  given  for  small  hold- 
ings for  which  the  tenants  had  paid 
nothing,  and  on  which  they  could  show 
no  improvements  ;  but  what  he  did  press 
on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  last  night 
was  that  they  should  not  set  up  in  that 
House  a  Court  of  Appeal  to  review  the 
judicial  decisions  of  the  Commissioners. 
What  was  wanted  was  not  an  investiga- 
tion into  individual  cases  of  hardship,  but 
a  general  inquiry  into  the  effect  of  the 
Act  on  landlords,  tenants,  and  encum- 
brancers respectively.  That  was  not  the 
position  taken  up  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  What  I  tried 
to  point  out  was  this — that  even  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  succeeded  in  proving 
that  the  landlords  had  lost  26  per  cent, 
of  their  rents  of  the  last  50  years, 
that  proved  nothing  against  the  tenants, 
who  by  reason  of  falling  prices  and  the 
increasing  cost  of  labour  have  probably 
lost  more  than  25  per  cent. 

•Mr.  brodrick  said,  it  might  be 
shown  that  while  the  landlord  had  lost 
25  per  cent.,  the  tenants  had  got  valuable 
interest  for  which  they  had  never  paid  a 
farthing,  and  those  interests  had  in- 
creased in  a  way  which  was  never  in- 
tended. What  was  the  position  that 
day  ?  They  had  had  a  Bill  moved  which 
covered  a  good  deal  of  the  ground  to  be 
taken  by  the  investigating  Committee, 
and  they  were  to  be  asked,  after  a  few 
hours'  discussion,  to  read  it  a  second 
time.  Secondly,  they  were  invited  to 
accept  a  Reference  to  a  Committee 
which,  although  narrowed,  was  still 
wide  enough  to  enable  the  House  to  con- 
stitute itself  a  Court  of  Appeal  for  in- 
dividual cases  of  hardship  ;  and,  thirdly, 
they  were  asked  to  go  in  for  a  Committee 
which  would  be  incomplete.  Was  it  not 
absurd,  if  this  Bill  was  to  be  passed  that 
day,  to  appoint  a  Committee  to  suggest 
improvements  in  the  law  and  practice, 
when  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway, 
some  of  whom  must  sit  on  the  Com- 
mittee, had  pledged  themselves  by  back- 
ing this  Bill  as  to  the  changes  that  were 
desirable  ?  Why  should  they  go  through 
the  solemn  farce  of  appointing  a  Com- 
mittee to  discover  remedies  as  to  which 
hon.  Members  had  already  declared  in 
specific  terms  what  required  to  be  done  ? 
How  could  a  Committee  be  expected  to 
try  out  the  whole  Land  Question  when 
it  was  already  prejudged  ?     It  was  true 
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that,  although  strong  sfieccheB  had  beeu 
delivered    on    the    other     side     of    the 
House,  the  Goverunieiit  hud  Dot  stilted 
their     views*       If     the     Chief     Secre- 
tary treated  his  Committee  as  an  effective 
Committee  ;    if   he    said   *'  No "    to   the 
Second     Reading   of    the    Bill     on     the 
ground  that  he  was   about  to  appoint  a 
Committee    to  inquire   into  the  suhjeet, 
then,    as   far   as    he,     speaking    as    an 
individual       Member,      and      his      hon. 
Friend.-^    behind    him    were    eoncorned, 
they  would  raise  no  objection  whatever 
to   the  appointment  o£  the    Committee, 
The  action  of  Irish  Members  had  super- 
seded the  previous  negotiations  as  to  the 
Referenee,  and  the  Government  could  not 
complain  of  the  aetion  of  the  Opposition* 
If  there  was  any  complaint  to  Ijo   made, 
the  persons  against  whom  it  should   be 
made  were  the  bon.  Members — the  Irish 
Members — below  the  Gangway,  who  did 
not,   until    6   oVdoek   on   Monday    even- 
ing last,  furnish   the  House  with   their 
intended      Bilb       If      the      Opposition 
went   into  the  proposed  Committee  un- 
fettered    the    Committee  might  have   a 
fortumite  result,  but  be  did  not  see  how 
they  could  be  asked  to  go  into  ibo  Com- 
mittee with  the  Chairman  and  the  majority 
pletlged,     when    they    knew   beforehand 
wdiat   would    be    the   result.     This    Bill 
made  a  most  serious  change  in  the  whole 
history  of  Irish   land  legislation.     It  re- 
casted  very  nearly  all  tlie  most  important 
provisions  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881  ;  it 
changed  the  judicial  term  and  recast  the 
whole  of  the  arrangements  as  to  improve- 
men  Is  ;     it  did    away    with     the    notice, 
which  had  prevented  so  many  evictions  ; 
it    removed    the    main    security  against 
compulsion  in    the  matter  of   land  pur- 
chase ;  and  tlirew  into  the  net,  as  a  sort 
of  honne  bonc/tc,  town  parks  and  pasture 
holdings.     He  objected   to   the  Bill  be- 
cause of  the  enonoous  amount  of  Htiga- 
tiou    which    it    would  promote,    and  re- 
grettetl    that    the    hon.     MemVM?r    who 
iutrotlucetl  it  had  not  adopted   the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Act  of   1887    in  regard  to 
change  in  prices. 

Mr.  KILBRIDE  :  I  did  not  do  so 
liccftuse  the  Act  of  1887  did  not  take 
produce  into  account, 

♦Mn.  BRODRIClv  said,  he  must  urge 
the  Chief  iSecretary  not  to  assent  to  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  because  the 
principle  of  a  revision  of  judicial  rent 
every  eight  years  was  fundamentally  uo- 


^sound.  The  object  was  to  lessen  litiga- 
tion, and  the  Bill  would  promote  litiga- 
tion ;  for  i^very  individual  rent  would 
have  to  be  fixed  twice  as  often  as  at  pre- 
sent. The  question  of  improvements 
had  been  dealt  with  in  discussion  in  an 
extremely  partial  and  ruirrow  sense, 
although  in  the  Bill  it  was  desdt  with  in 
a  manner  oidy  too  comprehensive  and 
partisan.  He  never  knew  any  principle 
adopted  with  more  deliberation  by  the 
House  than  the  one  that  improvements 
other  than  buildings  and  the  reclamation 
of  waste  lands,  were  to  be  included  after 
20  years  in  the  fair  rent.  That  was  the 
deliberate  affirmation  of  Parliament,  and 
the  principle  was  affirmed  time  after  time 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Midlothian,  and  in  most  specific 
terms  by  Mr.  Bright. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  On 
the  contrary,  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
stated  in  1881  that  he  did  not  intend  to 
adopt  that  principle  of  the  Act  of  1870. 
He  wonid  find  the  reference  in  Hansard. 
•Mk.  BRODRICK  said,  that  under  the 
present  Bill  not  merely  was  the  tenant 
to  be  paid  for  every  improvement,  hut 
the  presumption  was  that  ^.YQry  impi xive- 
nient  must  have  been  made  by  the  tenant 
or  bis  predecessor  in  title.  On  the  same 
principle  they  might  argue  that  because 
the  ten  a  n  t  d  i  d  n  o  t  k  ec  p  a  cc  u  v  ate  a  ccou  n  t  s 
it  was  for  the  landlord  to  prove  that  his 
title  to  the  land  was  good,  and  in  de- 
fault that  the  fee-simple  should  belong 
to  the  tenant.  If  the  landlord  did 
not  consider  the  improvements  mmle  by 
the  tenant  suitable  for  the  holding,  aiul 
protested  against  their  being  made,  he 
would  nevertheless  be  bound  to  pay  him 
on  going  out. 

Mn.  M.  HEALY  (Cork)  :  This  Bill 
does  not  amend  the  Act  of  1870  in  that 
respect. 

Mu.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  that  what 
had  occurred  in  188 1  was  fbis  :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Midlothian  said  that  in  the  Act  of  1870 
Farliamont  recognised  the  principle  that 
the  tenant  might  he  compensated  by  a 
reasonable  lapse  of  time  in  respect  to  im- 
provements which  be  bad  made,  but  in 
the  Act  of  1881  they 
that  principle. 

♦Mk.  BRODRICK,  continuing,  said 
that  they  must  have  brought  the  late 
Prime  Minister  to  a  better  mind  before 
the    close   of    the    Bill,   for   the   action 
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of  the  '  right  hoD.  Gentleman  was 
this  :  He  speciRcall j  allowed  words 
to  be  iuserted  in  the  Act  of  1881 
which  were  subsequently  found  by  the 
proceedings  to  be  governed  by  the  Act  of 
1870.  Again,  if  the  tenant  proposed  to 
make  certain  improvements  in  considera- 
tion of  having  his  rent  reduced,  the  Bill 
said  that,  after  the  improvements  had 
been  made  in  pursuance  of  the  contract, 
the  Court  was  to  come  in  and  ascertain 
the  value  of  the  improvements  and  the 
amount  of  rent  the  landlord  was  to 
forego  and  decide  whether  the  contract, 
perhaps  made  many  years  before,  had 
been  fair.  Thus  the  landlord  was  to  be 
called  upon  to  pay  for  improvements  for 
which  he  had  already  given  adequate 
compensation.  Then,  if  the  tenant  de- 
sired to  erect  a  dwelling  upon  his  hold- 
ing, and  insisted  upon  building  a  large 
house  in  spite  of  the  objections  of  the 
landlord  that  it  was  not  suited 
to  the  holding,  and  if  the  tenant 
left  or  became  a  bankrupt,  the  land- 
lord would  have  to  pay  compensation 
based  on  the  cost  of  the  house  he  had 
objected  to.  Again,  if  the  tenant  built  a 
house  of  moderate  size,  and  if  the  land- 
lord had  made  a  corresponding  allowance 
in  the  rent,  uevertteless,  at  the  close  of 
the  term  or  in  case  of  bankruptcy,  the 
question  of  compensation  must  be  decided 
by  the  Court.  And  yet  the  Court  would 
have  no  means  of  determining  what  was 
the  condition  of  the  land  at  the  time  the 
tenant  entered  upon  the  holding,  although 
in  10  years  the  tenant  might  have  com- 
pletely ruined  it.  Again,  there  was 
nothing  to  prevent  a  tenant  from  obtain- 
ing compensation  for  improvements  which 
he  had  himself  exhausted  by  ordinary 
wear  and  tear.  In  fact,  the  clause  of  the 
Bill  tore  up  nearly  all  the  decisions  that 
had  been  given  by  the  Courts  with  regard 
to  improvements  ;  yet  they  were  asked 
to  give  it  a  Second  Reading  without  time 
to  consult  a  single  Irish  lawyer  about  it. 
It  was  at  variance  with  the  professions 
of  the  late  Leader  of  the  House  and  those 
who  sat  with  him  when  the  Acts  were 
passed.  [Mr.  J.  Mokley  :  I  was  not  in 
the  House.]  There  were  other  points 
which  were  not  touched  by  the  Bill.  In 
1881  he  protested  against  the  sums  that 
were  to  be  given  for  tenant-right,  and 
experience  had  justified  what  he  then 
said,  because  payments  for  tenant- 
right    had   done    more    than    anything 
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else  to  impoverish  tenants.  When 
a  tenant  had  paid  nothing  and  had 
made  no  improvements  he  had  nothing 
to  sell.  A  case  occurred  the  other  day  in 
which  it  came  out  that  a  tenant's  rent  was 
£48  and  his  valuation  was  £25.  The  tenant 
went  into  Court  to  claim  a  fair  rent,  but 
before  the  case  was  tried  the  tenant  sold 
the  tenant-right  to  a  neighbour  for  a  capital 
sum  of  £630,  or,  including  costs,  £661. 
In  that  case  there  had  been  no  outlay  for 
improvements  and  no  expenditure  on 
entering  upon  the  farm  ;  and  the  outgoing 
tenant  simply  sold  the  £48  rental  at  a 
price  which  added  £2o  of  interest  to  the 
rent  for  the  incoming  tenant,  who  was 
saddled  with  the  extra  £25  simply  that 
he  might  oc;cupy  the  holding  without 
being  called  a  land-grabber.  Could  such 
payments  be  regarded  as  an  economic 
solution  of  the  Land  Question  ?  There 
was  no  provision  in  the  Bill  for  the  rare 
cases  of  English-managed  estates,  on 
which,  of  course,  all  improvements  be- 
longed to  the  landlord.  He  objected  as 
much  as  anyone  to  putting  rent  upon 
improvements  made  by  a  tenant ;  but,  still, 
it  must  be  recognised  that  all  improve- 
ments did  not  necessarily  belong  to  the 
tenant.  No  reason  had  been  given  for  the 
very  stringent  clause  with  regard  to  de- 
mesne lauds  ;  and  town  parks  were  the 
subject  of  a  bogus  agitation  in  favour  of 
butchers  and  meat  salesmen.  This  was 
simply  a  proposal  to  give  a  man  for  30s.  an 
acre  what  he  could  let  for  £5  or  £6  an  acre. 
He  regarded  the  agitation  in  regard  to 
town  parks  as  being  a  bogus  agitation. 
It  was  an  agitation  which  served  very 
well  to  fill  up  gaps  in  the  speeches  of 
Members  below  the  Gangway,  but  there 
was  no  bottom  to  it  at  all.  The  settle- 
ment arrived  at  in  the  Land  Act  of  1887 
he  had  heard  spoken  of  time  after  time  as 
a  fair  compromise.  Town  parks  must 
remain,  and  a  man  who  owned  a  town 
had  a  right  to  the  natural  development  of 
that  town.  He  ought  not  to  have  agri- 
cultural tenants  planted  on  him  right  up 
to  the  houses  of  the  town  if  he  required 
to  let  the  land  to  those  who  were  respon- 
sible for  the  markets  of  the  town.  Was 
it  to  the  advantage  of  those  who  had  to 
take  their  cattle  to  a  town  from  a  long 
distance  that  they  should  not  have  a 
place  in  which  to  house  them  the  night 
before  the  sale  ?  The  promoters  of  thi» 
Bill  wanted  to  carry  out  their  views  by 
Act  of  Parliament,  although  they  could 
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not  get  a  lawjer  iq  Ireland  to  support  i 
thern.  He  hard  I  j  thought  that  the  hon. 
Member  who  moved  the  Secoiid  Remlmg 
wished  the  House  to  take  him  Heriouslj 
in  the  few  arguments  he  advauced  as  to 
pasture  farraa.  The  lion.  Member  said 
he  knew  cases  fn  which  90  per  eetjt. 
of  farms  were  broken  up,  and  which  were 
yet  held  to  lie  pas  In  re  farms.  Such  caso^ 
were  utterly  at  variance  with  the  legal 
deciuioaa  givou  l*y  the  Court  of  Appeal 
III  one  ease  the  Court  of  Appeal  affirniod 
A  decision  of  tho  Laud  Commission 
holding  not  to  he  a  pai^ture  farm  one  of 
19o  acres,  of  which  the  tenant  was  not 
allowed  to  break  up  more  than  10  acres^ 
and  from  whii-h  he  was  not  allowed  to 
remove  any  hay.  In  another  case  the 
Court  of  Appeal,  presided  over  by  Lord 
AshbijUTue,  then  Lord  Cbancellor,  de- 
cided that  a  farm  of  150  acres,  all  rn 
pasture,  of  which  20  acres  might  be 
broken  up,  was  uot  a  pasture  farm. 
Under  Clause  1 1  of  the  Bill  it  was  pro- 
posed that  lettings  beyond  a  life  interest 
should  be  legalised.  He  thouglit;  that 
this  would  lead  to  very  great  i  neon  ve- 
il iencei*  and  comph'cations,  and  it  would 
cut  at  the  root  of  all  agreements  with 
regard  to  H  mi  ted  owners.  Until  the  hi  w 
of  limited  owners  was  aholished  alto- 
gether it  would  be  impossible  for  any 
Law  Officer  on  the  Treasury  Bench  to 
support  the  clause.  Again,  nothing  could 
be  more  inerpii table  than  to  enahie  a 
mati  who  had  been  evicted  for  non- 
payment of  rent  and  had  been  reinstated 
to  come  back  as  a  present  tenant  on 
the  same  terms  as  men  who  bad 
paid  their  rents  from  first  to  last 
atid  had  never  boon  evicted.  This  Bill 
would  ptJt  an  cud  at  one  stroke  to  the 
written  notice  which  liad  been  called  the 
**evictiou-made-eaay  "  notice,  but  which 
could  Dot  be  shown  by  statisttcs  to  l^o 
flUch  a  notice  and  which  could  tie  de- 
fended on  the  ground  that  it  conduced  to 
peace  and  good  order  in  Ireland,  This 
was  a  deliberate  attempt  on  the  part  of 
Meml>er8  below  the  Gangway  to  substi- 
tute for  amicable  relations  lietweeii  land- 
lords and  tenants  those  embittered  and 
hoatile  feelings  which  Parliament  bad  to 
a  large  extent  endeavoured  to  remove 
by  the  Act  of  1887.  Those  Members 
wanted  to  see  the  battering-ram  in  opera- 
tion and  Land  League  hutf  full,  whilst 
those  who  opposed  this  Bill  wanted  to 
aee  the  Land  League  huts  empty  and  peace 
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and  good  feeling  prevailing  between  laod- 
iords  and  tenants.  If  it  were  only  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  peace  of  Ireland,  and  solely 
because  the  Bil!  contained  such  a  provi- 
sion, he,  for  one,  would  never  consent  to 
its  passage.  Ho  had  endeavoured  to 
show  the  House  that  this  Bill  was  not 
the  innocuoiii*,  small,  and  lusignilicant 
measure  that  had  been  suggested  in  the 
extremely  tlove-liko  speech  of  the  bon. 
Member  who  introduced  it.  He  had  en- 
deavoured to  show  that,  if  passed,  it 
would  entirely  change  the  policy  of  Par- 
liament. He  Ijad  tried  to  poiut  mit  that 
it  would  preclude  the  Opposition  from 
assenting  to  that  Committee  which 
otherwise  they  were  prepared  to  assent 
to.  If  the  Opposition  were  determined 
in  their  opposition  to  that  Committee, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr,  J.  Mor» 
ley)  might  count  upon  a  couple  of 
nights'  Debate  with  regard  to  it.  He 
ventured,  however,  to  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  not  to  prejudge 
the  question,  Ivut  to  say  that  tins  Bill, 
whieb  had  been  produced  hurriedly, 
which  would  promote  litigation  and  must 
burke  inquiry,  was  .i  measure  that  ought 
not  hastily  to  be  accepted  ami  was  one 
which  he  was  justified  in  declining  to 
vole  for. 

•Mr.  SMfTH-BARRY  (Hunts,  S.) 
said,  he  had  paused  for  a  moment  or  two 
before  rising  in  the  expectation  ttiat  this 
remarkable  and  far-reaching  Bill  would 
have  obtained  more  support  from  Mem-  ' 
bers  below  the  (Gangway  than  had  yet 
been  forthcoming.  The  Bill  had  been 
printed  and  circulated  only  a  few  hours 
before  its  Second  Reading  had  been 
moved.  It  was  full  of  all  sorts  of  deep, 
legal  questions  and  it  required  vqvj  long 
and  careful  consideration.  That  the 
Second  Reading  of  such  a  Bill  should 
have  been  proposed  on  a  Wcilnesday  and 
that  not  a  single  leading  Member  of 
the  Party  below  the  Gangway  should 
have  risen  in  support  of  it  were  fads 
that  must  fill  English  and  Scotch  Mem- 
hors  with  amazement.  He  objected  to 
the  Bill  on  two  or  three  grounds.  In  the 
first  placCj  be  objected  to  everlasting 
tinkering  with  the  Irish  Land  Question. 
That  question  had  now  been  before  tlie 
country  for  23  or  24  years.  Land  Act 
after  Land  Act  bad  been  passed,  only  to 
give  rise  to  fresh  demands.  We  were 
told  that  the  tenants  were  uo  better  off 
for  all    the    legislation   that  had    been 
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ndoptetl  ou  tbeir  1>eliuli:\  atid  certainlj 
tbe  laud  lords  ^vere  not.  It  was  mostt  in- 
decent to  rush  Bills  of  tbis  kind  through 
the  House  of  Commons.  As  to  the  pro- 
posed Committee  on  the  Irish  Lund 
Question,  he  bad  no  desire  to  bnrke  dis- 
cussioa  on  the  subject  or  to  throw  uii- 
reaaoDable  and  nuuatural  obstacles  in  the 
way  of  it;  but  he  thought  Members  had 
a  right  to  gome  Debate  npoii  the  qites- 
tiow  Ijefore  appointing  a  Committee,  and 
he  felt  that  if  tliis  Bill  were  read  a 
fieeond  time  any  inquiry  by  a  Committee 
afterwards  would  be  simply  a  del u& ion 
and  a  sham.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Gal  way  (Mn  Pinkertoii)  had  quoted,  or 
rather  tni-iquated^  a  private  eoiiverf^ation 
lie  (Mr.  Siyith-Barry)  had  had  with  bim 
in  the  Lobby.  The  hon.  Member loid 
stated  that  he  (Mr.  Smith -Barry)  !md 
fiaid  that  hia  tenants  in  Ireland  were 
better  rent-payers  ibaii  hip  tenants  in 
Himtingdoiishire,  and  that  the  Hnnt- 
iDgdon^hire  farmers  were  very  bad  rent- 
payers. 

*Mr.  PINKEKTON,  iuterposiDg,  saiil, 
he  begge<i  the  hon.  Member  s  pardon  for 
having  tried  to  place  bim  before  the 
House  in  a  very  favourable  light.  He 
had  been  glad  to  believe  that  the  hon. 
Member  held  the  opinion  that  the  Ivhh 
tenant-fanners  were  better  rent-payerj* 
than  the  tenant-farmers  of  Huntingdon- 
shire. Tbat,  of  course,  was  no  refteetioii 
OD  the  teuant-farmere  of  Hnotingdon- 
Bhire, 

•Mr.  smith  -  BAHRY  said  that, 
begging  the  hou.  Member's  pardon,  he 
had  never  said  anything  of  the  kind. 
What  he  had  said  was  that  more  rent 
was  obtained  from  the  Irish  tenants  thnii 
from  the  tenants  of  Hnntingdonshire» 
because,  whilst  tbe  tenants  of  Ireland 
bad  sutFered  very  slightly  indeed  from  tin- 
agrienitural  depression^  and  tbeir  rents 
had  been  very  considerably  reduced  by 
law,  the  depression  in  agrienltnro  in  tbe 
Eastern  Counties  of  England,  and  espe- 
cially in  Huntingdonshire,  had  been  sneh 
that  it  was  almost  impossible  for  tlie 
tenants  to  make  a  living  there  at  all. 
His  statement  had  been  that  the  tenant- 
farmers  of  Ireland  were  relatively  in  an 
exceedingly  prosperous  condition.  A^ 
t«  the  provisions  of  this  BiJI, 
all  who  were  in  the  unfortunate 
position  of  being  Irish  landlords  must 
look    upon    them    as   being  exceedingly 


injurious   to  their  interests,  inasmuch   as 
they    went    further    in    the    direction   of 
robbing  the  Irish  landlords  than  prevtoue 
Acts.     As    far   as    he  could  gather,  no 
arguments     whatever     bad     lie  en      put 
forward  in  favour  of  the  first  provision — 
namely,  the  change  in  the  statutory  term. 
He  did  not  think  there   was   any  special 
virhie  in   a   term  of   lo  years,  any  more 
than     tbere    was     any     special     virtue 
in  a  term   of    seven    years.     When  the 
Bessborough    Commission    was    sitting, 
it  was  recommended    that   the  statutory 
term  sliould  be  31   years,  and   the  usual 
term  in  Scotland  was,  he  believed,  either 
11  or  Hi   years.       The  same  objection 
apt  J  led,  however,    whatever   the  length 
of  the   term.     If    the    term    in  Ireland 
were   changed    now    from    15    to    seven 
or  eight  years,  the  probabiHry  was  that 
two  years    hence    it   woufd  be  said    that 
the   latter  term    was  too    long   and   tbal 
there  must  be  a  further  reduction  to  three 
years  or  two  years,  even  if  they  had  not 
to  go  back  to  annual  agreeraents.     There 
was  no  doubt,  that  the  present  system  of 
fixing  fair  rents  was  a  cumbrous,  an  incon- 
venient, an  expensive,  and   an  objection- 
able  system.     He    himself,  and    all   ihe 
Irish  landlords  he  knew,  would  be  very 
glad  indeed  if  some  simpler  and  possibly 
more  automatic  system   could  be  devised 
by  which  tbe  present  expense,  inritation, 
and  annoyance  could  be  avoided*    It  was 
not  his  business  to  suggest  tbe  alterations 
that  were  desirable,  but  he  said  that  the 
alterations  of  the  statutory  krm  from  15 
years  to  sovcu  would   not  meet  tbe  dilfi- 
Cidty.      Tbo    only    effect    of    such    an 
alteration   would    be    that    the   expense 
and    annoyance   of    tbe    present    system 
would  be  doubled,  inasmuch  as  the  parties 
would  have  to  go  into  Court  twice  in  15 
years   instead  of  once.     As  to  tbe  ques- 
tion of  tenants'  improvements,  he  would 
say  at  once    that  no  landlord    bad    the 
slightest  wish  to  rob  any  tenant  of  his 
improvenrents.     Tbe  case  thai  bad  been 
brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  (Mr.   T,  W.  Russell)  was 
a  very  scandalous  and   bad   case,  and    if 
provisions  could  be  made  to  meet  such  a 
case  none  of  them  in  that  quarter  of  tbe 
House  would  have  any  objection  what* 
ever  to  the  adoption  of  euch  provisions  ; 
OD    the    contrary,    all    of    them    would 
he   only    too    glad    to     support     them. 
These     proposals    went    a     great    deal 
further   thau    that.     They   gave  a   pre- 
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gttmptiou  to  the  teiuint  of  being  the 
owner  ttntl  creator  of  tUese  improvemeMtfv 
from  time  iinnjemorial.  It  was  all  very 
well  to  say  that  the  laud  lord  b  kept  books, 
id  that  the  teuaotB  did  not.  He  wa« 
ry  to  say  that  all  the  landlords  diil 
not  keep  books  ;  or  if  they  did,  tho  books 
very  often  disappeared,  or  were  not 
available  when  estates  ebanged  liand.s. 
It  was  the  most  difficult  thing  in  the 
world  for  landlords  to  prodoce  evtdeHce 
on  these  matters.  There  was  tiothitig 
tinder  such  a  Bill  as  this  to  prevent 
tenantfi  coming  forward,  as  they  con- 
stantly did,  and  claiming  compensation 
for  every  sort  of  improvement,  real  and 
imaginary,  which  they  might  assert  hud 
"  in  carried  out  either  by  theniselves  or 
leir  predecessors  years  mid  gene  rat  ion. h 
^ore.  The  landlord  s  were  at  the 
nt  moment  mo^t  severely  mnlcted 
ider  the  Land  Acts,  and  if  such  ati 
lendment  of  the  law  as  this  were 
effected  tho  robbery  would  he  increased 
and  inultiplie^l  to  an  enormous  extent* 
Besides  that,  it  bad  always  been  con- 
sidered that  the  owner  provided  the 
larxl  and  the  tenant  the  laliour.  The 
ts  after  a  reasonable  time  were 
le  to  recoup  themselves  for  their 
hour  and  the  money  they  batl  spent 
on  their  holdings,  and  it  was  supposed 
that  the  arrangement  would  work  out 
equally.  But  if  this  was  to  be  upset 
%  great  deal  of  injustice  would  he  done. 
It  was  taken  for  granted  by  Members 
below  the  Gangway  on  that  (the  Oppo- 
sition) aide  of  the  House  and  by  many 
£u^lish  Members  that  improvements  on 
Irish  farms  bad  always  been  maile  by 
the  tenants.  He  mniutained  that  that 
was  a  perfect  fallacy.  The  fact  was, 
that  in  heaps  of  eases  what  improve- 
nts  had  been  made  in  past  years,  at 
ly  rate,  had  been  made  conjointly  by 
landlord  and  tenant.  Timber  and  other 
lerial  had  been  given  by  the  land- 
^a 

An  hon.  Member  :  And  charged  for. 

Mr.     8M1TH.BARUY    said,    that 
JTobably  some  bad  landlords  iiad  charged 
r.  these   things,   but   in  the  euormons 
ity   of  cases   no  charge  had   lieeu 

An  hon*  Member  :  Where  ? 
Mb,    smith  -  BARRY    said,    that 
fore  the  Land  Act  of  1881   landlords 
been  iu  the  habit  of  supplying  the 


material  and  the  tenants  the  labour  for 
improvements  on  farms  ;  but  naturally 
since  that  time  landowners  had  not  been 
such  fools  as  to  do  so.  Under  this  Biil 
the  tenant  was  to  have  the  benefit  of 
the  improvements.  They  were  to  en- 
joy, as  it  were,  the  "  betterment  ; " 
but  how  about  the  worsemeut  ?  Any* 
oue  who  knew  anything  about  Ireland 
was  aware  that  on  a  great  many 
small  farms  the  laud  had  been  entirely 
worked  out  and  would  not  produce 
anythiug  like  the  crops  it  formerly  did. 
Farmers  would  tell  them,  "  Oh  !  the  land 
is  not  so  productive  as  it  used  to  be  ;  it 
will  not  bear  the  same  crops."  Why 
not  ?  Because  those  farmers  and  their 
predecessors  had  worked  out  the  land. 
And  tiien*  having  worked  out  the  land, 
they  went  into  the  Land  Court  and  ob- 
tained a  reduction  of  rent  in  conse(|ueuce. 
lie  (Mr,  8mith-Barry)  maintained  that 
if  the  tenant  was  to  have  the  benefit  of 
the  improvements  he  had  made  since  the 
time  of  the  Flood,  the  landlord  ought  to 
have  some  compensation  oo  his  side  for 
the  damage  and  injury  done  to  his  land. 
He  was  entitled,  at  least,  to  have  restored 
to  bim  the  prairie  value  of  which  hon* 
Members  were  so  fond  of  talking.  He 
saw  iu  tho  last  Report  of  the  Congested 
Districts  Board  tliat  there  was  an  admis- 
sit>n  of  this  kind.     It  said — 

**  in  raany  instances,  owing  to  previous  ex- 
haustiijg  of  the  soil  and  the  want  of  proper 
tillage,  the  t^rr>i>8  are  very  bud/' 

He  would  not  go  at  length  into  the  quea- 
tion  of  town  parks  and  pasture  holdings, 
of  demesue  lands,  but,  clearly,  it  was 
necessary  to  leave  ample  room  for  the 
natural  expansion  of  towns.  When  they 
got  a  Home  Rule  Government  it  might 
be  expected  that  Irish  towns  would  grow 
smaller  inj^tead  of  larger,  but  at  present 
he  ktiew  of  cases  where  the  reverse  pro- 
cebs  wa^  taking  place.  The  town  of 
Tipperary,  for  instance,  with  which  he 
had  a  great  deal  to  do,  was  extending, 
and  he  maintained  that  to  lock  up  the 
land  in  the  neighbonrhood  of  such  town*» 
would  he  to  inflict  the  greates^t  injury  on 
the  shopkeepers  and  inhabitants  gene- 
rally. K'o  doubt  there  were  some  pro- 
visions in  the  Bill  w^hich  were  good,  hnt 
in  tho  main  it  was  a  bad  Bill,  and  an 
attempt  to  cut  out  of  the  land 
legislation  of  Ireland  every  provision 
that  ottered  any  fair  protection 
to      the      rights      of      the       landlord. 
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Further  than  that,  it  hroke  the  last  thread 
that  remained  of  freedom  of  contract. 
It  was  another  plan  for  whittling  away 
the  property  which  belonged  to  the  land- 
lords, many  of  whom  had  bought  in  the 
Landed  Estates  Court,  and  had  been 
given  a  Parliamentary  title  to  their  land. 
In  these  days  of  agricultural  depression 
it  was  most  important  that  all  persons 
interested  in  agriculture  should  pull  to- 
gether, and  that  no  attempt  should  be 
made  by  one  class  to  rob  another.  He 
himself  lived  in  Ireland  as  much  as  he 
could,  and  he  intended  to  continue  doing 
so,  whatever  legislation  might  be 
brought  forward.  He  hoped,  however, 
that  he  might  be  allowed  to  live  there  in 
peace  apd  goodfellowship  with  his  neigh- 
bours, but  he  was  certain  that  such  legis- 
lation as  this  would  not  tend  to  the  wel- 
fare of  Ireland. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  sat  down  has  not  been  quite  consis- 
tent. He  began  by  saying  that  the  first 
and  fundamental  objection  to  this  Bill  is 
that  it  is  another  piece  of  that  everlasting 
tinkering  with  land  legislation  which,  in 
his  opinion,  has  done  so  much  mischief 
in  Ireland.  But  I  was  astonished  to 
hear  the  hon.  Member  afterwards  commit 
himself  to  the  doctrine  of  the  expediency, 
if  not  the  urgency,  of  having  some  auto- 
matic device  —  such,  for  example,  as 
a  sliding  scale  —  for  the  purpose  of 
dealing  with  one  of  the  very  mis- 
chiefs with  which  this  Bill  professes 
to  deal.  In  his  closing  remarks,  also,  he 
admitted  that  there  are  in  the  Bill  pro- 
posals with  which  he  finds  little  fault, 
and  in  which  I  presume,  therefore,  he 
discerns  some  germs  of  advantage  to 
Ireland.  There  was,  therefore,  some  in- 
consistency in  the  hon.  Member's  speech, 
but  I  think  the  House  will  feel  that  in 
that  speech,  as  in  every  speech  that  has 
been  delivered  to-day,  we  have  heard  a 
note  of  moderation  which  is  not  very 
often  heard  in  discussions  on  Irish  Land 
Questions.  Excepting  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Guildford  Division  of 
Surrey,  nobody,  not  even  the  Mover  of 
the  Amendment,  has  declared  an  anta- 
gonism to  the  proposals  in  the  Bill,  and 
we  have  even  had  the  unwonted  pleasure 
of  hearing  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  make  an  excellent  speech  strongly 
Jfr,  Smith'Barry 


in  favour  of  a  measure  promoted  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  and  an- 
nouncing his  intention  to  vote  for  the 
Bill.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
who  moved  the  Amendment  said — the 
way  he  put  it  was  a  little  Hibernian — 
"  I  do  not  oppose  the  Bill  ;  I  only  do 
not  want  to  pass  it  now." 

Colonel  WARING  :  I  said  I  did 
not  oppose  the  whole  Bill. 

Mr.  J-.  MORLEY  :  I  do  not  suppose 
that  the  hon.  Member  agrees  with  every 
proposal  in  the  Bill,  but  he  is  not  an 
opponent  of  it,  and  he  does  not  move  his 
Amendment  on  account  of  the  faults  of 
the  measure,  but  on  the  ground  that  it  is 
inopportune  at  the  present  moment.  The 
Amendment  only  declares  that  Bills  of 
this  kind  are 

"inexpedient  and  unfair,  pending  the  proposed 
inquiry  into  the  working  of  the  Irish  Land 
Acts.'* 

We  may  take  it,  therefore,  that,  although 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member*s  Amend- 
ment if  carried  would  destroy  the  Bill, 
he  does  not  disapprove  this  particular 
measure. 

Colonel  WARING  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  may  take  it  that  my  words 
mean  exactly  what  they  express,  and 
nothing  more. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  ;  Just  so.  I  pre- 
sume that  the  language  is  used  in  its 
ordinary  meaning,  and  that  no  esoteric 
sense  is  to  be  ascribed  to  it.  Considering 
what  has  been  the  history  of  Bills  re- 
lating to  Irish  land,  especially  Wednes- 
day afternoon  Bills,  it  is  certainly  an  im- 
portant fact  that  there  has  been  no 
thorough-going  antagonism  to  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Bill,  taken  as  a  whole.  What 
is  the  argument  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  who  moved  the  Amendment  ?  It 
is  that  as  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  working  of  Irish  land  legislation 
has  been  moved  for  we  ought  not  to  vote 
for  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Guildford  made 
me  an  offer  which  I  do  not  consider  at 
all  a  generous  offer,  and  for  which  I  do 
not  thank  him  in  the  least.  He  said  that 
if  I  would  promise  to  vote  against  the 

Second  Reading  he  would  graciously 

•Mr.  BRODRICK  :  No.  What  I  in- 
tended to  say  was  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  commit  himself  to 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill  I  would  with- 
draw my  objection  to  the  Committee. 
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Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  Tbon  my    hon, 
rieud   wihLeti   on  aii  occasion    when   a 
Ijery    tiaportaut  proposal  ia  maile  to  the 
'qU86,   wheu   a  Bill  is  brougbt  forward 
hich  it  Is  adiidttiiil  eouUiiii^  meritorious 
(rovisioiis,  tbat  J,  who  am  rci^potisiblefor 
Irish    aJaiiuitjtratioi),    sliould     take     the 
leounne  of  walking  out.     That  is  a  course 
hich    I   camiot  i^oninent   to    take.     But 
I  rae  recall   to   the  House  the  curiou.s 
istory   of  this  proposed  Committee,  on 
which   so    much  stress   is  now  laid.     A 
proposal  was  made  ff>ra  Select  Committee, 
which,  in  mv  judgment,  did  not  go  ooe 
iiieh   bey o ml   the  ground  and  area  which 
icb  an   inquiry   on^Ljht  to  coven     llow- 
!ver,  I    found  that  in  some  parts  of  the 
ouse  there  was  a  feeling  strong  enough 
prevent    the    Connnittee    from   heiug 
appointed,  and  that  the  view  was  enter- 
iued  that  the  proposed  terms  of  Kefer- 
aoe  were  too  wide.     1  do  not  share  that 
pinion   in   the  least  degree,  and  I  would 
lot  Imve   beeu  a  party  to  the  mutihition 
the  Order  of  Beference  if  I  did  not 
ieve   that    the   topics    covered   by  tbe 
'rigiDal    Order  would   he  certainly  dealt 
ith  in  a  ftUurc  Se-'^sion.  But  so  anxious 
as    I     that    the    Committee   should   he 
PpoLnted  and  should  gel  to  work  tbat  I 
!cepteil  Amendments,  gave   way  along 
le   tine,    and    agreed    to    an     Order    of 
ef  ere  nee     which     the    Leader    of    the 
ipposition      himself     S4ud      woukl      be 
:eived  iu    all   quarters   of    the   House 
ithoiJt     opposition.      Then     the     hon, 
emlier     for     Guildford     says,     "You 
boly  gave  us  48  htnirs^  notice."     But  it 
Iks  Dot  a  new  ilotion*     The  Motion  bad 
ti    before  tbe   House  ever    since    the 
begiuniug  of  the  Session,  and  it  had  been 
OD  the  Paper  since  Monday*  And  then  the 
hoo,r  Member  sayt^  tbat  he  had  no  oppor- 
tunity of  consulting   his   Leader,  tijough 
his  Leader  himself  advised   the  course   I 
took,  and  had  l»een  sitting  at  his  side  all 
through  the  evejiing,     1  mnst  say  that  to 
pretend  that  a  full  upportunity   was  not 
iveu    of  considering   the  Order  of  Re- 
nce,  as  1  put  it  on  the  Paper,  is  not  a 
ery  reasonable  or  a  very  candid  position 
take.     He  stiys,  **  All  those  who  vote 
tir  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  will 
go  into  the  Committee  pledged."     There 
are   some    who   are  pledged  against  the 
Bill.     Are    we  all  to   walk  out  ?     Does 
the  hou*  Member  seriously  mean  that  we 
are  to  talk  the  Bill  out  or  in  some    way 
adjourn  the  consideration  of   it  ?    [Mr. 


BiiODJin.iK  :  Cerlainly.]  The  bun.  Mem- 
ber wants  to  use  our  votes  now  to  destroy 
the  Committee,  and  to  use  the  Committee 
to  destroy  the  Bill. 

•Mr.  BRODKICK  r  If  the  right  hon, 
Gentlennm  will  cousent  not  to  take  the 
decisiou  on  this  BiH  to-day,  and  so  not  to 
prejudge  the  whole  question,  we  will 
make  no  objection  whatever  to  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee, 

Mii,  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  in  a  position 
when    1    am    not    htnmd    to    make    any 
further    bargain.     I    have    accepted    the 
suggestion   made   by   tije  hon.  Member's 
own  Leader.    It  is  a  suggestion  approved 
by  everybody   in    the    House,  excepting, 
perhaps,  the  hon.  Member  himself  ;  and 
therefore   I  am  not  going  to  make  any 
further  bargain  about  it.     I  shall  propose 
the   Committee,  and   if  hon*   Gentlemen 
will  not  let  us  have  it,  so  be  it.     Mean- 
while I  shall  certJiiuly  say  what  I  have 
to  say,  and  take  the  action  winch  I  think 
proper   ufjon   the   Bill.      What  would   a 
vote  in  favour  of  tbe  Second  Heading  of 
this  Bill  really  mean  with  respect  to  tho 
Committee  ?     The  Bill  is  brought  in  to 
deal  with  certain  ilifficnlties  and  defects 
which    w^r^    pointed    ont    by    the    hon. 
Members    who    in     moderate    speeches 
moved  and  seconded  the  Second  Reading. 
They    were    further    pointed     out    and 
described     with     ciearness    and     ample 
illustration    by    the    hon.    Member    for 
South  Tyrone.     The  fact  is — as  every- 
one who  is  at  all  acq uain toil  with  what  is 
going    on    in    Ireland   is   aware — that  a 
certain   construction   has   been   put  upon 
words  in  tbe  Acts  of   1870  and   1881  by 
the  Courts — a   construction  of   which  I 
have  no  intention,  as  I  am  not  competent, 
to  make  any   complaint.     But  the  effect 
of    this   construction   in   some   50   cases 
has  been  to   overlay   the  subject  with  a 
number  of  doubls  and  difficulties  which 
everyone  would  wish  to  see  settled.    The 
object  in  view  is  to  put  into  more  simple 
and  delinite  form  on  the  Statute   Book 
what  is  believed  to  have  been  the  troe 
intention  and  policy  of  Parliament  when 
the  Acta  of   1870,  1881,  and  1891  were 
passed.     In  voting  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing  of    tliis    Bill    we    shall    affirm     the 
proposition  that  those  difficulties  of  con- 
struction should  be  removL^l,  and   in  the 
direction  of  a  certain  policy   which  we 
believe  to  have  been  the  policy  of  Par- 
liament in  1881   and   1S9L     I  am  going 
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to  vote  for  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill.  I  cannot  see  that  hj  so  doing  I  am 
in  any  substantial  way  prejudging  the 
inquiry  for  which  1  have  asked'  the 
Ho  Jse  to  appoint  a  Committee.  I  regard 
the  case  as  one  of  those  which  are 
perfectly  familiar  to  the  House — the  case 
of  a  Bill  being  read  a  second  time 
subject  to  reference  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. My  point  of  view  is  that, 
though  there  are  provisions  in  the  Bill 
which  I  cannot  accept,  we  are  appointiug 
a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  mainly 
into  the  points  raised  by  the  Bill.  There 
are,  indeed,  points  in  the  Bill  which  are 
not,  I  suspect,  covered  by  my  Order  of 
Reference.  But,  roughly  speaking — 
and  this  is  the  justification  of  the 
vote  which  I  am  going  to  give — 
having  moved,  and  intending  to 
continue  to  move,  the  appointment  of 
the  Select  Committee,  I  contend  that 
this  is  the  ordinary  process.  This  Bill 
cannot  get  through  its  stages  be- 
fore the  Select  Committee  which 
I  have  moved  for  has  reported. 
Of  that  there  cannot  be  a  doubt,  and 
therefore,  in  assenting  to  the  Second 
Reading,  I  am  not  in  the  least  prejudg- 
ing the  issues  into  which  I  have  invited 
the  House  to  appoint  a  Committee  to  in- 
quire. The  hon.  Member  for  Guildford 
gave  what  I  cannot  but  regard  as  an  ex- 
tremely exaggerated  description  of  the 
purport  of  this  Bill.  He  said  that  it  re- 
casts the  whole  Land  Code  of  Ire- 
land. [Mr.  Brodrick  :  Hjar,  hear!] 
When  he  goes  through  the  Bill  chapter 
by  chapter  and  clause  by  clause  he  will 
find  that  description  to  be  a  gross  ex- 
aggeration. There  has  been  an  enormous 
amount  of  litigation  to  the  disadvantage 
of  both  the  landlords  and  the  tenants  ; 
and  many  of  the  sections  of  this  Bill  are 
framed  with  a  view  to  remove  difficulties 
in  the  construction  of  the  law.  They 
put  the  policy  of  the  Land  Code  since 
1870  on  a  definite,  assured,  and  unmistak- 
able ground.  But  that  is  not  recasting 
the  Land  Code.  It  does  not  touch  the 
organic  provisions  of  the  legislation  of 
1881  and  of  the  Purchase  Act  of  1891  to 
alter  the  terms  of  the  tenants'  insurance 
fund.  There  are  some  provisions  in  the 
Bill  of  a  far-reaching  character ;  but, 
taking  the  Bill  as  a  whole,  these  pro- 
posals are  proposals  of  reform  in  detail, 
affecting  mainly,  certainly  not  minor  or 
secondary  points,  but  points  which  do 

Jfr,  J.  Morley 


not  go  to  the  root  or  principle  of  the 
legislation  from  1870  to  1891.  Take  the 
statutory  term.  There  is  a  provision  in 
the  Bill  to  reduce  the  statutory  term  of 
15  years.  I  think  that  provision  is  open 
to  a  great  deal  of  criticism.  I  do  not  see 
how  Irish  landlords  or  tenants  are  to 
carry  on  if  the  statutory  term  is  to  be 
made  too  short.  But,  at  the  same  time, 
in  the  Crofters  Act  of  1886  the  statutory 
term  was  fixed  at  seven  years.  There- 
fore, there  is  nothing  revolutionary  in  the 
present  proposal.  A  term  of  15  years 
may  too  long,  and  a  term  of  seven  years 
may  be  too  short ;  but  it  is  a  matter 
for  discussion  what  is  the  proper  term. 
I  should  have  said  that  this  Committee 
is  not  appointed,  so  to  speak,  in  the  air 
or  out  of  the  Minister's  own  head.  It  is 
appointed  because  next  year  applications 
will  be  lodged  for  the  revision  of  judicial 
rents.  Therefore,  it  is  perfectly  certain 
there  is  not  a  Member  in  this  House  from 
Ireland — not  even  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  Dublin  University,  nor  even  the 
hon.  Member  who  spoke  last — who  will 
deny  that  it  is  important  that  the  atten- 
tion of  Parliament  should  be  directed 
now,  while  you  have  yet  time,  through 
a  Committee  and  through  other  means 
by  which  you  can  force  Parliament  to 
legislate,  to  the  expediency  of  consider- 
ing whether  you  cannot  hit  upon  some 
scheme  less  costly,  and  which  shall  lead 
to  less  litigation  than  the  present  condi- 
tions. I  now  have  to  show  that  my  hon. 
Friend  has  entirely  exaggerated  the  pre- 
sent Bill.  Take  the  proposal  about 
town  parks.  I  am  inclined  to  concur 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
in  saying  that  the  Bill  goes  a  little  far 
in  that  direction.  But,  on  the  other 
hand,  it  can  hardly  be  denied,  in  view  of 
what  was  intended  when  the  Act  passed, 
that  the  Courts,  in  some  of  their  de- 
cisions, have  gone  too  far  in  the  other 
direction.  I  will  not  go  into  cases — I 
have  them  here — but  I  will  say  that  I 
think  probably  this  clause  goes  too  far. 
Even  if  it  does,  that  does  not  justify  the 
statement  that  this  is  a  complete  re- 
casting of  the  Code  of  Land  Legislation. 
The  same  remark  applies  to  the  provision 
in  regard  to  demesne  lands.  Then  again, 
where  the  owner  of  a  demesne  makes  a 
distinct  letting  of  a  substantial  piece  of 
his  land  for  a  term,  it  does  then  seem  to 
me  a  great  hardship,  and  not  within  the 
view  and  intention  of  Parliament  when 


157 


iMud  Tenure 


(11  ApmLl894} 


(Ireland)  HiiL 


lo8 


passing  the  Acf,  that  the  occupier  of  the 
land  shotild  he  so  deharrod  from  the 
bencHts  of  the  Act,  and  I  do  not  gather 
that  the  hon,  atid  gallant  Getitleman 
who  has  moved  what  prat'tiwilljamouiits 
to  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  will  demur  to 
that  proposition.  So  witli  reference 
to  sub-let tiug.  That  propo.'?al  may  he 
right  or  it  may  be  wroug,  but  it  does  not 
overthrow  auy  precedeut,  nor  does  it 
intro<liice  into  this  Bill  any th tug  de- 
serving the  name  of  revolutionary,  dis- 
organ  is  iDg,  or  confiscatory.  It  ia  a 
matter  upon  whi^h  experts  may  differ  as 
to  hnportant  details,  but,  by  altering  the 
provisions  iu  thi:*  clause,  you  are  not 
inviting  such  a  description  as  the  hou» 
Member  gives  to  the  BilL  [Mr.  T.  W. 
RrssELL  ;  Speak  up.]  There  are  certaiu 
legal  points  of  great  importanco.  I  think  one 
of  them  was  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone^  and  in  reference  to 
this  proposal  I  have  to  any  it  may  be  a 
right  or  it  may  be  a  wrong  thing,  but  it 
ia  not  a  proposal  that  entitles  you  to  call 
the  Bill  revolutionary  and  confiscatory, 
aod  I  do  not  regard  it  as  going  so  much 
to  the  root  of  the  Bill  as  to  justify  even 
those  who  disapprove  of  the  particular 
proposal  in  voting  against  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill.  I  will  not  go  into 
further  details  of  the  Bill  aa  to  pastures 
and  BO  forth,  I  have  said  enough  to 
show  that  I  do  not  regard  the  Bill  as  a 
revolutionary  or  diaorganising  Bill.  I 
regard  it  in  substance  as  it  is  named,  an 
amending  Bill,  as  a  Bill  calenhited  in  its 
proposals  to  undo  ranch  mischief  that  has 
been  done.  I  have  no  doubt  in  good 
faith,  by  the  decisions  of  the  Courts,  and 
as  enabling  us  to  place  on  record  de- 
finitely after  these  many  years  of  ex- 
perience, what  is  the  view  which  the 
Government  of  the  day  and  Parliameut 
take  of  this  Land  Code,  It  has  been 
aaid  that  thij«  is  an  attempt  to  tinker 
with  the  Irish  Land  Law.  I  can  only 
say  was  it  to  he  expected,  deal  in  ^r  with 
land  to  Ireland,  dealing  with  it 
in  a  way  that  iu  many  respects  was 
novel,  that  a  cotle  of  that  kind  was  not 
10  be  open  to  amendment  or  revision, 
was  not  sure  to  disclose  from  the  very 
necessities  of  the  ease  errors  iu 
construction  ?  and  as  this  Bill  calls 
attention  to  that  fact  and  makes 
proposals  wliicli  are  not,  as  a  whole,  cal- 
ctilated  to  overthrow  or  impair  what  is 
eotind  and  good  iu    the  successive  steps 


of  legislation  with  reference  to  Irish 
land  since  1H80,  I  do  not  feet  that  I  am 
taking  a  msh  Btep  either  in  view  of 
future  legislative  action  on  my  own  part 
or  in  view  of  the  Inquiry  which  I  hope 
the  House  will  assent  to,  in  announcing 
that  I  intend  to  vote  for  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill. 

Mr,  D,  PLUNKET  (Dublin  Unjver- 
fiity)  :  We  have  heard  a  goml  deal  in  a 
recent  Debate  in  thta  House  alwut  the 
usefulness  or  otherwise  of  the  fnnctions 
of  private  Memlvers  and  of  the  injury  or 
the  advantage  of  aholisbins^  their  oppor- 
tunities of  interfering  in  the  business  of 
this  House  ;  hut  I  am  sure  if  any  enemy 
of  the  functions  and  privileges  of  a 
private  Member  desired  an  object-lesson 
in  support  of  his  views,  he  would  cer- 
tainly have  obtained  it  by  the  prot-cedinga 
of  this  day,  and  if  I  may  venture  to  say 
so,  by  the  attitude  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  now  assumed  with  regard 
to  these  proceedings  and  with  reixard  to 
the  fate  of  this  Bill.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated,  and  stated  truly,  that 
there  had  heen  a  tone  of  moderation  in 
the  speeches  which  had  been  delivered 
this  day.  I  thitik  he  might  have  added 
also  that  theru  was  a  tone  of  unreality,  for 
everybody  knew  and  felt  that  happily 
the  proceedings  of  this  day,  though, 
indeed,  involving  serious  considerations 
if  they  were  seriously  dealt  with,  can 
have  practically,  as  the  case  stands,  no 
effect  whatever,  and  that  the  whole  of 
this  Debate  will  lea.ve  the  question  realljrl 
where  it  stood  before  the  Debate  began. 
But  the  right  bon*  Gentleman  took 
advantage  of  this  tone  of  moderation  that 
he  referred  to  to  fasten  upon  those  who 
had  spoken  in  support  of  the  Amendment 
which  is  now  before  the  House  an  ad- 
mission on  their  part  that  they  were  not 
opposed  lo  the  principles  of  this  BilL 
What  are  the  principles  of  this  Bill  ? 
There  are  a  dozen  or  a  score  of  principles 
in  the  Bill,  and  some  of  these  principles 
I,  for  one,  quite  agree  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  if  fairly  and  justly  dealt 
with,  are  proper  subjects  for  considera- 
tion. A  few  of  the  clauses  as  they 
stand — and  these  are  not  the  important 
ones — ^I  should  be  prepared  to  agree 
with,  but  together  with  these  clauses,  to 
which  no  objection  has  lieen  taken  by 
my  bon.  Friend,  there  are  other  otauses 
involving  principles  of  the  most  im» 
portant   and,    as    I    consider,    the    most 
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unjust  character  that  have  ever  been 
proposed  in  any  of  the  various  Bills 
which  have  been  introduced  on 
this  subject  by  hon.  Members  who 
sit  below  the  Gangway  ;  and  the 
most  remarkable  part  of  the  speech 
to  which  we  have  just  listened  is  this  : 
that  while  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
adverted  to  a  few  of  the  proposals  of 
this  Bill,  with  which  he  said  he  was  not 
in  entire  accord,  and  the  greater  number 
of  which  he  said,  in  their  present  con- 
dition, at  all  events,  he  could  not  approve, 
he  said  nothing  whatever  of  that  which 
is,  as  was  well  said  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone,  the  cardinal  principle 
of  this  Bill,  and  that  is  this  6th  clause, 
which  deals  with  and  proposes  a  new 
legislation  with  reference  to  the  ques- 
tion of  improvements.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  have  known,  and  felt, 
well  that  it  is  really  the  pith  and  marrow 
of  the  Bill.  Be  it  right  or  wrong,  that 
is  the  part  of  this  Bill  which  excites  real 
interest  in  Ireland.  On  this  subject  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  said  a 
word.  I  would  ask  leave  in  a  minute  or 
two  to  refer  again  to  that  part  of  the 
subject,  and  I  will  now  ask  the  House  to 
consider  under  what  circumstances  this 
Bill  is  introduced,  having  within  it  not 
only  moderate,  but  comparatively  narrow 
proposals,  of  narrow  interest  and  im- 
portance, but  having  also  proposals 
which  would  absolutely  revolutionise  in 
the  most  delicate  and  important  parts 
the  conclusions  at  which  this  House 
has  again  and  again  arrived  with  the 
support  of  the  Government  of  the 
day — whether  it  belonged  to  the  Party 
opposite  or  to  those  who  sit  on  this  side 
of  the  House  ?  The  House  has  again 
and  again  refused  to  give  its  assent  to 
such  proposals,  and  this  will  be  the  first 
time  that  ever  one  of  these  Bills  has 
passed  the  Second  Reading  with  the 
assent — even  the  qualified  assent  we  have 
heard  to-day — of  the  representative  of 
the  Government  which  deals,  as  this  Bill 
proposes  to  deal,  with  that  great  subject 
of  legislation — the  tenants'  improvements, 
and  many  other  subjects.  How  does  the 
case  stand  ?  We  have  been  trying  for 
I  do  not  know  how  many  years — cer- 
tainly now  for  a  quarter  of  a  century — 
to  deal  with  this  Irish  Land  Question. 
It  is  admitted  on  all  hands  that  the  Irish 
tenant  has   been  better  dealt   with  and 
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more  favourably  dealt  with  by  the  legis- 
lation of  this  country,  that  he  has  been  more 
protected  and  more  assisted  financially  as 
well  as  in  other  respects  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country,  than  the  occupiers 
of  land  in  any  other  country,  I  believe,  in 
the  civilised  world,  and,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  Irish  tenant  is  now  in  a  bettei 
position  to  discharge  his  duty  and  pay 
his  rent  than  the  tenants  of  this  country 
and  of  Scotland.  That  rent — which  has 
been  ascertained  by  the  tribunals  estab- 
lished by  land  legislation  to  be  payable- 
can  be  paid,has  been  paid,  and  is  being  paid, 
except  when  the  unfortunate  tenants  are 
instigated  by  agitators  for  their  own  pur- 
poses to  refuse  to  pay  the  rent  which  these 
agitators  admit  themselves  they  are 
well  able  to  pay.  It  is  under  these  cir- 
cumstances that  we  are  asked,  one  fine 
Wednesday  afternoon  on  short  debate,, 
having  had  this  Bill  before  us  only  a 
couple  of  days,  to  reverse  in  its  most 
essential  particulars,  so  far  as  a  decision 
taken  on  such  an  occasion  as  the  present 
can  affect  the  issue,  the  main  principle 
and  the  principles  of  the  legislation 
which  has  thus  been  deliberately  arrived 
at.  I  have  no  intention  of  following 
the  hon.  Member  through  all  the  clauses 
of  this  Bill.  They  have  already  been 
most  ably  dealt  with  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Guildford  Division, 
and  many  of  them  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Hunts  ;  but  I  wish 
to  be  allowed  to  call  attention  to  what  I 
have  described  as  the  real  backbone  of 
this  Bill,  and  to  ask  the  House  is  it  pre- 
pared to  affirm,  by  giving  a  Second 
Reading  to  this  Bill,  the  principle  there- 
laid  down  ?  What  is  the  proposal  as 
regards  tenants'  improvements  in  this. 
Bill  ?  It  has  been  stated  by  the  hon» 
Member  for  South  Tyrone — who,  al- 
though he  has  always  fought  a  fair  and 
gallant  battle  for  the  tenants,  was  obliged 
to  say  he  himself  would  not  go  all  the- 
length  of  the  proposals  of  this  Bill  as 
regards  the  improvements — that  the 
purpose  of  this  Bill  is  that  not 
only  shall  the  tenants  in  the 
future  fixing  of  fair  rents  have 
a  full  return  for  all  the  improvements 
which  he  has  himself  made  in  the  land 
by  his  own  money  or  labour,  but  that  he 
also  shall  claim  to  have  and  shall  be 
given,  if  this  Bill  were  passed  into  law, 
the  whole  of  the  improvable  value  of  the* 
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tanJ  which  was  demised  to  him  bj  his 

landlord,     I  ask  hoD.  Mcnaberg  for  Eng- 

Mid,  Scotlaud,  and  Wales — I  do  tiot  care 

bow  extreme  are  tbeir  views  oo  the  sub- 

ct — are  they  prepared  to  adopt  that 
riew  ?     The  right  hou.  Gentleman  has 

[)t  said  one  word  npon  the  subject.  1 
rill  venture  to  make  one  or  two  brief 
efereuces  to  the   opiniona    whii?b  have 

en  expressed  on  former  occasions  by 
pme  who,  I  think,  will  be  admitted  to 
high  autboritios  on  tbis  subject,  ami 
jrho  lay  down  principles  which  are  in 
"rect    and   diamt^tric  opposition  to    the 

rineiplea  proposed  in  tbit*  Bill.  Let  us 
what  was  said  by  Mr.  Isaac  Butt, 
^ho  was  certainly  a  very  strong  advocate 
of  the  tenants'  claims.  Here  is  a  quota- 
tion from  Mr.  Butt,  which  was  used  by 
one  of  my  boa.  Friemk  in  a  former 
Debate  upon  this  subject,  and  whicb 
I  quote  from  Hansard.  Mr.  Butt 
said — 

"The  additional  value  ia  not  the  creation 
olely  of  the  tenant.  It  is  the  creation  partly 
]  the  expenditure  of  the  skill  of  the  tenaot 
ad  partly   of  the  inherent   capability   uf  the 

In  Butt  pointed  out  cases  in  iUnstration 
this    coDtention,    and    went    on    to 

eiH  of  the  soil  were  tlie  property 

ndlord,  and  he  has  the  right    tA  have 

m  rc'turnetl  tobim  when  the  tenant's  interest 

pirep.     He   haji  not    the  rights  however,  io 

ipropriftte  the  exf^jc^nditure   which  the  ti'uant 

incurreil  m  making  theai  prcwluetive," 

ith   that  view   of  the  law  I    venture 

bly  and  entirely  to  concur,  but  J  say 

tat   the     provisions    of     this    Bill    will 

ectly  reverse  and  destroy  the  principle 

ich  is  there  laid  down.       I  will  only 

lit  leave  to   quote   one  other  authority, 

ause  I  think    tbe  right  hon.  Gentle- 

n  who  spoke  just  now  can  scarcely  be 

aware  of    the  doctrine   which   bas  been 

laid  down  and  the  principles  whieb  have 

n    proclaimed    by    tbe   present    Lord 

hancelhir   of   his  own    Administration. 

This  subject,  as   I   have  said,   has  bcCTi 

for  many   years  before   Parliament,  and 

there   was  a   Debit te  on   this  subject  in 

883,  when   a  Bi!l   was  introduced   into 

IB  House  which  dealt  with  this  matter, 

oagh  not  exactly  in  the  same  language, 

precisely    the   same    terms    as    this 

ni    Bill    does.      This    is    what   the 

sent  Lord  Chancellor,  who   was  then 

VOL.  XXUL    r^OURTH    SERIES.] 
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the  Solicitor  General  (Mr.  Herischell) 
said*  He  first  dealt  witb  the  supposition 
that  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Midlothian,  who  was  at  that 
time  Prime  Minister,  had  given  some 
sanction  to  this  new^  vie w^-  that  is  to  say, 
to  proposals  similar  to  those  in  the 
present  Bill.     Mr.  Herscbell  said — 

**  it  18,  in  eflFect,  a  complete  revolution  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  1881." 

And  now  let  me  observe  that  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken  has 
said  that  his  tdjject  in  assenting  to  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill  was  tliat 
the  provisions  of  tbe  Bill  should  be  con- 
sidered with  tbe  view  to  their  alteration^ 
if  necessary,  in  the  direction  indicated 
by  tbe  provisions  which  tbe  Bill  contains* 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  afraid  I 
must  not  have  expressed  myself  clearly. 
What  I  saiil  was  that  tbe  Select  Com- 
mittee would  consider  these  decisions  of 
the  Courts,  in  conneeliou  with  its  con- 
struction of  the  various  Acts,  with  the 
view*  to  seeing  what  was  the  in  tent  ion 
and  policy  of  Parliament. 

Mh.  D.  PLUNKET  :  It  does  not 
seem  to  me  that  tbe  rigbt  bon.  Gentleman 
can  very  clearly  explain  to  us  what  is 
tbe  object  of  voting  for  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill  at  all  Here  is  a 
Bill  crammed  full  of  principles,  and  these 
principles  are  t(*be  devclopcil  by  tbe  adop- 
tion of  a  certain  miinncrof  treating  them. 
*' Ob,*'  says  the  rigbt  hon.  Gentleman, 
''  I  think  these  principles  ought  to  be 
considered,  but  I  mean  to  affirm  nothing 
at  all  by  voting  for  the  Second  Reading 
of  tlie  Bill,"  which  is  really  fnl!  of  pro- 
visions for  giving  a  practical  and  specific 
direction  for  tbe  treatment  of  tbese  very 
principles.  In  the  Delmte  from  w^liich  I 
am  abont  to  quote  the  present  Lord 
Chancellor  it  was  stated  that  tbe  object 
of  tbe  Bill  then  before  the  House  was  to 
rc^^tore  as  far  as  possible  the  intention  of 
those  who  were  the  original  fnimers  of 
this  system  of  land  legislation — that 
was  the  Land  Act  of  1881 — and  subse- 
quent Acts  as  far  as  they  aflTectcd  it ;  iind 
It  was  alleged  by  someone  in  this  Debate 
that  the  right  bon.  Member  for  Midlothian 
was  in  favour  of  tbe  change  that  was 
proposed  by  that  Bill.  II is  Solicitor 
General  declared  that  that  was  not  tbe 
ease,  and  went  on  to  say,  after  the  words 
I  have  quoted,  that — 
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**He  might  claim  to  know  sometbing  of  that  I  himself  wonid  >««  bound  by  the 
Act,  as  he  was  present  dming  the  whole  of  the  principlea  there  laid  down  to  reject  what 
diacuaaionfi  which  took  place  ution  it,  and  iie  I  T      ,  ^         ,     ,       ,  ,*  .       i    "i     i      .1 

siiicl  the  Bill  was  deliberately  brought  forward 
for  the  purpose  of   re -opening  matters  which 

^irew  settled  by  the  Land  Act  (1881)  and  to 

I  completely  revolutioniie  the  character  of  thfit 
settlement." 


He  went  on  to  s^j — 

"  They  had  heanl  about  the  prairie  ?alae. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  had  contended  that  all 
the  landlyrd  was  entitled  to  waa  the  prairie 
valnCt  anil  this  was  a  Bill  for  depriving  him  of 
anything"  but  the  prairie  value.  It  proposed 
that  prairie  value  aliouldbe  the  tent  of  fair  rent, 
and  that  anything  lieyond  that  should  be  the 
property  of  the  tenant  in  occupation  of  tlw 
land/' 


has  been  admitted  on  all  hunds  to  be  the 
cardinal  feature  and  main  principle  of 
this  Bill.  What  position  are  we  left  in 
hj  the  attitude  taken  up  bj  the  Chief 
Secretary  ?  1  might  refer  to  other  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill  almost  as  important 
as  this,  which  have  on  former  oecasioDB 
been  aa  decidedly  oppo:iied  and  rejected  and 
denounced,  I  might  say,  by  the  Repre- 
aeutativos  of  the  Government  over  which 
the  right  bon*  Gentleman  the  Mem^ier 
for  Mtdiotliian  presided  from  time  to 
time,     I    am    satisftied,   liowover,  if   the 


He  says — 

**  Bappose  two  tenantii  paid  c&eh  £lO0  for  a 
farm  arid  applied  equal  skill  and  enei-gy  to 
their  work,  in  the  case  of  one  farm  making  it 
worth  £1(K)  more  and  in  the  case  of  the  other 
only  of  the  enhanced  value  of  £5.  What  made 
the  differLTitx:  ?  It  was  the  inherent  capabilities 
of  the  land  that  gave  the  extra  value,  aiul  this 
no  more  belonged  to  the  tenant  than  did  the 
land  itself.  Therefore  the  judgment  in  •  Adams 
tv  Dnnfjeiiih  *  on  that  point  was  perfectly  cor- 
rect, lie  niaintaineil  that  the  proviidon  in 
Clause  fi  was  not  only  opposed  to  the  decision 
in  that  case,  but  was  manifestly  iiujust.  They 
muit  take  this  scheme  as  a  whole,  antl,  taking 
it  in  that  way,  it  came  to  nothing  but  this  — 
that  everything  lieyond  prairie  value  would  be 
ilecmed,  unless  the  contrary  was  proved,  to 
be  the  property  of  the  tenant,  and  on  the 
ba^is  of  that  alone  ought  fair  ront  to  be 
fixed.*' 

The  right  hou.  Gentlomau  the  Chief 
Secretary  says — 

•*  Although  I  vote  for  the  Second  Reading  of 
this  Bill,  T  know  very  well  it  can  never  come 
to  anything.  I  know  very  well  there  is  not  the 
smallest  chance  of  the  Bill  passing  into  law 
until  after  the  Committee  has  reported,  at  all 
event«)  on  this  portion  of  its  investigation.*' 

He  might  have  added,  if  he  would 
remember  what  was  said  bv  his  own 
Lord  Chancellor,  that  if  it  were  curried 


aijolher  place,  bis  own  Lord  Chancellor 
would  find  it  inipoHsilile,  after  the  quota- 
tions I  have  now  read^kilful  as  I  know 
politicians  and  statesmen  are  to  reverse 
their  opinions  and  act  in  direct  oppoi^i- 
tiou  to  the  opinions  which  they  had 
formerly  expressed — to  support  it,  and  1 
do  not  believe  that  Lord  Hersehell  would 
do  anything  of  the  kind.  I  am  perfectly 
fifttisfied  if  this  Bill  ever  passed  through 
its  stages  in  this  House^  and  were 
to  reach  another  place,  Lord  Hersehell 
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umlorstaud  now^  that  I  he  view  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  that  if  that  Com- 
niittee  should  lie  appointed  and  should 
sit,  he  will  find  himself  cpiite  unfetteretl 
by  the  Second  Heading  on  this  BiU. 
Then  why  on  earth  has  he  encouraged 
this  House  to  ^^pood  all  to*day  in  dis- 
cussing these  principles  ?  The  right  hou. 
Gentleman  has  tried  to  place  the  con- 
atructioD  upon  the  Amendment  which 
has  been  moved  by  the  liou.  aud 
gallant    Member    for     Down     that     it 


I 


•,  ,  .     *  I  111  House  will  allow  ine  to  t4ike   that  ludi- 

ul  .?vlll      P""*''?'^  "'^^y  '^l^'-ly  l.ere.  ^  ^y,,^,    p^j„^.(p,g   ^^    „„    i,i„,trati<,u    of 

what  I  mean,  and  in  what  position  is  the 
House  placed  ?  The  riglil  bon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  gave  in  hia 
adhesion  to  certain  less  important 
principles  of  the  Bill,  and  to  some  others 
of  what  I  may  describe  as  of  second- 
class  imiKirtauce,  he  has  given  a  very 
qualified  asseut,  but  upon  this  main  and 
leading  feature  of  the  Bill  he  said  never 
a  word.  Then,  I  ask,  what  is  the  mean- 
ing of  ibis  voting  for  the  Second  Resid- 
ing of  the  Bill  ?  He  adtuits  that  it  has 
no  chance  of  passing.  Has  ever  anyone 
heard  tliata  Meiuber,much  more  a  Minister, 
can  approve  of  the  Second  Reading  of 
a  Bill  without  ex  press  iug  any  opinion 
one  way  or  the  other  upon  its  leading 
provision.  1  can  put  but  oue  construc- 
tion upon  the  attitude  taken  op  by  the 
fight  hon.  Gentleman,  and  it  is  this  : 
that  while  he  feels  it  is  absurd  to  give 
such  reasons  as  he  h&a  given  for  voting 
for  such  Second  Reading,  he  desires  to 
keep  himself  quite  unpledged  as  regards 
the  future  on  all  its  main  principles,  and 
as  to  the  Committee  on  this  Bill,  he  says 
it  is  not  in  any  way  to  trammel  him  or  any 
person  else  in  the  course  they  may  take. 
through  this  House  and  vrere  sent  up  to  I  So  far  as  tiiat  goes  it  is  satisfactory.  Wo 
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was  ATI  acceptance  of  the  pritieiple  of 
the  Bill.  It  was  nothing  of  the  kind. 
I  say  it  wa;^  gitnply  nimther  form  of 
moving  the  mljounimeut  of  thi.H  Do- 
bate,  and  I  submit  to  the  House  and 
to  an  J  cBudid  rnan  in  this  House 
was  not  that  a  reai^oiiable,  and  fatr, 
am!  natural  course  to  suggest  to  this 
House  to  take  under  the  circumstances 
which  I  have  now  stated  ?  Here  is  a 
Bill  to  the  principles*  of  which  the  right 
boo.  Gentleman  does  not  desire  to  com- 
mit himself  in  any  way.  Here  is  a  Bill 
which  other?*  may  think,  if  the  Second 
Reading  h  adopted  will,  to  a  certain 
extent,  affect  I  he  proceedings  of  the 
Committee  which  he  is  anxious  should 
sil.  1b  it  not  the  most  natural  coTirsc 
to  spjrgest  thai  the  fiirther  consideration 
of   this    question    should    be    postponed 


Debate,  welcome  this  social  measure, 
which  was  for  the  advantage  of  British 
fruit  grawers,  British  jam  manufac- 
ttjrers,  and  the  consumers  of  British 
fruit  and  British  jam.  The  sole  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  put  a  stop  to  fraud  in 
fruit  in  exactly  the  same  way  as  the 
Margarine  Act  of  1887  put  a  stop  to 
fraud  in  butter.  He  purposely  excluded 
from  the  operation  of  the  Bill  all  fruits 
which  were  not  grown  out'Of-dcors  in 
the  United  Kiagdom,  such  as  oranges, 
pine  apples,  and  grapes.  The  Bill  would 
not  prevent  foreign  and  colonial  fruit 
from  coming  into  this  country,  and 
anyone  who  wished  to  get  foreign  or 
colonial  fruit  could  do  so  ;  hut  he  was 
anxious  that  those  who  desired  to  pur- 
chase British  fruit  .should  be  able  to  do 
so  without  being  cheated.      His  Bill  was 


until  the  House  has  before  it  the  result    founded  on  the  provisions  of  the  Mur- 


of  the  inquiries  of  this  Committee 
There  is  a  wide  difference  of  opinion 
between  Members  sitting  in  difterent 
of  this  House  as  to  the  res^l ity  of 
ny  of  the  grievances  which  have  been 
put  forward  ;  there  is  stdl  a  wider  dif!er- 
euce,  supposing  that  these  grievances 
~  lly  exist,  as  to  which  course  legislation 
ttuld  take  to  deal  m  any  necessity  of 
that  kind  which  may  exist.  Is  it  not  a 
most  rejisouable  and  ruilural  course  to 
auggest,  is  it  not  the  ordituiry  practice  of 
the  House,  under  the  circumstances,  that 
the  further  consiileration  of  the  question 
should  be  postponed  until  we  shall  have 
before  us  the  result  of  the  inquiry  of  the 
Committee  which  is  to  inquire  into  every 
matter  included  in  the  Bill  ? 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided:  —  Ayes  254; 
Koes  l6o, — (Division  List,  No.  22.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 

FRUIT  IDEKTiFK'ATTON  BILL.— (Ko.  37.) 

Order  for  Second  Rending  read. 

•Mr.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  8.)  said, 
he  move<l  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
innocent  measure  for  the  identification, 
and  for  tiie  regulation  and  sale  of  foreign 
and  colonial  fruit.  He  was  sure  the 
Houso    would,  after  the  recent  political 


garine  Act,  which  bad  proved  in  ope- 
ration, especially  in  Ireland,  to  bo  very 
popular.  It  was,  as  he  had  said,  ati  inno- 
cent moastire,  and  was  solely  intended 
for  the  benefit  of  honest-dealing  people 
and  for  the  suppression  of  fraud.  He 
begged  to  n^ovo. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Bill  bo  now  read  a  second 
time.'* — (J/r.  Hazier,) 

The  president  ov  the  BOARD 
or  TRADE  (Mr.  MrNDKLLA,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  I  think  that  of  all  the 
extraordinary  tneasures  that  have  ever 
V)een  submitted  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons this  18  the  tufist  extraordinary,^ 
It  is  described  as  a  Bill  for  the  identifica- 
tion and  for  the  regulation  and  sale  of 
foreign  and  colonial  fniit,  and  it  makes 
it  a  condition  that  no  foreign  or  colonial 
fruit  shall  be  sold,  either  wholesale  or 
retail,  without  lieing  branded. 

Mk.  HOZIER  :  The  packages,  not 
the  fruit. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  The  Bill  says— 

**  Every  packa^'e,  whether  open  or  clewed* 
containiiig  foreign  or  colonial  fruit  shall  be 
bran  fleet  or  othcrwiRe  durably  marketl  on  the 
top,  Iwttom,  and  BidcJJ  in  mintal  letters  not  lea 
than  three-quarters  of  an  inch  »quare,*' 

Mr.   HOZIER  :  That  is  copied  word 

for  word  from  the  Margarine  Act, 

Mk.  Ml  NDELLA  :  Margarine  and 
fruit  are  two  different  things.  The  Bill 
(joes  on- 
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And  if  such  foreign  and  colotiml  fruit  be 
tpfksetl  for  Bale  by  retail  there  shall  l>e  attached 
>  each  ]iftrcel  thererrf  so  exposed^  and  in  such 
m&uner  as  to  be  cle&rlf  risible  to  the  pwrchascr, 
u  label  marked  oaly  in  printed  capital  lettcra 
not  lesd  than  one  and  a-lialf  Inches  square, 
•Grown  ahroafl,'  and  every  person  selling  foreign 
or  colonial  fruit  by  retaili  save  in  a  packagfc  duly 
branded  or  other \vi«o  durably  marked  as  afore- 
said, shall  in  every  ca^  tleliver  the  same  to  the 
purchaser  in  or  with  a  paper  wrapper,  bag,  or 
other  receptacle,  or  aocompanied  by  a  ticket  or 
lalxih  on  which  shall  be  printed  in  capital 
letters  not  less  than  a  quarter  of  an  inch  square 
the  words  *  Grtiwn  abro^ki/  ^' 

Thus,  every  coster  wiib  bis?  barrow  or 
CTery  old  wonmu  keepiiijL?  an  apple-sttill^ 
if  she  sells  a  [pennyworth  of  apples  must 
put  tljem  in  a  bug  duly  branded  with 
letters  a  quarter  of  an  inch  square  show- 
ing that  they  were  growu  abroad.  If 
she  doe*i  not  do  go  she  ts  liable  to  a  penalty 
of  £#50,  ami  if  she  is  an  habitual  offender 
she  ia  liable  to  three  motitbsMmrd  labour. 
But  that  \ii  not  all.  The  presumption  is 
to  be  against  the  vendor.  The  fruits 
schednleil  in  the  Bill  arc  apples,  apricote, 
sparagus,  blackberries,  cherries,  eoli- 
ttnts,  cranberries,  encumbers,  cur- 
rants, damsons,  filberts,  gooseberries, 
mnlherries,  nectarines,  pearhes,  pears, 
plums,  ra.sp be n"it^8,  strawberries,  tomatoes, 
and  walnuts,  and  the  vendor  must  prove 
that  all  these  are  grown  at  home  or 
abroad.  At  every  fair  and  market  in 
this  country  these  fruits,  imported  from 
all  parts  of  Europe,  are  sold  in  penny- 
worths, and  in  London  thousands  of 
costers  earn  a  living  by  selling  cheap 
fruit.  To  say  that  these  men  should 
label  each  pi^ekage  with  the  name  of  the 
place  of  origin  \n  ridiculous. 

•Mh.  HOZIER:  The  words  are,  ^*  or 
ttceompauied  by  a  ticket  or  label.''  It  ts 
all  word  for  word  in  the  Margarine  Act. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA;  Itnagine  a  Imj 
who  goes  to  a  stall  for  a  pennyworth  of 
apples  requiring  a  ticket  showing  the 
country  in  which  the  fruit  is  grown  !  I 
bope  the  hon.  Gentlemau  will  have  the 
courage  of  his  convictions,  and,  as  we 
still  have  five  minutes  before  half-past 
5,  tiike  a  Division  on  this  BilL 

•8iu  W.  HART  DYKE  (Kent,  Dart- 
ford)  said,  his  hon.  Friend  who  introduced 
the  Bill  could  not  do  l>etter  than  take  a 
Division,  if  only  to  show  bow  sincere 
was  the  interest  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  took  in  agricultural  ques- 
Mr,  Munthlla 


tions^  Ferhapii  the  Fresident  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  was  a  little  loo  much 
occupied  With  other  afiairs  to  know  that 
at  the  present  motnent  fruit  culture  was 
the  only  source  of  profit  on  which  the 
distressed  agricuUuriiit  could  rely  ;  or 
perhaps  he  was  ignorant  that  in  the 
County  of  Kent — ^in  the  constituency 
which  be  had  had  the  honour  of 
representing  for  29  years  —  there 
were  thousands  of  acres  of  fruit 
land  on  which  a  very  large  number  of 
people  had  to  depend  for  a  living.  The 
object  of  this  Bill  was  to  protect  the 
fruit-growers  of  this  country  from  the 
fraud  that  was  now  practised  on  them 
by  tlie  foreigner.  If  the  right  hon 
Gentleman  would  go  to  the  quays  at 
Antwerp,  or  any  other  foreign  town,  he 
would  i^nd  thousands  of  Englisfi  baskets 
and  packages  fur  bringing  over  indifferent 
foreign  fniit  to  the  English  market  and  to 
l>e  forced  on  the  consumer  as  English 
fruit,  thereby  robbing  English  producers 
of  the  price  they  would  naturally  get  for 
home-grow  u  prml  uce.  There  was  no  pro- 
tection in  the  proposal  of  theBiih  It  was 
merely  an  effort  to  give  the  struggling 
farmers  of  this  country  a  fair  chance,  and 
to  allow  the  consumer  to  know  what  he 
was  purchasing.  He  hoped  bis  hon. 
Friend  would  go  to  a  Division,  and  thus 
secure  him  a  safe  seat  for  his  life. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  110; 
Noes  210.— (^Division  List,  No.  23.) 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  (EXEMP- 
TION FROM  SCHOOL  ATTENDANCK) 
BILL.— (No.  M.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read, 

Sir  K,  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said^he  begged  to  move  the  Second  Heading 
of  this  Bill.  The  object  of  the  measure  was 
to  8U Institute  for  the  present  arrangement 
of  certificate  lor  proficiency  for  evening 
schools  a  certificate  of  attendance  at 
school,  under  Holes  framed  by  the  Edu- 
cation Department.  That  was  the  object 
of  the  Bill  which  was  promoted  by  the 
National  Union  of  Elementary  Teachers 
of  England  and  Wales,  and  therefore 
supported  by  tlje  best  professional  educa- 
tional opinion  in  the  country.  Ho  hoped 
it  would  receive,  more  or  less,  the  coun- 
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teaance  and  sanction  of  Her  Majesty's 
Governmout, 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**Tbat  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  Beeo&d 
time."— {'^»>  ^'  Temple,) 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr,  A,  Aclam>,  York,W  Jt., 
Rotlierham)  :  The  siibject  dealt  with  in 
this  Bill  is  a  most  intriwite  and  important 
one,  am!  I  could  not  atjcept  the  Second 
Reading  without  a  f  nil  ilistuiSHion,  To  do 
BO  would  be  moet  unfair  to  the  teachers 
and  to  the  children.  I  must  object  to  the 
Bill  being  taken  at  an  hour  which  does 
not  allow  of  an  adeqnate  tliscutisiou. 

Objection  being  taken  to  Further  Pro- 
ceeding, the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 

WILD   BIRDS'    PROTECTION    ACT   (1880) 

AMENDMENT  BILL.- (No,   U4.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Sir  IL  MAXWELL  (Wigton)  said, 
be  wished  to  move  the  Second  Reading 
of  this  Bill.  It  differed  from  the  Bill  of 
likst  year,  inasmnch  as  the  Ameiulmont 
put  into  that  Bill  in  the  other  Ilounie  had 
been  incorporated  with  it.  The  present 
measure  contained  an  a  Iter  native  ^iro- 
tcction  of  area  or  protection  of  species. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  lie  now  read  a  second 
time."— (*SVr  IL  Mft.tuyelL) 

Mk.  T,  M.  IIEALY  (Louih,  N.)  said, 
he  did  not  object  to  the  Bill,  hut  he 
thought  the  Tory  Party  should  agree 
amongst  themselvea  in  regard  to  their 
Bills,  The  House  had  a  right  to  expect 
«ome  agreement  between  the  Tory  Party 
in  the  House  of  Commons  and  the  Tory 
Party  in  the  House  of  Lords.  Hon, 
Members  were  asked  to  i^upport  the  Bill 
last  year,  and  tbey  did  ho,  but  when 
It  reached  the  House  of  Lords  their 
Lordships  fell  on  it,  and  the  Amend- 
ments they  made  had  to  be  kicked  out 
sufcsequontly  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. If  they  engaged  themselves  with 
the  Bill  this  Session,  what  security  would 
they  have  that  the  Lords  would  not 
Mtack  it  again,  and  send  it  back  in  a 
mutilated  form  ?      Their  Lordships  had 
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esoteric  views  as  to  wnld  birds,  and  the 
Commons  had  a  right  to  know  what  those 
views  were. 

Objection  being  taken  to  Further  Pro- 
ceeding, the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  on  Friday. 


MT5KCHANT    SHIPPIPfG    BILL. 

Order  for  Committc«  [To- morrow]  read,  and 
diseli  urged, 

Resolveil,  That  it  is  expedient  that  the  Mer- 
chant Shippmpr  Bill  be  committed  to  i\  Joint 
Committee  of  Loaia  and  Commons. 

Orrlcred.  That  a  Measure  \ye  sent  to  the  Lords 
to  cjoramunfcate  this  Resolution,  and  desire 
their  concurrence* — (j¥r.  Mund^Ua.y 

INDUSTRIAL  AND    PROVIDENT    SOCIE- 
TIES ACT   i\m:\)    AMENDMENT    BILL. 

(No.  96.) 
Read  i\    second  time,  and  committed 

for  Wednesday  next. 

ML^SKJ  AND  DANCING  LICENCES 
(MIDDLESEX)  BILL.— (No.  26.) 
Considered  in  Commit! ee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  npon  Wednesday  next. 

PUBLIC    BUILDINGS    (LONDON)     BILL. 
(No.  7».) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow, 

COUNTY        COUNCILS         ASSOCIATION 
(SCOTLAND)    EXPENSES     BILL. 
(No.  US.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Tuesday  next* 

TRUSTEE  ACT  (1893)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
(No.  580 
Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
wkhout    Amendment ;    read    the    third 
time,  and  passed, 
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PATENT  AGBNT8  REGISTRATION  BILL. 
(No.  148,) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  to 
the  Select  Committee  on  Patent  Agents 
BilL 


y     LAW   LIBRARY,   FOUR  COURTS  (iRELAND) 

[advance.] 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise 
the  advance,  oat  of  the  Consolidated  Fond,  of 
any  sum  necessary  to  meet  any  deficiency  in 
the  fund  of  the  suitors  in  the  Supreme  Court  in 
Ireland  under  any  Act  of  the  present  Session 
to  authorise  an  advance  out  of  the  general 
fund  of  monies  belonging  to  suitors  of  the 
Supreme  Court  in  Ireland  for  the  purposes  of 
the  library  used  by  the  Bar  of  Ireland  at  the 
Four  Courts,  Dublin. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 


J     PUBLIC    TRUSTEE   AND   EXECUTOR   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Howard  Vincent,  Bill 
for  the  appointment  of  a  Public  Trustee  and 
Executor,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Colonel 
Howard  Vincent  and  Mr.  Warmington. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  164.] 


J        SUNDAY   CLOSING    (WALES)    ACT     (1881) 
AMENDMENT    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Herbert  Roberts,  Bill  to 
amend  "The  Sunday  Closing  (Wales)  Act, 
1881,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Herbert 
Roberts,  Mr.  Herbert  Lewis,  Mr.  Alfyed  Thomas, 
and  Mr.  Bowen  Rowlands. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  200.] 

FEUS  AND  BUILDING  LEASES  (SCOTLAND.) 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  be  re- 
appointed to  inquire  into  the  working  of  the 
Law  of  Scotland  relating  to  Feus  and  Leases 
for  building,  including  the  casualties  payable 
to  the  superior,  and  the  conditions  frequently 
inserted  in  Feu  Charters  and  Leases  for  Build- 
ing, and  to  consider  whether  any,  and,  if  any, 
whiat  amendment  of  the  Law  is  required. 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated 
of,— Mr.  Baird,  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour,  Mr.  Donald 
Crawford,  Mr.  Dalziel,  Captain  Hope,  Sir  John 
Eanloch,  Dr.  MacGregor,  Mr.  Maxwell,  Sir 
Charles  Pearson,  Mr.  Renshaw.  Mr.  Thomas 
Shaw,  Mr.  G.  A.  L.  Whitelaw,  and  Mr.  Stephen 
Williamson. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 
Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum.— (ATr.  T. 


PUBLIC  PETITIONS  COMMITTEE. 
Second  Report  brought  up,  and  read. 
Report,  with  Minutes  of  Evidence,  to 
lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
Business  op  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
(Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis.) 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Thanet) 
asked  what  was  to  be  the  business  to- 
morrow, and  what  business  it  was  pro- 
posed to  take  at  the  Morning  Sitting  on 
Friday  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  SECRE- 
TARY TO  THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  T.  E. 
Ellis,  Merionethshire)  :  In  the  absence 
of  the  Leader  of  the  House,  I  cannot 
make  a  positive  statement,  but  I  think 
the  Navy  Votes  are  to  be  taken  to- 
morrow, and  that  they  are  to  be  followed 
by  the  Army  (Annual)  Bill.  If  there  is 
then  time,  tne  Second  Reading  of  the 
Equalisation  of  Rates  Bill  will  be  taken. 
On  Friday  I  think  the  business  will  be 
the  introduction  of  the  Registration  Bill. 

An  hon.  Member  asked  when  the 
Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Standing 
Committee  for  Scotch  Bills  would  be 
resumed  ? 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  said,  that  perhaps 
the  hon.  Member  would  repeat  the  ques- 
tion to  the  Leader  of  the  House  to- 
morrow. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough) 
asked  at  what  period  of  the  evening  the 
Army  (Annual)  Bill  would  be  taken  to- 
morrow ?  The  Government  had  given 
a  pledge  that  it  would  not  be  taken 
except  at  an  early  hour. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  said,  he  hoped  the 
Navy  Votes  would  be  disposed  of  in 
good  time,  so  that  they  might  enter  upon 
the  Army  (Annual)  Bill  at  a  reasonable 
hour. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  sup- 
posed that  if  the  Army  (Annual)  Bill 
was  not  reached  in  good  time,  it  would 
not  be  taken  to-morrow. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  :  I  cannot  say. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  adjoomed  at  three  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 
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HOUSE      OF       L  O  11  D  S  , 
Thitrtiday,  li^th  April   1S94. 


SAT  FIRST. 
Tbe  Earl  Brooke  nu  J  Earl  of  Warwick, 
ftfter  the  death  of  his  father. 

QUARTER  SESSIONS    (MIDSUMMER) 
BILL.-CNo.  4,) 

I  OMMITTEE, 

House  hi  Comrnittee  (acconliog  to 
Order), 

Clause  1. 

•ViscocNT  CUOSS  :  My  Lonk,  I  am 
not  riaiiig  for  tlio  [jurpoMO  of  upposiug 
this  Bill  in  auy  way.  On  the  conirnry, 
I  entirely  approve  of  it.  1  may  say  that 
I  brought  the  Bill  bt^fore  the  notice  of 
the  Society  of  Chairmen  of  Qnarter 
SessioDS,  of  wliirh  I  happen  to  be  Chair- 
man, anil  tiiey  also  exproi^s  their  entire 
appro vab  But  I  wish  to  rnak©  I  bin 
observation  on  a  point  which  wat*  raii^ed 
by  them  in  a  discussion  upon  the  Bill, 
which  I  think  is;  worthy  the  attention 
of  tbe  Boble  and  learned  Lord  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  Aj^  I  understand-  it,  the 
periods  for  the  Circuit*^  are  settled  by 
Older  JO  Council,  but,  us  we  all 
know,  the  tiine.*?  for  holding  Quarter 
Bessious  are  fixed  by  Act  of  Parliarueut. 
Certainly  there  h  no  linality  in  legal 
arrangenieuts  at  present ;  and  thotigh 
ibis  Bill  will  mainly  niect  the  difficulty 
about  thcHO  pnrticular  Quarter  Sessions^, 
it  18  believetl  in  certain  quarters  that 
there  is  a  probability  that  at  some  time 
Or  other  Oniers  in  Council  may  be  made 
Atid  other  Quarter  Sessions  will  be  inter- 
fered with.  Aa  this  Bill  is  to  anicud  the 
law  on  the  subject,  I  think  it  is  worth 
calling  attention  to  thii:!!  point  in  order 
that  I  he  Lord  Cluincellor  may  consider 
once  for  all  whether  he  will  not  make  the 
Bill  applicable  to  all  Quarter  Sessions 
instead  of  confining  it  to  those  to  which 
tbe  Bill  applies  ;  so  that  if  any  such  Order 
in  Conucil  should  l)e  made  there  may  be 
an  Act  of  Parliament  in  force  to  meet  the 
difficult  V. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Hersc'HELl)  :  In  answer  to  tbe  sug- 
gestion of  the  noble  Viscounty  I  will  say 
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at  ouce  that  I  shall  have  no  objection  to 
give  attention  to  it.  One  suggestion 
made  on  tbe  matter  has  been  already 
attended  to. 

Viscount  CROSS  ;  Probably  the 
uohle  and  learned  Lord  will  introduce 
the  necessary  Amendment* 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  without  amendment. 

Vis€oL  XT  CROSS  :  May  I  ask  whe- 
ther this  Bill  is  to  go  to  Standing  Com- 
mittee ? 

TtiE  LORD  CPIANCELLOR  (Lord 
llxiust  hell)  ;  It  seems  to  nie  to  be  ol: 
such  a  character  that  it  is  hardly  worth 
while  sending  it  to  Stiualing  Committee, 
aud^  therefore^l  will  put  the  Amendment 
now  into  the  Bill, 

Standing  Committee  negatived. 

BEHIUNG   SEA  AWAHH  BUJ-,— (No.  U..) 
sEc;i»xj»  Ki::Ai»iNii. 
Order  of  the  Day  U*r  the  Secoud  Read- 


"iSi 


read. 


Tiir.  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fou 
FOREI(i;N  affairs  (The  Earl  of 
Kimberley)  :  My  Lords,  this  Bill,  ha 
your  Lordships  are  no  dotd>t  aware,  is* 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  etiect  to  the 
Award  on  what  are  known  as  the  Beh- 
ririg  Sea  Seal  Fisheries.  I  do  not  think 
I  need  trouble  the  House  with  a  very 
long  explanation  on  the  subject  ;  but  I 
think  it  is  right  on  a  Bill  of  such  great 
importance  as  thi»  that  I  should  say  a 
few  words  in  explauatiou.  The  cpiestion 
which  is  dealt  with  by  the  Award, 
and  by  this  Bill,  arose  in  I886> 
wdieu  certain  seizures  of  British  vessels 
were  made  by  United  States  criusers 
in  watere  forming  part  of  the  Behriog 
Sea  over  which  tbe  ITnited  Stiitea  Go- 
vernment claim  to  exercise  jurisdiction 
in  virtue  of  the  Treaty  by  which  Alaska, 
and  Islands  adjoining  it  were  ceded 
by  Russia  to  the  Uniteil  States.  Upon 
those  seiifiiires  of  British  vessels  taking 
place  the  then  Government — I  think 
Ix^rd  Iddesleigb  w^as  at  the  time  Secre- 
tary of  St^te  for  Foreign  Afiairs — pro- 
teste<.i  against  them  as  not  being  justi- 
fiable.     The   uoblc    Marquess    opposite 
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(Lord  Salisbury),  who  soon  afterwards 
succeeded  to  the  same  Office,  took  up 
precisely  the  same  ground,  and  he  carried 
on  a  correspondence  on  the  subject  with 
the  United  States  Government  which 
lasted  a  considerable  time,  and  which  I 
may  be  permitted  to  say  was,  in  the 
opinion  and  belief  of  everybody,  marked 
with  his  usual  ability  and  good  judg- 
ment. The  result  of  the  correspondence 
was  that  the  noble  Marquess  opposite 
proposed  to  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment that  the  question  at  issue  should 
be  submitted  to  arbitration,  and  T  must 
say  that  I  think  the  noble  Marquess 
deserves  great  credit  for  having  made 
that  proposal.  It  is  obvious,  I  think,  to 
everyone  that  not  only  on  account  of  the 
nature  of  this  particular  question,  which 
it  was  most  desirable  should  be  settled 
in  a  friendly  and  satisfactory  manner  as 
between  two  nations  such  as  the  United 
States  and  this  country — not  only  was 
the  arbitration  of  the  utmost  value  in 
that  regard,  but  also  because  it  has  set 
an  example  of  how  disputes  between  two 
great  nations  can  be  settled  by  the  peace- 
ful means  of  a  friendly  arbitration.  To 
that  precedent  I  must  say  I  attach 
great  and  signal  importance.  In 
consequence  of  that  proposal,  which 
was  agreed  to  by  the  United 
States  Government,  a  body  of  arbi- 
trators met  at  Paris.  That  body  of 
Arbitrators  was  composed  of  gentlemen 
of  position  and  great  ability,  two  of  them 
named  by  the  United  States ;  one  was 
Mr.  Justice  Harland,  I  think,  and  the 
other  a  distinguished  Member  of  the 
Senate,  Senator  Morgan.  There  were 
also  Arbitrators  named  by  France,  by 
Italy,  and  by  Sweden — the  Baron  de 
Courcelles  on  the  part  of  France, 
the  Marquis  Viscouti  Venosta  on  the 
part  of  Italy,  and  M.  Gregers  Gram, 
a  distinguished  jurist,  on  the  part  of 
Sweden — all  gentlemen  of  ability  and 
impartiality,  and  to  their  labours  we 
are  greatly  indebted.  On  our  part 
we  nominated  the  late  Lord  Hanneu 
and  Sir  George  Thompson,  the  Prime 
Minister  of  Canada.  In  mentioning  the 
name  of  Lord  Hanneu,  I  am  quite  certain 
I  shall  express  the  feeling  of  every  Mem- 
ber of  your  Lordships'  House,  as  it  is  the 
feeling,  I  believe,  of  the  public  generally,  in 
saying  that  not  only  have  we  lost  in  Lord 
Hannen  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who 
in  this  particular  Arbitration  displayed 
The  Earl  of  Kimherley 


the  greatest  qualities  and  gave  services 
of  the  highest  character  to  his  country, 
but  we  have  lost  in  him  a  distinguished 
Judge  than  whom  of  late  years  none  has 
been  more  eminent,  or  displayed  more 
ability  in  the  service  of  his  country.  It 
is  a  loss  to  be  deplored  and  not  easily  re- 
placed. The  questions  submitted  to  the 
Arbitrators  may  be  stated  shortly, 
thus  :  First,  whether  the  United  States 
were  right  in  contending  that  they  had 
jurisdiction  over  this  portion  of  the 
sea,  and  also  as  regarded  a  question 
raised  by  them  as  to  their  having  a 
special  property  in  these  seals.  That 
was  the  first  and  most  important  ques- 
tion submitted  to  the  Arbitrators  ;  and 
it  is,  of  course,  most  satisfactory  to  this 
country  to  find  that  upon  this  great 
question  the  Arbitrators  held  that  the 
contention  of  the  noble  Marquess,  on 
the  part  of  this  country,  was  justi- 
fied, and  that  the  United  States 
Government  were  not  right  in  making 
the  seizures  of  British  vessels  of 
which  we  had  complained.  The  result 
of  the  determination  of  that  point  is  that 
the  seizures  having  been  declared  in  prin- 
ciple illegal,  the  claims  of  British  sub- 
jects to  compensation  will  have  to  be 
met ;  and  I  am  able  to  say  that  as  soon 
as  legislation  has  taken  place  in  both 
countries  to  give  effect  to  the  Award,  a 
Convention  will  be  entered  into  between 
us  and  the  United  States  for  the  con- 
sideration and  settlement  of  those  claims. 
The  other  question  which  was  submitted 
to  the  Arbitrators  was  what  should  be 
the  nature  of  the  Regulations  to  be  here- 
after enforced  with  regard  to  these  fur 
seals.  The  object  of  those  Regulations 
is  one  in  which  all  must  concur — 
namely,  the  preservation  of  this  interest- 
ing and  useful  species  from  what  other- 
wise threatened  them — complete  ex- 
termination. The  Regulations  are  laid 
down  in  the  Award,  and  the  object  of 
this  Bill  is  to  give  effect  to  them.  I 
ought  perhaps  to  have  mentioned  first, 
that  in  the  Award  itself,  which  is,  of 
course,  the  main  document  on  which  all 
this  depends,  two  principal  provisions 
are  made— one,  that  a  zone  is  established 
of  60  miles  round  the  Pribyloff  Islands, 
which  are  part  of  the  territory  of 
the  United  States  to  which  the  seals 
largely  resort.  That  is  determined 
by  this  Award  as  an  area  within 
which    the  capture  of  seals  is  entirelj 
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prohibited,  Tlica  tbe  next  Regulation 
iu8titutp.9  a  close  time  for  a  hiri^e  extent 
of  sea  exteodiug  as  low  iks  the  35th 
pHrallel  of  latitude  from  tho  1st  of  May 
to  the  31st  of  July,  diinntr  wlit  -b  the 
<»iptiire  and  kilUiif^  ot  seals  <is  prohibited. 
There  are  other  limits  besides  the  limit  of 
latitude  35  degrees,  hiU  1  think  I  need 
not  trouble  your  Lordships  by  a  precise 
definitioLi  of  them.  Tbey  are  to  be 
fonud  in  the  Award.  Then,  as  I  said 
before,  there  are  otber  Regulations  laid 
<lowQ4  some  of  whieb  are  of  importance, 
lUt  the  details  of  whicb  1  need  not  give, 
ley  are  in  accordance  with  tbe  Award. 
the  object  of  this  Bill  is  to  give 
to  the  Award  and  to  tbe  Regula- 
Its  provisions  aro  of  a  very 
pie  kind.  It  is  provided  that  tbe 
of  those  who  violate  the  Regnla- 
are  subject  to  Foiznre  by  Her 
ity's  veBselg,  I  am  speaking,  of 
of  British  ships  and  to  tbe  inHie- 
tfoti  of  fine  ami  imprisonment  b}*  Britisb 
Courts  to  whieb  vesseh  when  captured 
will  be  taken.  There  are  some  minor 
gnlatioTis  of  less  importance.  It  is 
IsD  provided  in  the  Bill  that  if  the 
ited  States  are  willing^  as  they  will  be 
lling,  to  grant  to  Her  Majesty's 
tders  tbe  right  to  seize  IJnile*! 
tea  vessels  contravening  tbe  Regula- 
IoD9,  a  similar  power  shall  l>e  given  by 
as  to  the  officers  of  tbe  United  States  to 
seize  British  vessels.  Tbe  Congress  of 
the  United  States  have  already  passed 
the  necessary  legislation,  and  it  only  re- 
mains for  ns  to  complete  by  passing  the 
ssary  legislation  upon  our  part.  I 
ive  not  the  smallest  donbt  that  this 
luae  wiJl  have  no  liesitation  in  agree- 
ig  to  legislation  to  carry  into  effect 
tbe  terms  of  this  Award  ;  and  I  am 
tiiiiied  that  as  it  is  tbe  intention  and 
Dg  desire  of  the  Uuircii  States  that 
it*  Award  shall  be  earrie<l  out  fully  an<l 
completely,  so  also  it  is  the  determination 
of  this  country  on  its  part  that  wo  shall 
absolutely  and  fully  fnltil  the  obligations 
which  the  Award  imposes  upon  us.  I  do 
not  think  it  is  necessary  for  me  to  give  any 
further  detailed  explanations  of  the  Bill. 
I  submit  it  to  your  Lordships  with  great 
satisfaction,  because  it  is  practically  the 
end  of  a  great  controversy  which  has 
terminated  in  a  manner  highly  honour- 
able and  satisfactory  to  both  nations  eon- 
corned.  I  beg  to  move  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill. 


Moved,  **That  tho  Bill  be  now  read  2»;* 
— (  The  Earl  of  Kimberhy,) 

The  MuwtE3s  of  SALISBURY: 
1  need  hardly  assure  your  Lordships  that 
our  only  desire  will  he  that  this  Bill 
sboubl  pjtss  into  law  as  rapidly  as  pos- 
silde.  1  think  we  liave  every  reason,  on 
the  whole»  to  congratulate  ourselves  upon 
the  issue  of  this  controversy^  and  I  most 
sincerely  join  with  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site in  expressing  the  greatness  of  our 
obligation  to  the  distinguished  men  who 
constituted  the  tribunal,  and,  1  may  add, 
to  the  distingursbed  men  who  represented 
England  on  that  occasion,  to  whose 
efforts  and  abilities  we  owe  this  result, 
with  whicb,  on  the  whole,  we  have  good 
reason  to  l>e  satisfied.  And  in  doing  so 
I  cannot  but  join  with  the  greatest  sym- 
pathy and  feeling  in  the  regret  expressed 
by  the  noble  Karl  that  we  are  not  able 
to  congratulate  here  in  this  House  one  of 
our  Members  who  bore  a  most  d  is  tin- 
giiisbed  part  in  those  proceed in«;s.  Lord 
Hannen  was,  I  believe,  a  man  of  no 
Party.  He  was  a  man  who  fultilled 
in  the  very  highest  degree  that  very  high 
ideal^  the  ideal  of  a  British  Judge — a 
man  of  extraordinary  ability,  acumen, 
and  iabour  ;  of  an  impartiality  which 
even  under  the  most  thorny  circumstances 
no  one  was  ever  found  hardy  enorigb  to 
challenge,  and  of  merits  so  distinguished' 
that  whenever  a  vacancy  occurred  to 
which  he  could  be  promoted,  t  lie  re  was  a 
common  assent  by  all  competent  men  on 
all  sides  that  he  was  tlie  man  best  fitted 
to  fill  it.  He  has  left  behind  him  a  very 
distinguished  name,  arjd  tbe  deep  regrets 
of  those  who  feet  that  his  place  will  not 
easily  be  filled,  and  that  he  has  been 
sacrificed  in  performing  a  moat  valuable 
service  to  his  country.  My  Lords,  for 
the  Award  itself  I  do  not  think  it  is  de- 
sirable to  say  very  much  ;  I  do  not  think 
it  is  desirable  to  discuss  in  detail,  that  is 
to  say,  an  Award  of  this  kind  when  it 
has  been  given.  It  is  a  matter  of  the 
greatest  gnitification  that  we  have  come 
to  this  honourable  ending  of  a  serious 
controversy.  For  not  only  would  it  have 
been  horrible  and  grotesquely  absurd  that 
for  such  a  matter  as  this  two  .great  and 
kindred  nations  should  have  been  plunged 
into  all  tbe,  what  must  be,  horrors  of 
moderu  war,  but  if  it  was  possible  to  add 
to  the  absurdity  of  a  warlike  ending,  or 
even  an  un peaceful  ending  to  this  con- 

K  2 


179 


Uffatuia, 


{LORDS} 


U^aftda, 


180 


trovers  J,  it  was  that  utiles  b  we  come  to 
some  agreement  the  nttturnl  speeies  over 
which  we  were  fightiDg  would  have  dis- 
appeared in  the  course  of  our  coutro- 
Tersj,  It  was  quite  certain  that  unless 
WG  came  to  some  agreement  the  seal 
species  would  disappear  altojs^ether.  It  was 
absolutely  necessary,  therefore,  to  agree. 
1  think  on  tbe  muin  issue  we  have  reason 
to  express  our  contentment  without  any 
diminution  or  reserve  in  respect  to  the 
Regulations,  I  do  oot  Bay  they  are  the 
Regnlfttiotis  which  I  myself  would  have 
framed  in  all  respects.  Tliere  are  some 
matters  oti  which  questions  might  be 
raised  ;  hut  they  are  far  better  not  only 
than  a  coolness  between  the  two  nations^ 
but  than  the  disappearance  of  the  whole 
seal  species  ;  and,  at  a!  I  events,  if  there  are 
any  points  in  them  which  are  capable  of 
improvement,  they  wilt  be  discovered  m 
the  course  of  experience,  and  the  Award 
contiiins  provisions  which  will  enable  the 
two  nations  to  obviate  any  errors  or 
deficiencies  wljicb  may  be  found.  Under 
those  circumstances,  I  think  it  is  wholly 
uonecessary  for  us  to  discuss  rhis  matter 
at  length,  or  to  interpose  any  delay  iu 
the  conclusion  of  that  legislation  to 
which  the  American  Congress  has  already 
assented,  and  which  only  wants  this 
aBfient  on  the  part  of  your  Lordships  to 
bring  tliis  beneticent  Award  into  opera- 
tion, I  only,  therefore,  join  iu  the  goiiead 
tribute  to  the  great  services  of  the  dis- 
tingutshetl  man  who  acted  for  us  on 
that  tribiina],  and  express  the  hope  that 
this  Bil!  may  speeilily  pass  into  huv. 

The  lord  CIIANCELLOR  :  It  h 
not  uecess4iry  for  me  to  add  anything 
witli  reference  to  the  subject  of  the  Bill 
of  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  A  flairs.  But  I  may 
bo  permitted,  perhaps,  to  express  my 
very  warm  concurreiice  iu  all  that  fell 
from  the  noble  Marquess  with  regard  to 
my  eminent  friend  the  late  Lord  Hannen, 
Those  of  us  wlio  take  part  from  time  to 
time  ill  the  judicial  procee<btigs  of  this 
House  felt,  when  he  retired,  how  much 
wc  luul  lost.  We  still  hoped,  from  time 
to  time,  that  his  strength  would  eimble 
him  to  render  us  invaluable  assistance, 
but  it  was  not  to  l>e.  He  won  the  respect 
and  ailmiration  of  those  who  knew  him 
and  the  entire  contideiice  of  the  legal 
profession  throughout  the  whole  of  his 
career.  He  woti  the  esteem  of  all  thosie 
crninoDt   men   with    whom    he   cjime  in 
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contact  during  the  Arbitration  which  led 
to  this  Bill,  and  the  laments  which  were 
uttered  on  the  occasion  of  his  death 
found  an  echo  on  tbe  other  aide  of  the 
Atlantic,  What  has  been  said  of  him 
has  been  so  well  said  that  I  need  add 
nothing  more ;  but  it  is  impossible  for  me^ 
in  alluding  to  the  loss  we  have  sustained 
by  the  death  of  Lord  Hanneu,  not  to 
rernrmber  that  we  have  since  lost  also 
another  noljle  Lord,  who  was  ajjpointeti 
to  fill  his  place,  whose  appointment 
gave  the  greatest  satisfaction  to  us 
all,  and  whose  services  iu  this  House 
were  of  the  greatest  assistance.  It 
is  to  me  an  incident  which  is  alike 
pathetic  and  mehincholy  tbat  it  hasfalleD 
to  my  lot  thus  to  alltide  to  the  loss  of 
these  two  distinguished  Judges.  Thirty- 
four  years  ago  Lord  Bowen  and  I  were 
together  pupils  in  the  chambers  of  Lord 
Hannen,  and  we  were  conscious  ever 
afterwards  how  much  we  owed  to  him. 
Lord  Bowen  possessed  a  combination  of 
qualities  seldom  found  together.  He 
had  a  profound  and  an  accurate  know- 
le<lge  of  the  law.  His  power  of  analvsia 
was  exquisite  in  its  subtlety  and  acute- 
nesa,  and  was  always  tempered  by  breadth 
of  vi^w  and  great  practical  common 
sense  which  made  it  eminently  nsefuL 
He  was  not  only  a  lawyer,  but  he  was  a 
brillintd  schohir,  and  his  literary  faculty 
enahled  liitti  to  rlollie  his  judgments  la 
words  wliirh  gave  them  dignity,  force, 
and  point,  and  which  euibudied  in  precise 
and  lucid  language  tiie  most  intricate  and 
complex  questions  of  law.  Of  his  patient 
industry  and  uniform  courtesy  it  is  need- 
less for  me  to  speak.  This  is  not  an 
occasion  for  elahoratc  eulogy  ;  but  I  am 
sure  your  Lordships  will  pardon  toy 
having  said  thus  much.  I  will  only  say 
further  that  I  iiave  been  speaking  of  a 
valued  friend,  whose  friendship  I  enjoyed 
for  more  than  half  a  lifetime,  hut  my 
feeling  of  personal  loss  is  eclipsed  by  a 
sense  of  the  loss  which  this  House  and 
the  country  has  unfortunately  sustained. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  on  Monday  next 

UGANDA. 
The  P^IRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY   AND  LORD  PRESIDENT  of 
THE  COUNCIL    (The    Earl  of    RosK- 
bery)  :  My    Lords,  you  are  all  awanv 
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probulily,  tlint  iu  the  otlier  House  of 
Piirliiimeut  a  stiitemerji  is  to  l>e  nimle  i\m 
ovenin^  about  rgiiiula.  It  is  only  re- 
spectful to  r.liis  Iltms^e  tluU  a  similar 
etatemeut  s^liould  l>t!  ininle  here,  niid  1 
think  it  will  Iw  for  tlie  couvonietR-e  of 
ihe  House  that  I  should  read  the  exact 
terma  in  which  it  will  he  iniidtj  in  the 
Other  Hoii&e — 

**  After  considering^  the  late  Sir  Gerald  Portal's 
Report  nrul  vveii^hin^  the  cori«eiiiieticeji  of  with- 
drawn)  from  Utranda  on  tbe  one  hsiiid  and  on 
the  other  of  maintaiDin^  British  inlerests  there, 
Her  Majesty's  GoTernrDein  have  detertnineil  to 
establ]*«h  A  re^lar  administratioiii  .and  for  that 
purpose  to  declare  Ugnoda  to  be  under  a 
British  protectorate.  The  detnib  of  the  arrange- 
ments to  be  made  are  under  fonsidoratton/' 

Thk  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
I,  of  course,  bear  ivith  gvQfii  jratisfaetioii 
tbe  atmoTiueemeut  of  that  ititention  ou 
the  part  of  Her  M?ijestj*a  (Tovemnient, 
I  am  afraid  tbe  uohle  Ear!  will  think  ft 
19  indiscreet  curiosity  on  my  part»  !mt 
will  tbe  noble  Ear!  allow  mo  to  ask  him 
whether  tbe  (.Tovernmont  have  come  to 
any  kind  of  couchisiou  with  respect  to 
what  Sir  Gerald  Portal  declared  to  be 
tbe  essential  matter  without  wbicij  any 
other  arrarigeuieut  wouid  he  iuefTeetual — 
namely,  the  establishment  of  counuuiiica' 
tion  with  the  coast  ?  Of  course,  1  am  pre- 
pared to  hear  that  the  matter  is  still 
under  consideration ;  but  I  tbiuk  the 
House  will  feel  that,  after  the  puldication 
of  that  Keport  expressing  the  decision  of 
one  wlioi^e  judgment  we  all  respected, 
and»  I  may  add,  whose  lo*^s  we  all  deeply 
deplore — that  of  Sir  Gerald  Portid — we 
can  hardly  aeqniesce  in  the  tnaiuteuauce 
for  any  considerable  time  of  any  reserve 
as  to  the  decision  to  which  the  Govern- 
ment may  come  upon  a  f natter  wlii(di  so 
high  an  authority  ilecJared  to  be  indis- 
pensable to  a  permanent  arrauf^ement. 

The  Earl  ok  ROSEBERY  :  1 
can  assure  tbe  noble  Mi*r(|ne>5s  that  it 
is  not  the  wish  or  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty V  Govermnont  to  n^aintain  re- 
serve on  this  subject  for  any  cousldenible 
time.  But,  although  Sir  Gerald  Portal  no 
doubt  laid  down  in  express^  terniH  the 
im  porta  nee  of  making  a  railway  a  con- 
siderable distance  on  tbo  way  to  Uganda, 
the  j»iibject  remains  one  of  great  com- 
plexity from  many  points  of  view, 
notably  from  tbe  financial  point  of  view, 
And  I  would  rather  not  make  an  announce- 
ment on  that  subject — at  any  rate,  to* 
night. 


MERCHANT  SHIPPING  BILL. 
Message  from  the  Commona,  That 
they  have  come  to  the  following  Resolu- 
tion—namely, that  it  is  expedient  that 
the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill  be  com- 
mitted to  a  Joint  Committee  ^f  Lordjs 
and  Commons,  and  to  desire  their  Lord- 
5^ hips'  concurrence  thereto  ;  the  said 
Message  to  be  taken  into  consideration 
To-morrow. 

LAND    TRANSFER    BILL    [hX.J. 
A   Bill  tr>  simplify  titles  and  facilitate  the 
transfer  of  ianrl  in  England — Wan  presented  by 
toe  L<3rd  Chatietillor :  reiid  I* ;  and  in  be  printed. 
(No.  19,) 

TRLSTEE  ACT,   1H93,  AMENDMENT  BILL, 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1' ;  to  be 
printetl ;  and  to  be  read  2*  on  Moaday  next  : 
(Tlie  Lord  Ashbourne.)     (No.  2\).) 

House  a*ljourned  at  Five  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  nuarter  past 

Ten  o*elock. 


HOUSE     OF      C  O  M  ]M  O  N  8 
Thursdny,  12th  April  IS94, 


QUESTIONS. 


HAREWOOD  EKD  MAGISTRATES'  CLERK« 
Mr.  BRYNMOR  JONES  (Glouces- 
ter,  Stroud)  :  I  beg  to  ask  tbe  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whetlter  he  is  aware  that  the  Justices  of 
the  Petty  Sessional  Division  of  Hare- 
wood  Euil,  near  Ross,  in  the  County  of 
Hereford,  bave  recently  appointed  Mr. 
Arthur  Blomlield  Morling  to  Ijc  Justices' 
clerk  for  that  division  in  place  of  Mr, 
Piddocke,  solicitor,  deceased  ;  is  ho 
aware  that  Mr,  A,  B,  Morling  is  not  a 
solicitor  of  tbe  Supreme  CfMirt,  and  will 
he  inquire  what  were  tbe  special  circum- 
stances within  tbe  meaning  of  the 
Statute,  40  &  41  Vic.,  e.  13,  s.  7,  which 
juatitied  the  Bench  iu  dispensing  with 
the  qualifications  for  the  office  of 
Justices'  clerk  usually  required  imder 
that  Statute ;  and  w^hether  he  is  aware 
that  eight  duly-qualified  solicitors 
applied  for  tbe  office  ? 


Mm 


183 


Tralee  and 


{COMMONS} 


Dingle  Kailway. 


184 


The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  Yes  ;  but  I  am 
informed  by  the  Justices  that  the  special 
circumstances  which,  in  their  opinion, 
rendered  the  appointment  desirable  were 
that  Mr.  Morling  had  for  16  years 
fulfilled  the  duties  of  the  situation  under 
the  clerk  to  the  Justices,  to  the  entire 
satisfaction  of  the  Bench. 

HER  MAJESTY'S  MINISTER  AT  PERU. 
Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
Sheffield,  Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  if  Sir  Charles  Mansfield,  Her 
Majesty's  Minister  in  Peru,  has  yet 
recovered  sufficiently  from  his  accident 
to  resume  the  charge  of  the  British 
Legation,  or  is  it  still  under  Mr.  Mallet, 
Her  Majesty's  Consul  at  Panama  ;  and 
if  Her  Majesty's  Government  will  bear 
in  mind  in  the  present  crisis  the  vast 
interests  Great  Britain  has  at  stake  in 
that  Republic,  and  the  fact  that  the 
Peruvian  Corporation  took  over  the 
whole  of  the  External  Debt  of  Peru  in 
exchange  for  the  Railways  ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Berwick) : 
I  am  glad  to  say  that  Sir  C.  Mansfield 
has  recovered  from  his  accident,  and  has 
resumed  charge  of  Her  Majesty's  Lega- 
tion at  Lima.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  aware  of  the  important  interests 
which  British  subjects  have  at  stake  in 
Peru,  and  are  confident  that  they  will 
receive  every  attention  from  Her 
Majesty's  Representative. 

VOLUNTEER  OFFICERS'  DECORATION. 
Viscount  WOLMER  (Edinburgh, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  he  can  now  state  whe- 
ther a  Voluuteer  officer,  who  may  shortly 
receive  the  new  decoration  as  a  Volunteer 
of  20  years'  service,  will  hereafter  be 
able  to  receive  the  Vohmtcier  officer's 
decoration  on  the  completion  of  20  years' 
service  as  a  Volunteer  officer  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  ok  STATE  fou 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell-^Bannerman, 
Stirling,  &c.) :  The  answer  is  in  the 
affirmative. 

THE  CANADIAN  TEA  DUTIES^. 
Mr.  HOWARD  (Middlesex,  Totten- 
ham) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 


of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  he  can 
state  what  the  intentions  of  the  Canadian 
Government  are  with  reference  to  the 
alteration  of  the  Tea  Duties;  whether 
teas  blended  in  bond  in  Great  Britain 
will  be  subject  to  any  and  what  duty  in 
the  new  tariff ;  and  whether  the  Canadian 
Government  can  legally  differentiate 
against  this  country  and  home  labour  in 
favour  of  China  and  other  tea-exporting 
countries  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
S.  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar): 
The  Secretary  of  State  has  telegraphed 
to  the  Governor  General  of  Canada  for 
full  information  on  the  point,  and  if  the 
hon.  Member  will  repeat  his  question  on 
Monday  I  hope  then  to  be  in  a  position 
to  answer  it  fully. 

LONDONDERRY  BARRACKS. 

Mr.  ROSS  (Londonderry)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  will  direct  that  the  statutory 
powers  for  compulsorily  taking  land  be 
put  into  immediate  operation,  for  the 
purpose  of  acquiring  a  site  for  the  new 
Londonderry  Barracks  ;  and  when  may 
the  building  operations  be  expected  to 
commence  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Steps  are  being  taken  for  the  compulsory 
purchase  of  the  necessary  land  ;  but  the 
process  requires  some  time  for  its  com- 
pletion. Very  little  building  can  take 
place  till  the  additional  land  is  acquired. 

TRALEE  AND  DINGLE  RAILWAY. 

Sir  T.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  tlie  Go- 
vernment propose  to  take  any  8teps  for 
the  relief  of  the  cesspayers  of  West 
Kerry  from  the  taxation  brought  upon 
them  by  the  Tralee  and  Dingle  Railway  ; 
and  whether  any  proposal  has  been  made 
for  the  reconstruction  and  further  working 
of  the  line  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbeut,  Oldham), 
(wiio  replied)  said  :  The  Treasury  has 
now  before  it  the  materials  necessary  for 
forming  a  judgment  on  the  facts,  and 
they  are  now  being  considered.  I  hope 
shortly  to  be  able  to  announce  the  viewa 
of  the  Treasury.  My  hon.  Friend  is 
aware  that  the  Treasury  has  no  locus 
standi  for  making  arrangements   for  the 
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fiitnre  workintf  of  the  line.  These  tire 
nmtters  for  the  eonsicJeratioii  of  the 
Grand  Jury  uf  Kerry,  uikI  the  Treu^ury 
I  has  stftted  tlmt  snch  arratigomeot^  are  an 
^Bei^^eiitial  eondittoii  of  the  <Tovertinieut'8 
^HsLSsi^ttng  iij  any  way  t!ie  improvemeat  of 
^Btbe  Hue. 

^V  THE  CAVAN  LAND  V.VLtJER, 

^     Mr.  KNOX  (Cavaii,  W.):  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Irehujd  whether  he  is  aware  thnt  Mr. 
Bom  for*  I,  who  i»   now   act  in  f^  as   vainer 
lor  the    Land    Commission     in    Connty 
Cftvan,   Was   formerly   agent  to  a   large 
'lord  in  the  eonnty  ;  that  lie  is  related 
at  lantllord  and  to  .several  other  land- 
is  in  the   connty,   and   to  ^Ir.  Burue^, 
ho  principal  vainer  for   (he   lam  I  lords  in 
the  oonnty  iti  fair  rent  eases  ;  that  he  wa^ 
formerly  a  metnber  of  a  S«ih-Com*iiission 
the  county,  and   removed   to  another 
unty  on  aceonnt  of  his  elo&e  eonnection 
ith    the    huKJed    interest    there  ;    and 
hethei  these  facts   were   known  to  Mr. 
rench  and  other  members  of  the  Cora- 
issioo  wd>en  Mr*   Bomford   was  sent  as 
&tuer  to  Cavan  ? 

The    chief     SECKETARY    for 

IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Moulev,  Newcastle- 

Upon-Tyne)  :    I    am    in    commnniration 

ith  the  Land    Commission    on   the  snh- 

t  of  this  question,  an<l  will  thank  my 

,  and  learned  Friend   to  defer  it  uti til 

t  week. 

IRISH  DISPENSARY  COMMITTEES. 
Mr.    BODKIN    (Roscommoit,  8.)  i  I 
g  to  ask   the   Chief   Seeretary   to    the 
rd   Lientenant   of    Ireland   if   he  will 
t'oumhly  con.sicier   the  propriety  of  re- 
the     rateable    qiialilicntion     of 
pted  iiiemhers   of   Disjirnsary    Com- 
ittee^  in  Ireland   to  tlio  same  tij^nre  to 
hteh  ho  hai;  already   redtieed  the  (juhH-  ; 
n  of   the  elected    tTuardiaiiM  of  the  \ 
Law  Boards*  ?  , 

Mr.  J.  MOIILEY  :  Under  the  Poor 
Relief  (Ireland)  Act,  IHol,   sec.  7,  elec- 
tive mctnhers   of  the    Dispensary  Com- 
itteuf?  rau.st   he   liable  to  pay  rates   in 
tpeiM  of  property   of   the  annual  vafne 
f  £30  at   lea«?t,  and    legislatio^j   will   l»e 
neeo!^8ary  in  order  to  idter  this*  qnalifica- 
tion.      I    certainly    think    it    anomalous 
that    the    qJiah'fieation    of    the     eleetive 
memlwre  of  a  Committee  should  be  fixed 
at  t*30,  wliile  that  of  the  GuardiauB^  who 
are  e**'  officio  luembersi,  i;^  only  £«,  and  J 
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am  in  favonr  of   legislation 
to  dealing  with  tlic  matter. 


THE   BECHUANALAND  PROTECTORATE. 

Mr.  KNOX  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 

Secretary    of    State    for    the    Colonies 

I  whether  hi.n  attoittioii  has  been    called  to 

I  arecent  rejsiolution  of  the  Afrikander  Bund, 
askiijfr  that  British  Beehnaualaud  and  the 

I  Bechuannlaiid  Protectorate  i^hould  be  in- 
corporated in  Cape  Colony  ;  whether  i*ueh 
incorporation  would  save  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  £100,000  a  year;  whether 
it  has  also  been  called   for  by  rej^ideuts 

;  in  Hechnamiland  other  than  the  Border 
Police  Force  ;  and  whether  the  Secretary 
of  State  will  propot^e  to  meet  the  wishee 
of  the  Colony  by  facilitating  the  incor- 
poration ? 

I  Mr.  S.  BUXTUN  :  The  attention  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  has  been  called  to 
the  resolution  in  question  ;  but  no  aetiou 
has  ijeen  taken  in  regard  to  it. 

THK  DINDER  CHARITY  LANDS. 
MR.C.HOBIlOUSE(Wi)tsJ)evizeH): 

I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  Urci^ideiit  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  the  Trustees  of  the 
Dinder  Charity  Lands,  one-half  of  which 
come  under  the  provisions  of  **The 
Allotments  Act,  1882,"  after  having 
avoided  compliance  with  its  provi«ioue 
Uy  only  otferjng  for  allotments  the  portion 
of  the  property  unsuitable  for  the  pur- 
pose, were  allowed  by  the  Charity  Coni- 
misstonera  without  any  previous  public 
inquiry  to  di impose  of  the  greater  part  of 
their  property  by  private  sale  ;  and  whe- 
ther he  can  provide  some  method  of  con- 
trolling the  discretion  of  the  Charity 
Comtuimsi  oners  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  A<'laxi),  York,  W.R„ 
Rotherham)  :  Notin?  of  their  intention  to 
let  in  allot  men  In  one- half  of  the  Charity 
Land  decri bed  in  ihe  (juestions  as  unsuit- 
able for  the  purpose,  wa8  given  by  the 
Trustees  in  IhOty,  without  eliciting  any 
applications.  In  1  H*)2  public  notices  of  a 
propohted  sale  of  ihe  property  were  given 
by  advertisement  ami  the  other  usual 
monies  in  the  locality.  No  ohjectioos 
were  received,  and  no  recpiest  was  made 
for  any  puldic  impnry.  In  these  circum- 
stances, the  sale  was  approved  by  the 
Commissioners  in  July  of  that  year.  The 
tjuestion  of  bringing  the  action  of  the 
Charity  Commission  more  directly  under 
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the  control  of  Parliament,  and  of  giving 
it  more  effeetnal  means  of  dealing  with 
the  business  which  will  come  before  it, 
is  now  under  the  consideration  of  a  Select 
Committee  of  this  House. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE  UNIFORMS. 
Mr.  E.  H.  BAYLEY  (Camberwell, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  he 
will  consider  the  propriety  of  supplying 
the  police  with  lighter  clothing  during 
warm  weather,  as  is  done  in  provincial 
towns  ;  and  will  he  also  consider  the 
propriety  of  giving  the  police  the  money 
allowing  them  to  supply  themselves  with 
boots  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  I  must  give  my 
hon.  Friend  the  same  reply  with  regard 
to  the  first  part  of  his  question  as  I  did 
in  August  last — namely,  that  the  ques- 
tion has  been  frequently  under  considera- 
tion, and  that  it  is  the  opinion  of  the 
Commissioner,  after  consultation  with 
the  chief  surgeon  of  the  police,  that 
having  regard  to  the  variable  nature  of 
the  Metropolitan  climate,  and  to  all  the 
conditions  of  the  case,  it  would  not  be 
advisable  to  provide  the  Metropolitan 
Police  with  light  clothing  during  the 
summer  months.  With  regard  to  the 
second  part  of  the  question,  I  understand 
the  matter  was  carefully  gone  into  in 
1887,  and  the  change  was  not  considered 
advisable.  There  are  difficulties  in  the 
way,  but  I  am  in  consultation  with  the 
Commissioner  on  the  subject. 

ADMIRALTY  CUTLERY  CONTRACTS. 
Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty if  the  cutlery  and  hardware  pur- 
chased for  Her  Majesty's  Fleet  is 
examined  prior  to  acceptance  by  compe- 
tent experts  skilled  in  the  trade,  and 
capable  of  telling  Sheffield  workmanship 
from  foreign  imitation  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth, 
Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  The  officers  who 
examine  cutlery  and  hardware  for  the 
Fleet  and  compare  them  with  the 
patterns  are  believed  to  be  capable  of 
detecting  foreign  imitations.  Contracts 
are  only  entrusted  to  home  manufacturers 
who  make  the  gooils  themselves. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  : 
In  all  these  contracts  is  the  Resolution 

Mr.  Acland 


of  the  House  of  the  9th  February  as  to 
wages,  Ac,  strictly  observed  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
Yes,  Sir  ;  it  is  set  out  in  all  contracts. 

ARMY   CUTLERY  CONTRACTS. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Financial  Secretary 
to  the  War  Office  if  the  cutlery  and 
hardware  purchased  for  Her  Majesty's 
Army  is  examined  prior  to  acceptance 
by  competent  experts  skilled  in  the 
trade,  and  capable  of  distinguishing  good 
Sheffield  work  from  foreign  forgeries  ? 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY 
to  the  war  office  (Mr.  Woodall, 
Hanley) :  Cutlery  and  hardware  for 
Army  services  are  inspected  by  artizan 
experts,  who,  it  is  believed,  are  as  capable 
of  distinguishing  British  from  foreign 
manufacture  as  any  men  can  be. 

IRISH   POOR  LAW  FINANCE. 

Mr.  ROSS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  he  could  state  how  many  of  the 
Irish  Poor  Law  Unions  are  at  present  in 
a  state  of  financial  embarrassment ;  in 
how  many  Unions  have  Vice  Guardians 
been  appointed ;  and  has  he  received  a 
Memorial  extensively  signed  by  the  rate- 
payers of  the  Tralee  Union,  praying 
him  not  to  dismiss  the  Vice  Guardians  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Local  Government  Board  that  the 
accounts  of  Poor  Law  Uhions  in  Ireland 
for  the  half-year  ended  March  25  last 
have  not  yet  been  audited,  and  that  it  is 
not,  therefore,  possible  for  them  to  say 
what  Unions  can  be  regarded  as  being  in 
the  position  mentioned.  There  are  no 
Unions  in  Ireland  at  the  present  time 
under  the  management  of  Vice  Guardians. 
A  Memorial  was  received  last  year  by 
the  Local  Government  Board  asking 
that  the  services  of  the  Vice  Guardians 
of  the  Tralee  Union  might  be  retained. 
These  gentlemen  were  continued  in  office 
till  March  last,  and  I  am  informed  they 
could  not  legally  retain  their  positions 
for  a  longer  period. 

Mu.  ROSS  :  On  the  Estimates  I  wiU 
call  attention  to  the  management  of  Irish 
Poor  Law  Unions. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  view  of  the  Debate,  con- 
sider the  advisability  of  giving  us  a 
Return  showing  the  financial  position  of 
Irish  Poor  Law  Unions,  that  especially  fA 
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»towel  UiiJoii,  ou  whjcU  an  attnck  was 

tile  the  otijer  «laj  ?      Is  it  not  tin/  tWt 

tbt;  Lis  towel  GimrtHaus  have  id  the 

pre^eut  moment  £2,000  to  their  LTedit  at 

the  bank  ? 

Mr,  T.  VV.  KUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.)  : 

A»   I    put    that   question   may   I  ex])lfliii 

that  it  wa«  dirot'tetl  at  ihv.  system  of  out- 

EDr    relief,    not    at    the    rtiuuieia!    posi- 
n  of  the  Union. 
Mil,  J.  MORLEY  :  1  have  m>t  hefore 
!  the  details  a;*  to  Listowel  Union  ;  hut 
In  answer  to  the  jy^eneral  q nest  inn  of  my 

fu.    Friend,  I   think    ti)c    re«|uest   is  a 
isouable  one,  and  I  will  see  how  it  can 
granted. 
MR.  ROBERT    BTCKELL,  JJ\ 
Mr.    PUWP:LL    WILLIAMS  (Bii- 
tningham,  8.)  :   I    Ih?^  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tory of  State  for  the   Home  Department 
liether   the    gentlemun    nanuil    Rohert 
t^kelU   who  has  recently  been  made  a 
Bfitice  of  the  Peace  for  the  City  of  Ox- 
18     the     same    person     ag     Robert 
Bckell  whose  name  ajipeary  twice  in  the 
ehed  tales   to   the   He  port  of  the  Oxford 
llection   Commission,    1H81,    aH   haviag 
giiility   of  eorrnpt  practices  at  the 
l^ttous   in  that  city  in  April  antl  May, 
HO;  ami  whether  he  is  aware  that  two 
ttsticea  of  tlie  Peace  for  tlje  City  of  Ox- 
wero    scheduled     by    the    Commit*- 
^Xiet'^  for  otfenees  of  the  same  nature  as 
ere    proved   ag-ainst    Mr.   Buekrl!,  and 
ere  forthwith    removed  from  the  bench 

the  then  Lord  Chancellor  ? 
fMR.  A8QU1TH  r  It  is  the  case  that 
[r.  Bnekell,  who  was  reeeutly  tnaJe  a 
agist  rate,  was  reported  as  having  been 
liilty  in  1880  of  corru[>t  practices.  Since 
time  be  \m»  been  twice  in  recent 
ar^  elected  Mayor  of  the  city,  and  as 
ch  has  aetcil  as  Chief  Magistrate.  Hia 
:)intment  appeared  to  the  Lurd  Chau- 
ior  to  be  desirable  on  public  grounds, 
^Ie8»  the  fact  of  bis  being  scheduled 
i»  to  be  regarded  as  a  bar  to  the  ap- 
^intmenl.  Having  rcL'^fird  to  the  length 
of  time  whie!i  has  elapsed  since  the  cor- 
npt  practices  referred  to,  and  to  the 
nblie  services  since  renilered  by  Mr. 
Hckell,  nnd  in  view  of  all  the  clrcurn- 
iQcefc  of  the  case,  the  Lord  Chancellor 
>tlgbt  the  appointment  expeilient.  1 1 
to  be  observc^l  tliat  the  Corrupt 
fietices  Act  now  in  force  renders  a 
person  convicted  on  itulictment  of  a  cor- 
mpi   practice    incapable   of    holding    a 


judicial  office  only  for  a  term  of  seven 
years.  The  question  of  appointing  a 
pei^on  scheduled  by  Commissioners  must, 
therefore,  in  each  case  be  determiuctl  on  a 
consideration  of  all  the  circunjstances. 
As  regards  the  last  paragraph,  the  only 
record  which  the  Lord  Chatircllor  has  is 
til  at  two  Justices  were  removed  from  the 
Commission  of  the  Peace  for  the  City  of 
Oxford  in  August,  1881,  at  their  own 
request. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Lslington,  N.)  : 
May  1  ask  whether  this  gentleman  was  u 
Gladstouiati  candidate  at  the  General 
Election  ? 

Mit.  A8QUITII  :  I  have  not  the 
slightest  knowledge  on  that  subject, 

Mit.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  i  U 
there  any  doubt  whatever  that  the 
two  gentlemen  referred  to  were  removed 
by  the  Lord  ChaueeUor  iu  consequence  of 
having  been  j!icheduled  for  practices  cor- 
responding to  those  of  which  Mr.  Buckeil 
has  been  guilty  ;  also  was  not  Mr. 
Buckoll  a  member  of  the  Town  Council 
at  the  time  he  was  scheduled  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  iaavc  no  int'or- 
mntion  on  the  subject  beyond  what  1 
have  stated. 

Mk.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  :  Is  it 
the  rule  to  strike  ott'  the  Commission  the 
mimea  of  ge  rati  emeu  directly  they  are 
scheduled,  or  to  wait  until  they  have  been 
convicted  on  indictment  ? 

Mk.  ASQUITII  :  That  is  a  question 
which  cannot  be  answered  without  notice. 
It  is  not  within  my  Department. 

FEES  ON  M.4fiISTERIAL 
APPOINTMENTS. 
Siu  J.  KINLOCII  (Perth,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
be  is  aware  that  in  certain  counties  in 
Seothmd  it  is  the  custom  for  the  Clerks 
of  the  Peace  to  demand  a  fee  from  r'.ach 
Justice  ou  administration  of  the  oath  ; 
and  if  this  is  a  legal  charge  ? 

•Tfie  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
BAI-Forn,  Clackmannan,  &c.)  :  1  believe 
that  it  is  the  custom  for  Clerks  of  ibe 
Peace  to  charge  such  a  fee,  in  some 
counties  at  leaist  ;  but,  in  regar*!  to  the 
legality  of  such  a  charge,  I  cannot  add 
to  what  was  stated  by  my  right  lion. 
Friend  the  Home  Secretary  aud  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  In  answer  to 
Similar  questions  on  July  28-,  December 
12,  ami  Tuesday  last. 
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RAGLAN  BARRACKS  SEWAGE 
OUTFALL. 
Mr.  KEARLEY  (Devonport)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  steps  have  beeu  taken  by  the 
War  Department  to  obviate  the  pollution 
occasioned  to  the  public  bathing  place  at 
Devonport  by  the  sewage  outfall  from 
the  Raglan  Barracks  ? 

*Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Provision  for  this  service  is  made  in  the 
present  Army  Estimates,  and  the  work 
will  be  commenced  as  soon  as  possible. 

DUBLIN  UNION  PRECEPTS. 
Mr.  W.  KENNY  (Dublin,  St. 
Stephen's  Green)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  he  is  aware  that  the  form 
of  precept  annually  issued  by  the  Clerk 
of  the  Peace  to  the  clerks  of  the  Dublin 
Unions  has  this  year  been  altered  by 
striking  out  so  much  of  paragraph  2  as 
related  to  objections  to  the  names  of  in- 
habitant occupiers  ;  and  if  he  will 
state  by  what  authority,  or  under  what 
circumstances,  this  alteration  came  to  be 
made  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  The  form  of 
precept  was  amended  by  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant in  Council,  in  pursuance  of  the 
powers  given  him  by  the  Parliamentary 
Registration  (Ireland)  Act,  1885,  Section 
8.  The  amendment  was  considered 
necessary  in  order  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  clerks  of  Unions  and  other  officers 
to  the  rights  of  rated  occupiers  and 
householders  who  had  occupied  different 
premises  of  the  requisite  value  in  im- 
mediate succession  during  the  12  months 
preceding  the  20th  July  in  each  year. 
In  some  of  the  forms  hitherto  used  in 
Ireland — namely,  in  relation  to  the 
supplemental  list  of  householders  and  in 
the  form  of  precept  for  boroughs,  there 
was  no  reference  made  to  the  rights 
acquired  by  occupation  of  premises  in 
immediate  succession.  This  omission 
appears  to  have  led  to  injustice  in  the 
case  of  such  classes  of  voters.  In  the 
corresponding  English  forms  there  had 
not  been  any  such  omission.  The  note 
at  foot  of  amended  form  is  in  the  same 
terms  as  in  the  form  No.  1  in  the 
Schedule  to  the  Statute,  directing  the 
paragraphs  as  to  the  existing  Register  to 
be  modified  by  making  them  apply,  so  far 
as  regards  the  marginal  additions  *'  ob- 


jected" or  "dead,"  to  householders  in  the 
then  existing  Register. 

PORTADOWN  POST  OFFICE. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  (Armagh, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  when  it  is  proposed  to  commence 
the  building  of  the  new  post  office  at 
Portadown  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLEY,  Nottingham,  E.)  : 
This  is  a  matter  which  is  under  the  cou- 
trol  of  the  Board  of  Public  Works  in 
Ireland,  and  I  am  informed  that  no  pro- 
vision for  building  the  new  post  office  at 
Portadown  has  been  made  in  the  Esti- 
mates for  the  current  financial  year. 
Consequently,  the  work  cannot  be  begun 
until  next  year. 

CIVIL  SEBVICK  SECOND  DIVISION 
CLERKS. 

MR.MACDONALD  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
annual  increments  of  salary  of  Second 
Division  clerks  in  the  Civil  Service  are 
so  regulated  as  to  provide  for  those 
clerks  reaching  a  certain  maximum  of 
£190  per  annum  after  19  years'  service, 
and  of  the  fact  that  the  annual  incre- 
ments of  the  new  class  of  assistant  clerks 
have  been  so  regulated  as  to  necessitate  a 
service  of  28  years  before  the  attainment 
of  the  maximum  of  £150  per  annum, 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  ages  of 
the  men  constituting  this  class,  he  will 
consider  the  advisability  of  adjusting 
the  annual  increments  of  salary  so  as  to 
enable  these  clerks  to  attain  their  maxi- 
mum at  an  earlier  period  of  life? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  As  £190  is 
far  below  the  maximum  salary  of  the 
Second  Division,  there  is  no  parallel 
between  the  cases  quoted.  The  scale  of 
salary  of  assistant  clerks  or  abstracters 
was  fixed  after  careful  consideration  with 
reference  to  the  nature  of  their  duties,  and 
I  cannot  sec  any  reason  for  reconsider- 
ing it. 

SICK  LEAVE  IN  THE  CIVIL  SERVICE. 
Mr.  MACDONALD  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
any  complaints  have  reached  hiui  of  the 
insuttieieiicy  of  the  amount  of  sick  leave 
on  full  pay  allowed  in  any  one  year  to 
the  ne>»'  class  of  assistant  clerks — namely, 
six  weeks  less  the  amount   of   holiday 
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leave  wliicli  may  a)rea<ly  Iiave  been 
taken  ;  an  J  whether  ho  Imn  any  objec- 
tion to  allowing  re&poiisiUle  He^ids  of 
Depnrtments  to  exercise  dlscretiouary 
powers  in  such  eases  withiti  the  limifs 
of  sick  leave  allowed  to  atl  other  classes 
of  clerks  in  the  Civil  Service  ? 

Sm  J.  T.  HI  15 BERT  :  Two  repre- 
sen  tat  ion. s  from  assistant  or  i^upplemen- 
tary  clerks  respecting  sick  leave  have 
been  transmitted  to  the  Treasury,  All 
officers  so  classed  were  formerly  tempo- 
rary copyists,  who  were  as  such  entitled 
to  a  maximum  absence  of  28  working 
days  for  ordiimry  leave  and  sick  leave 
combined.  On  the  promotion  of  tempo- 
rary copyists  to  ahstracterHhips,  snpple- 
mentary  or  assistant  clerkships,  their 
maximum  of  absence  has  been  increased 
from  28  to  36  days  in  Departments  nnder 
the  control  of  the  Trensnry,  and  this 
appears  to  me  a  reasonable  arrangement. 

ASSISTANT  CLERKS  IN  THE  COLONIAL 
AND  INDIA  OFFICES. 
Mk.  MACDONALD  :  I  U^  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasnry  under 
what  circumstaEices  and  for  what  reasons 
were  the  initial  sahirtes  of  assistant  clerks 
in  the  Colonial  and  India  Offices  calcn- 
Jated  on  a  iliiVerent  basis  from  those  of 
other  assistant  clerks  in  otlier  Officer 
whose  Htattis  was  in  every  respect  iden- 
tical with  theirs  ;  and  what  number  of 
recommendations  have  been  received  by 
the  Treasnry  from  Headi*  of  Departments 
for  the  promotion  of  meritorions  assistant 
clerks  to  the  Second  Divisiou,  ami  how 
many  of  these  recommciidatitjns  have 
bc^en  acceded  to  ? 

Sik  J.  T.  HIBRERT  :  The  orsranisa- 
tion  of  the  India  Office  is  not  snbject  to 
the  Regnlations  governin;Lr  the  ordi- 
nary Civil  Service,  and  is,  theiefore,  not 
within  my  province.  The  case  of  the 
Colonial  OfRce  was  an  exceptional  one, 
in  that  the  action  taken  was  the  only 
mean^  by  which  a  desirable  antl  econonu- 
cal  reorganisation  in  one  of  their  snbor- 
dinate  Depart  met  its  could  be  eifcctotL 
There  is  no  grouml  for  reopening  the 
ftetflement  in  other  Departments.  As  I 
8tate*l  last  year,  the  Second  Division  Is 
recmitod  by  open  competition,  and  it  is 
Dot  proposed  to  admit  to  it  men  who  liave 
only  passed  the  rudimentary  examinatiim 
required  of  temporary  copyists.  Pro- 
pomb   fur  tlie  appoiutmeut  of  assistant 


clerks    to   the     SecoT(d     Division    have, 
therefore,  not  been  entertained. 

NKW  AD51IRALTY  LiUILDlNGS, 
Mu.  BARTLEY  :  I  Iveg  to  ask  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  whetlierhe 
is  aware  that  all  the  large  rooms  on  one 
side  of  tiie  new  Admiralty  buildings  on 
the  ground,  first,  secondhand  third  floors^ 
which  were  specially  designeil  as  large 
rooms  on  the  recomjiiendation  of  a  Com- 
mittee of  this  Ilonse  to  promote  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  Public  her  vice,  have  been 
matle  into  snntll  rooms  as  shown  on  the 
revised  plans  just  put  into  the  Tea 
Room  I  whether  he  can  state  how  many 
small  rooms  have  been  snbstitnted  for 
large  rooms,  antl  who  are  to  occnpy  these 
small  rooms  ;  what  has  been  the  cost  of 
the  altemtioiis  ;  why  these  alterations 
have  been  made  withottt  the  authority  of 
Parliament  ;  aral  whether  the  Govern- 
me!!t  propose  to  set  aside  the  strong  re- 
commendation of  the  Committee  which 
urged  in  the  interests  of  the  efficient  con- 
duct of  the  Public  Service  that  in  all  future 
buildings  for  Public  Offices  arrangemcntB 
should  be  made  for  the  statf  to  work 
collectively  in  large  rooms  rather  than 
singly  in  smal!  rooms  ? 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  11.  Gladstone,  Leeds, 
W.)  :  The  plans  exhibited  in  the  Tea 
lioom  show  the  changes  that  have  Vieen 
made  on  the  lirst  tlraft  exhibited  in  1HH8, 
and  a  comparison  between  the  two  sets 
of  plans  will  show  that  (excluding  the 
sub-ground  iloor,  which  is  practically  an 
addition  since  1888)  the  number  of  rooms 
in  the  plans  of  1888  was  1 12,  as  against 
l»i4  in  the  present  plans — an  increase  of 
22,  or  one  in  live.  The  appropriation  of 
the  various  rooms  can  be  iiKlicatetl  on 
the  plans  if  desired.  The  cost  of  the 
change  may  be  taken  at  £12,000.  The 
change  is  one  of  executive  detail,  on 
which  it  woulil  barilly  be  possible  to 
refer  to  Parliament  for aulhority.  There 
is  no  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  set  a«idi?  therecommenilation 
of  the  Conuuitlee  of  1887.  The  Aduu- 
ralty  h  divided  into  20  different  depart- 
ments, and  the  usefulness  of  large  rooms 
is  eonsequently  restricted.  It  is  in  the 
accounting  liranch  that  the  large  rooms 
will  be  most  servicea Vile,  and  they  will 
be  provided  in  the  north  block. 
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CLONMEEN  NATIONAL  SCHOOLS. 
Mr.  FLYNN  (C«>rk,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Canon  Morrissey,  P.P.,  Ban- 
teer,  County  Cork,  complained  to  the 
Commissioners  of  Education  in  July, 
1891,  of  the  insanitary  condition  of  the 
out-offices  attached  to  the  Clonmeen 
National  Schools ;  that  the  Commis- 
sioners referred  the  matter  to  the  Board 
of  Works,  who  sent  plans  and  specifica- 
tions to  the  very  reverend  manager  ;  that 
the  latter  objected  to  the  plans  on  the 
ground  that  closets  were  to  be  erected  on 
a  site  most  objectionable  from  a  sanitary 
point  of  view  ;  and  that  the  sanitary 
officer,  Dr.  O'Leary,  condemned  the  pro- 
posed site  as  most  objectionable  and  in- 
sanitary ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  a  large  number  of  children  are 
attending  these  schools,  proper  plans  will 
be  prepared  so  as  to  comply  with  the 
sanitary  requirements  of  the  place  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  •  The  facts  are 
substantially  as  stated  in  the  first  para- 
graph of  the  question.  The  site  of  the 
out-offices  proposed  by  the  Board  of 
Works  is  49  feet  distant  from  the  school. 
The  proposal  of  the  manager  is  to  build 
two  distinct  out-offices,  one  57  feet  and 
the  other  194  feet  from  the  school ;  but 
the  latter  scheme  would  involve  consider- 
able additional  expenditure  on  dividing 
walls  to  which  the  Board  are  unable  to 
consent,  having  regard  to  the  safe 
character  of  the  site  proposed  by  them. 
Pending  the  erection  of  new  offices,  the 
Board  have  given  special  directions  for 
the  cleaning  and  maintenance  of  those 
now  in  use. 

PATENT  FEES. 
Mu.  A.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  he  can  gi  ve  the  total  value 
of  forfeited  fees  accruing  to  the  Patent 
Office  between  the  1st  July,  1852,  and 
the  31st  December,  189^5,  from  the  refusal 
of  applications  for  patents,  and  from  the 
voiding  of  patents  by  renewal  fees  and 
other  causes  before  their  full  term  ;  and 
will  he  also  state  the  total  number  of  ap- 
plications for  patents  refused,  the  total 
number  of  patents  voided  under  their  full 
time,  and  the  average  lifetime  of  patents 
during  the  time  named  ? 


The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Muxdella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  The  number  of  applica- 
tions refused  by  the  Law  Officers  between 
Ist  July,  1852,  and  Slst  December, 
1883,  cannot  be  given,  no  record  of  such 
refusals  having  been  kept.  The  number 
refused  by  the  Comptroller  of  Patents 
between  Ist  January,  1884,  and  3 Ist 
December,  1893,  was  only  146,  and  the 
value  of  the  fees  accruing  to  the  Patent 
Office  therefrom  about  £500.  The  num- 
ber of  patents  voided,  at  one  stage  or 
another,  through  non-payment  of  renewal 
fees  between  1st  July,  1852,  and  31st 
December,  1893,  was  121,242,  but  no 
fees  accrued  to  the  Patent  Office  by 
reason  of  their  expiry.  The  average 
life  of  a  patent  during  the  period  named 
was  about  five  years. 

RICHMOND  LUNATIC  ASYLUM, 
DUBLIN. 

Mr.  W.  KENNY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  want  of  proper  accom- 
modation for  inmates  at  the  Richmond 
Lunatic  Asylum,  Dublin,  the  public 
asylum  for  the  City  and  County  of 
Dublin  and  the  Counties  of  Wicklow 
and  Louth  ;  if  he  is  aware  that  the  in- 
mates number  about  1,500,  while  there  is 
proper  accommodation  for  only  1,000  ; 
whether  steps  have  been  taken  to  acquire 
a  site  for  an  auxiliary  asylum  at  Mala- 
hide,  in  the  County  of  Dublin,  and  for 
the  erection  of  the  necessary  buildings  ; 
and  if  he  can  state  when  the  works  will 
be  commenced,  and  the  present  con- 
gested state  of  Richmond  Asylum  re- 
lieved ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  reply  to  each 
of  the  first  three  paragraphs  of  the  ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
is  in  the  affirmative.  With  regard  to 
the  concluding  paragraph,  I  understand 
that  the  apportionment  of  the  expen- 
diture necessary  for  providing  additional 
asylum  accommodation  at  Malahide  will 
come  before  a  special  meeting  of  the 
Privy  Council  convened  for  to-day. 
When  a  decision  on  this  question  shall 
have  been  arrived  at,  no  unnecessary 
delay  will  take  place  in  the  commence- 
ment of  the  works. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  I 
wish  to  ask  whether  the  proposed  scheme 
will  create  any  extra  charge  upon  the 
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^-County  of  Lou  til,  and  whether  the  Chief 
^fcecretary  ha^  ri?eeive(l  any  coin  plaints  or 
^BemoDstrtiuces  from  the  Gntnd  Jury  of 
^Bie  County  of  Wicklow  respecting  the 

Mu,  J,  MO  RLE  Y  :    The  matter  has 

fen  brought  l:H?t"ore  my  notice  by  both 
e  Countiea  of  Louth  Hml  Wifklow,  and 
receiving  my  most  earefnl  jittentioii. 
Mr.  T,  M.   ITEALY:    Will  not  thi^ 
tcherae  involve  a  heavy  extra  charge  on 
Louth  ? 
■   Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I    mu^t  ask   for 
IPdotice  of  that  i^ne^tion. 

t ORANGE  DISTURBANCES  IN  COUNTY 
ANTRIM. 
Mr.  M*CARTAN  {Down,  S.)  :  1  beg 
)  Hsk  tiie  Chief  Secretary   to  the  Lord 
lieuteuunt  of  Ireland  whether  hit?  atten- 
,      tion  has  l>een  called    to  a  report  in  The 
Jrlsh    JK^ews   of    the    6th    instant,    of    a 
tieetiug  of    Presbyteriao  and    Unitarian 
rmerd,  held  in  the  Presbyterian  Le^itnre 
lal)  at    Ballyrnore,  County  Antrim,  on 
he   oth    iristant,   frtini  which   it   appear?? 
M  two  Orange  bands  paraded  round  the 
ftU,  and   an  Orange  in  oh  threw  -stones 
rhich  smashed  the  wintiovvs  of  the  hull 
laring  the  iiieeting  ;  that  two  mitnster% 
Mev.  ilr,  Armonr  and  the  Rev.  Mr, 
Lytl.le,    were    stoned    as    tiiey    left    the 
aeettng  \  and  that  the  mob  had  so  coai- 
pleiely    taken    possession    of    Ballymore 
that  an  extra   detachment  of   police  hnd 
Jlo  be  fc-enf,  there  from   Larne  ;    and  wlie- 
I'iher    he     will     make     inquiry    into     the 
linatter,  and   take   steps   in  the  future  to 
protect    Protestant    farmers,  -in     lawful 
IfneetiDg   assembled    in    County   Antrim, 
Dm  such  unprovoked  attacks  by  Orange 
^  mobs  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :    It  appears  that 

one  band,  and  not  two,  Hcoompanietl  by  a 

crowd,    paraded     the     village    on     the 

^KoccasioD  referred  to,  and   that  fonr  small 

^Bpaues  of  glass,  valneil  at   a    couple   of 

^ViSbillings,  were  broken  in  ibe  lecture  halL 

H|Tbe    police   state    that    neither   of    the 

^■clergymen  named  was  stoned  n^  alleged, 

^■Bud  that  it  is  not  the  fact  that  the  crowd 

were  at   any  time   in   possession  of    the 

^^village.     Fearing  that  some  disturbance 

^Bmigbt  ensue  on  the  breaking  up  of  the 

^^meoting,   the  sergeant  of  police  sent  to 

Lame    for    assigtanee,   but    before    the 

^Mrrivai   of   the  men   the  crowd  had  di^- 

^Hper»^  and  the  meeting   had   broken  up 

iqnietly* 


Mk.  ROSS  :  May  I  ask  whether,  as  a 
fact,  any  Protestant  meetings  had  been 
broken  up  at  Ballymore  at  all  ;  and 
whether  the  right  hon.  C4entleman  will 
make  any  incjuiries  as  to  the  truth  of  the 
statements  of  illusage  made  by  the  two 
rev.  gentlemen  ?  I  wish  also  for  informa- 
tion as  to  any  statemuids  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  hns  received  from  the  police 
on  the  matter,  and  also  whether  any 
arrests  have  been  made,  and  whether  he 
will  give  the  police  any  instructions  as  to 
their  duty  in  making  arrests  ? 

Mk.  J,  MORLEY  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
has  received  any  communication  from 
persons  assaulted,  I  will  certainly  cause 
iucjuiry  to  be  maile. 

MkI  M*C  art  AN  :  Was  not  the  meet- 
ing t?omposed  exclusively  of  Protestant 
farmers  ? 

Mu.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot  answer 
that. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  I  am  sorry  to  intrude^ 
but  I  hold  a  letter  in  my  hand  from  one 
of  the  rev.  gentlemen  wlio  was  stoned. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  as  to  the  truth  of 
tiie  allegation,  and  I  hope  that  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  will  inquire  into  the 
matter, 

Mi(.  J.  MORLEY  :  After  being  in- 
formed  of  the  communication  that  has 
been  received  by  the  lion.  Member  from 
the  rev.  gen tletnan,  I  will  have  full  in- 
t|uirieR  made  into  the  circumstances  of 
the  ease.  I  cafitiot,  of  course,  give  the 
police  any  special  instructions  to  make 
arrests,  which  can  be  acted  on  by  them 
generally. 

Mit.  SEXTON  :  Am  I  correct  io 
thinking  that  the  mob  marched  throngh 
the  streets  throwing  stoues,  and  that  the 
police  hn'^Q  made  no  arrest  ? 

Mb,  J.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot  answer 
tluit  que^iion  oifliand,  nor  can  I  say 
whether  the  police  have  exceeded  their 
duty  on  that  occasioo  or  otherwise. 

Mu,  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.)  :  Can 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  say  whether 
uny  rirrosts  have  l>eeumadoof  the  parties 
who  stoned  the  Protestant  preachers  at 
Cork  ? 

[No  reply  was  given.] 

THE  «  COSTA  RtCA  PACKET." 

Sm  C.  CAMERON    (Glasgow,  Col* 

lege)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Un<ler  Secretary 

of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the 

Foreign  Office  has  received  an  intimatioa 
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from  the  Netherlands  GovernmeDt  that 
they  will  uot  grant  any  compensation  in 
the  Costa  Rica  Packet  case,  either  for 
the  imprisonment  of  Captain  Carpenter 
in  1891  or  the  detention  of  the  ship  and 
crew  at  Ternate  ;  and  whether  he  will 
.lay  the  Papers  in  the  case  before  the 
House  ? 

♦Sir  E.  grey  :  The  answer  to  the 
first  paragraph  is  in  the  affirmative,  but 
the  decision  of  the  Netherlands  Govern- 
ment has  not  been  accepted  as  final.  A 
reply  to  it  is  now  under  consideration, 
and  the  Correspondence  is,  therefore,  not 
ready  to  be  laid  before  Parliament. 

Sir  C.  CAMERON :  Will  the  Go- 
vernment  consider  the  propriety  of  sug- 
gesting arbitration  in  this  case  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  I  hope  the  difficulty 
may  be  settled  without  resort  to  that. 

THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  SECON- 
DARY  EDUCATION. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Thanet)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vic©  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education  whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
widespread  dissatisfaction  which  has 
been  aroused  amongst  proprietors  of  pri- 
vate schools  owing  to  the  entire  exclusion 
from  the  Royal  Commission  upon  Secon- 
dary Education  of  any  representation 
whatsoever  of  the  important  interests 
with  which  they  are  associated  ;  and 
whether  the  Government  contemplate 
taking  any  steps  towards  rectifying  the 
omission  complained  of  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  This  question,  as 
well  as  that  of  the  representation  of  many 
other  interests  which  desired  to  be  repre- 
sented, was  very  carefully  considered 
before  the  Commission  was  appointed. 
I  had  hoped  that  the  appointment  of  a 
member  of  the  Council  of  the  Girls' 
Public  Day  School  Company,  which  is 
on  the  footing  of  a  private  enterprise,  and 
of  a  Vice  President  of  the  College  of 
Preceptors,  which  is  so  closely  connected 
with  many  private  schools,  would  have 
given  ^tisfaction.  The  Commission  is 
already  a  large  one,  and  it  is  impossible 
to  increase  its  size. 

Sir  W.  hart-dyke  (Kent,  Dart- 
ford)  :  I  am  sorry  to  press  this  matter, 
but  I  wish  to  know,  in  the  interests 
of  the  Commission  itself,  whether  it  is 
probable  that  the  reply  of  this  Commis- 
sion will  meet  with  anything  like  public 
confidence  when  such  a  very  large  and 

Sir  C,  Cameron 


influential  body  as  the  great  mass  of 
private  teachers  has  been  absolutely  ex- 
cluded from  any  representation  on  the 
Commission  ?  I  also  desire  to  know  whe- 
ther it  will  not  be  better,  considering  the 
widespread  feelings  of  dissatisfaction 
which  have  been  expressed  on  thissubject, 
to  stretch  a  point  and  re-model  the  Com- 
mission in  order  to  secure  a  more  direct 
representation  of  the  private  schools  ? 
And  I  submit  that  such  a  step  is  not  with- 
out precedent  and  that  the  new  Commis- 
sion will  not  require  to  sit  for  any  rery 
long  period. 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  I  must  demur  to  the 
use  of  the  words  "  entire  exclusion."  I 
repeat  that  a  Private  Company,  unassisted 
by  the  State  and  closely  connected  with 
girls*  education  in  various  parts  of  the 
country,  is  represented  on  the  Commis- 
sion. The  number  of  interests  repre- 
sented on  the  Commission  is  already 
enormous,  and  under  the  circumstances 
the  representation  on  behalf  of  private 
schools  is  as  large  as  the  Government  are 
able  to  give. 

Mr.  hartley  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  Public  Day  Schools  Company— of 
which  I  am  a  director — is  not  in  any 
sense  in  the  same  capacity  as  a  private 
adventure  school  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  It  pays  5  per  cent, 
regularly,  and  receives  no  assistance  from 
the  State. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  those  persons 
most  intimately  connected  with  the  in- 
terests of  private  schools  distinctly  re- 
pudiate any  confidence  in  the  present 
Commission  ? 

•Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  :  Is 
it  not  the  case  that  the  Girls*  Public 
Day  School  Company  paid  no  dividend 
for  some  years  after  it  was  started  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  I  have  been  a  share- 
holder in  that  Company  for  some  time, 
and  I  have  always  received  some  divi- 
dends. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER:  I  will  caU 
attention  to  this  matter  on  the  Esti- 
mates. 

SPENCER  DOCK,  DUBLIN. 
Mr.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  is  he  aware  of  the  fact  that  no 
provision  is  made  at  the  Spencer  Dock, 
Dublin,  by  the  Midland  Great  Wes- 
tern    Railway     Company     of    Ireland 
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for  tlie  reception  of  goods  m  course  of 
transmission  hy  the  Royal  Caual  j  whe- 
ther, within  the  past  five  ^veeks  or  so, 
notices  have  been  served  on  the  boat- 
owners  bj  the  Railway  Company, 
cautioniug  tbem  not  to  store  any  goods 
an  oUl  shed  which  had  hitherto  been 
ed  Its  a  temporary  iibelter  for  the  pro* 
erty  of  the  traders  ;  and  whether  he 
win  take  any  steps  to  compel  the  Rail- 
Company  to  provide  suitable  storage 
ommodfttiou  for  the  protection  of 
ling  by  the  eanal  ? 

MUNDELLA  ;  T  have  com- 
Aunicat^d  with  the  Railway  Company, 
Qd  they  inforni  rae  that  they 

♦*  Ar«?  not  carrion;  on  the   lloyal  Canal,  but 

'  ikers^  ond  do  not  provide  storage  for 

and  are  under  no  oblij^alion  to  do 

r,  .-.lun  does  exist,  and  ik  uscd^  at  Spencer 

ck  for  forwarding  and  receivings  g'oods  trnns- 

littcd  hy  canaL    A    by-trmler  recently  used 

Ittiout    i>orniis«ion   a   abed  which   is  requii*c<i 

'f  the  Company  for  railway  j>ur[H>sCR,  and  was 

(ineuited  uot  again  to  do  bo/* 

SOPLEY  BinTI8Fl  SCHOOL. 
Un.     8COTT-M0NTAGU    (Hants, 
iew   Forest)  :    I   beg   to   ask  the  Vice 
President  of   the   C'ommittce  of  Council 
Education  whether  he  intends  to  give 
mi  to  the   British   School,  Sopley, 
*  Ring  wood,  for  the  year  just  closing, 
the  event  of  no  grant  being  given, 
s«*bool  will  he  closed  at  the  end  of 
be  mouth,  as  notified  to  the  Department 
letter  on  the  9th  of  January,  1894  ? 
Mr.  ACL  and  ;  The  annual   inspec- 
tion of   this  school  does  not   take  place 
■^'"  next  mouth.     Until  it  has  been  in- 
(2 ted,  and  the  Insj)cctor*s  Report  coo- 
:1,   it  is  impossible    to  answer  the 
Member's   question.      Should    the 
school  be  closed  before  it  has  beeo  io- 
ppected,  DO  grant  can,  of  course,  be  paid, 
Wt  I  presume  it   will  be  kept  open  till 
he  inspection. 

LABOUREKS'  COTTAGES  IN  THE 
8TRABANE  UNION. 
Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  (1)  whether, 
after  the  rejection  by  the  Stralmue  Board 
of  Guardians  of  a  scheme  for  the  erection 
of  labourers*  cottages  in  the  East  Urney 
Electoral  Division,  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  dir*fcted  their  Inspector,  Mr. 
Kelly,  to  report  on  the  state  of  the 
labourers'   dwellings    in    that    Division ; 


(2)  whether  the  Inspector  made  a  house- 
to-house  inspection  of  the  dwellings  of 
the  men  who  had  made  the  original 
application  ;  (3)  whether  the  Inspector 
condemned  any,  and,  if  so,  how  many  of 
the  bonnes  in  that  Division  as  unfit  for 
human  habitation,  and  recommended  tlie 
erection  of  new  bouses  in  their  stead  ; 
(4)  what  length  of  time  \u\a  now  elapsed 
since  the  Local  Government  Board  In- 
spector's Report  was  submitted  to  the 
Guar<lians,  and  whether  they  have  given 
effect  to  it  ;  and  (o)  whether  the  Local 
Government  Board  have  any  power  in  the 
matter  to  enforce  the  recommendations 
of  their  Inspector,  and  what  they  intend 
to  do  ? 

Mh.  J.  M  OR  LEY;  The  answer 
to  Paragraphs  1  and  2  of  this  ques- 
tion is  in  the  affirmative.  (3.)  The 
Ingipector  considered  that  12  houses  were 
unfit  for  human  habitation,  and  recom- 
mended that  a  like  iinnil»erof  new  houses 
should  be  provided  by  the  Guardians. 
(4.)  The  Report  w^a;^  communicated  to 
the  Guardians  on  ihe  18th  December  last, 
but  the  (JruardianB  have  not  taken  any 
steps  to  give  effect  to  it*  (5*)  The  Local 
Govenmuint  Board  have  power  to  direct 
their  Inspector  under  those  circumstaneeB 
to  prepare  and  carry  out  a  scheme  for 
the  erection  of  the  lahourer^^  cottagei 
which  he  recommends,  and  the  matter  is 
now  en  gaffing  my  attention. 

Mr.  KILBRIDE :  Are  the  Nationalist 
or  tlie  Couser?ative  Guardians  in  a 
majority  in  this  Union  ? 

SIr.  J»  MORLEY  ;  I  am  not  in  pos- 
session of  that  information, 

SENTENCES  ON  INDIAN  SESSIONS 
JUDGES, 

Mr.  CAINE  (Bradford,  E.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  if 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  decision 
of  Justices  0*Kenea!y  and  Hill,  in  the 
Calcutta  High  Court  last  month,  on 
appeal,  reversing  a  sentence  of  death 
upon  a  young  lad  10  years  of  age  by 
the  Sessions  Judge  of  Bbagulpore,  on 
the  ground  of  defective  evidence,  the 
Judges  in  their  judgment  expressing  sur- 
prise il/at  simple  facts  appenred  to  have 
entirely  escaped  the  Sessions  Jndge  of 
Bhagulpore  ;  if  bis  attention  has  been 
directed  to  the  strong  comments  of 
The  Affhifa  Bazar  Patrika,  The  Hindn^ 
and  other  Indian  newspapers,  with  regard 
to  the  frequent   reversals  on  appeal  by 
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the  various  High  Courts  of  decisions  by 
Sessious  Judges  who  have  passed  severe 
senteuces  of  death  and  penal  servitude 
for  life — notably  in  the  recent  murder 
trials  at  Balladhun,  Noakhali,  and  Be- 
nares ;  and  if  his  attention  has  also  been 
drawn  to  the  almost  universally  hostile 
comments  of  the  Indian  Press  on  de- 
cisions by  District  Sessions  Judges  where 
Europeans  have  been  charged  with  murder, 
especially  in  the  recent  trials  known  as 
the  Duni-Dura,  Fulta,  and  Guntakul 
cases ;  and  if  so,  will  he  consider  the 
desirability  of  appointing  a  small  Com- 
mission of  High  Court  Judges,  or  other 
experts  in  Indian  Criminal  Law,  to  in- 
quire into  and  report  upon  the  adminis- 
tration of  Criminal  Law  in  India  ? 

♦The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  :  I  have  no  information 
with  respect  to  the  Bhagulpore  case  re- 
ferred to  in  the  first  part  of  my  hon. 
Friend's  question.  I  am  aware  that 
there  have  been  strong  comments  made 
upon  the  Balladhun  case  ;  and  as  I  have 
already  informed  my  hon.  Friend,  the 
fullest  inquiry  has  been  instituted.  I 
have  no  reason  to  doubt  my  hon.  Friend's 
statement  as  to  articles  which  may  have 
appeared  with  respect  to  the  other  two 
cases  referred  to  in  the  second  part  of  the 
question.  With  regard  to  the  three  cases 
to  which  he  refers  in  the  third  part  of  his 
question,  I  must  draw  his  attention  to 
the  fact  that  not  one  of  these  cases  was 
tried  by  any  Sessions  Judge.  The  Dum- 
Dum  case  was  tried  before  a  Judge 
of  the  Calcutta  High  Court  and  a  Cal- 
cutta jury  in  the  first  instance,  but 
was  ultimately  adjudicated  by  a  full 
Bench  of  the  High  Court,  headed  by  the 
Chief  Justice.  The  Fulta  case  was  dis- 
missed by  the  Chief  Justice  of  Bengal. 
The  Guntakul  case  was  tried  before  the 
Chief  Justice  of  Madras.  In  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  see  no  necessity  for  appoint- 
ing such  a  Commission  as  my  hon.  Friend 
has  suggested. 

Mr.  CAINE  :  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  I  shall  take  the  earliest  opportunity 
of  bringing  this  matter  under  the  notice 
of  the  House. 

ASSISTANT  SUPERINTENDENTi^  IN  THE 
INDIAN  POLICE  FO^CE. 
Mr.  CAINE  :  I  beg  to  ask^e  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  if  an  exauunation 
is  ordered  to  be  held  in  LondonN.  some 

Mr,  Caine 


time  in  June  next  for  the  selection  of 
seven  candidates  for  appointment  on 
probation  as  Assistant  Superintendents 
in  the  Indian  Police  Force  ;  and,  if  so, 
will  he,  in  view  of  the  embarrassed  con- 
dition of  Indian  finance,  cancel  this 
Order,  and  instruct  the  examination  of 
an  equal  number  of  Indians  in  their  own 
country  to  fill  these  vacancies,  getting 
the  cost  on  a  silver  instead  of  a  gold 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  An  examina- 
tion will  be  held  in  London  in  June  next 
for  the  selection  of  seven  Assistant 
Superintendent.^  for  the  Indian  Police. 
This  Force  is  already  mainly  composed 
of  natives  of  India,  but  the  Government 
of  India,  on  the  recommendation  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission,  decided  that 
a  proportion  of  the  superintending  stafiT 
should  be  recruited  in  England. 

Sir  W.  WEDDERBURN  (Banff- 
shire) :  Will  the  gentleman  appointed  be 
allowed  compensation  for  the  fall  in  ex- 
change ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  cannot 
answer  that  without  notice. 

Sir  W.  WEDDERBURN  :  Will  the 
hon.  Gentleman  consider  the  equity  of 
making  such  an  allowance  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  assume 
that  these  seven  gentlemen  will  be  placed 
on  the  same  footing  as  other  Assistant 
Superintendents. 

NEWSPAPER    POSTAGE  IN  INDIA. 

Mr.  caine  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  if  it  is  true  that  cer- 
tain Anglo-Indian  papers,  e.g.  The  Eng^ 
Hshman  and  the  Pioneer^  are  not  charged 
extra  postage  when  exceeding  10  tolas  in 
weight ;  that  this  exemption  is  specific 
with  regard  to  these  papers,  and  that 
Indian  papers  of  equal  or  greater  circula- 
tion are  denied  this  exemption  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  have  na 
information  on  the  subject  of  my  hon» 
Friend's  question  beyond  that  which  i» 
given  in  the  Indian  Postal  Guide.  From 
this  it  appears  that  certain  privileges  are 
allowed  to  all  newspapers  on  which  the 
postage  is  prepaid  according  to  regula- 
tions, an  extra  half -anna  being  charged 
when  the  weight  exceeds  10  tolas. 

Mr.  caine  :  Will  the  Secretary  of 
State  make  some  inquiry  ?  If  he  does,  I 
think  he  will  find  that  he  is  wrong  and  I 
am  right. 
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Mr.  XL  H,  FOWLEU  :  I  have  made 
irirjuiry,  arid  coinmiinicatod  the  result  to 
my  hon.  Frieud. 

Mr,  CAINE:  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  hooked  at  the  Postal  Gnide^ 
but  I  tlo  not  gather  he  has  mwAn  xwimvy. 


THE  FULTA  SHOOTING  CASE. 

Mr,  CAINE  :  I  he^  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  if  his  atten- 
tioii  ha^  been  called  to  a  recent  trial  In 
Bengal,  kiiowQ  as  the  Fulta  shootiti;^^ 
Oftde,  in  which  a  charge  of  murder 
iLgTiitist  an  Army  surgeon  was  disrni^^ed 
hy  tlie  District  Se^^ions  Jtid^^e  on  the 
ground  that  the  witnesses  had  coinmitted 
perjury  ;  and,  if  so,  will  ho  order  that 
these  witnesses  shall  lie  prosec^iUed  ? 

Mh,  IL  IL  FOWLEk  :  The  Fulta 
Cttfle  was  not  di.s missed  by  a  Sessiotis 
Judge,  hut  by  the  Chief  ffustiee  of  the 
High  Court  of  Caleutta  on  the  appi illa- 
tion of  the  prosecuting  couiisol.  The 
prose<»ution,  or  otherwise,  of  the  wit- 
Uttgises  for  perjury  is  a  matter  which 
may,  in  my  opinion,  ho  safely  left  in  the 
httiitk  of  the  authorities  in  India. 

TiOJTDOX  AND  DCBLTX  MAIL  SEIlVfCE. 
Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  :  I 
feeg  to  ask  the  Pastmaater  General  when 
lie  will  give  notice  to  the  present  con- 
tractor?? for  the  mail  sorvieo  between 
London  and  Dublin  tinit  the  present  con- 
tract will  be  terminated  in  September, 
lH9o,  and  when  he  will  send  out  specili- 
catioQS  for  new  contracts  ;  and  whether 
he  will  take  care  that  the  new  contracts 
will  provide  that  the  whole  journey  siliall 
be  performed  in  two  hours  less  tliao 
under  the  present  arrangement  ;  that  the 
route  shall  be  via  Kingstown  ;  and  that 
the  new  boats  shall  be  of  fiutficient 
draught  of  water  to  ensure  the  greatest 
puasible  stability  as  well  as  the  requisite 
speed,  hearing  in  mind  the  existing 
Trcaisury  Minute,  issued  in  18.55,  that 
they  shall  be  large  and  commodious,  ensur- 
ing the  greatest  comfort,  convenience,  and 
9[)eed^  «o  as  to  keep  up  the  service  to  the 
highest  point  of  perfection  which  any 
iniprovementa  may  render  practicable  ? 

•Mit.  A.  MORLEY  :  This  important 
subject  is  receiving  most  careful  con- 
sideration, but  I  am  not  at  present  able 
to  give  the  hon*  Member  any  pledge  in 
regard  tn  it.  I  may,  however,  take  this 
opportunity  of  pointing  out  that  under 
Aay  proposed  scheme  it  would  be  impos* 
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sible  to  provide  for  the  whole  journey 
between  London  and  Dublin  being  per- 
formed in  two  hours  less  time  than  at 
present. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  Why  ia  it  not 
possible  ?* 

*Mr.  A»  mo  RLE  V  :  There  appears  to 
be  an  impression  that  an  hour  can  be 
saved  on  the  laiul  journey  and  an  hour  on 
the  sea  passage.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
this  mail  train  between  London  and  Hcdy- 
liead  travels  now  at  the  rate  of  4Ji'12 
miles  an  hour,  a  pace  which,  as  compared 
with  the  Scotch  and  other  mail  trains, 
leaves  very  little  scope  for  accelerating, 

MIXED  TRAINS  BETWEEN  UUBLIN 
AND  BROGHEDA, 
Mk.  CLANCY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  with 
reference  to  his  refusal  to  allow  the 
Great  Northern  Railway  Cjinpany  of 
Ireland  to  run  a  mixed  train  from  Dro- 
ghedaand  Balbriggan  to  Dublin,  whether 
he  will  reconsider  that  refusjtl  in  view  uf 
the  fact  that  a  mixed  train  stich  as  is 
now  asked  for  was  run  for  many  years 
between  the  places  mentioned  without  a 
single  accident,  that  the  Railway  Com- 
pany are  willing  to  revert  to  the  old 
arrangementi  and  that  the  public  of  Bai- 
lor iggrm  and  Drogheda  are  greatly  incon- 
venienced without  any  compensating  ad- 
van  t^ige  by  the  action  of  the  Bi>aril  of 
Trade  in  compelling  the  abandonment  of 
that  arrangement  ? 

Mr,  MUNDELLA:  I  have  answered 
a  similar  question  put  to  me  by  the  hon. 
Member  on  a  previous  occasion.  The 
Railway  Regulation  Act,  1889,  entirely 
altered  the  position  of  affairs  by  im- 
posing on  the  Board  of  Trade  responsi- 
bility in  the  interest  of  public  safety 
which  did  not  exist  before  that  date.  I 
have  under  my  consideration  the  diflBcult 
question  of  mixed  trains  on  Irish  railways^ 
Imt  I  must  impress  upon  the  hon,  Mem- 
ber that  those  who  are  interested  in  tlie 
locality  should  rather  urge  the  Railway 
Company  to  afford  necessary  facilities 
than  press  the  Board  of  Trade  to  assume 
the  responsibility  for  a  relaxation  of 
their  Rules. 

•Mh.  CLANCY  :  Was  not  the  prohi- 
bition of  mixe<l  trains  intended  to  apply 
to  England,  where  traffic  was  heavy 
and  where  accidents  with  them  were 
numerous,  and  not  for  Ireland,  where  the 
tratfic  is  light  and  the  accidents  are  few? 
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And  are  not  mixed  trains  still  allowed  in 
Wales  ?  Does  not  this  decision  augment 
the  delay  in  railway  communication  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  We  are  anxious 
to  meet  the  wishes  of  any  locality  as  far 
as  possible,  but  I  do  not  think*  it  would 
be  safe  to  withdraw  this  prohibition. 

ALLOTMENTS. 

Mr.  bill  (Staffordshire,  Leek)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  whether,  referring  to  his 
answer  on  the  12th  of  December  last,  he 
will  now  grant  a  Return  of  the  number 
of  allotments  under  one  acre  detached 
from  cottages,  in  continuation  of  the 
Return  obtained  for  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture, and  dated  the  18th  of  July, 
1890? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OP  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.H.  Gardner, 
Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  I  have  been 
happy  to  give  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  further  consideration,  and  the 
conclusion  at  which  I  have  arrived  is 
that,  although  I  should  not  be  justified  in 
asking  the  Treasury  to  provide  the  some- 
what considerable  sum  which  the  pre- 
paration of  the  proposed  Return  entails 
during  the  present  financial  year,  I  might 
fairly  do  so  when  the  Estimates  for  1895 
are  under  consideration.  A  full  quin- 
quennial period  will  then  have  elapsed 
since  the  last  Return  was  made,  which  is 
of  advantage  from  a  statistical  point  of 
view,  and  we  shall,  I  hope,  be  in  a  posi- 
tion to  give  the  information  in  a  some- 
what improved  form. 

BXTRA  POLICE  IN  WEXFORD  COUNTY. 

Mr.  THOMAS  HEALY  (Wexford, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  the  num- 
ber of  extra  police  in  the  County  Wex- 
ford at  present  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  extra  force  of 
the  County  Wexford  at  present  consists 
of  18  men.  The  strength  of  this  force 
was  reduced  by  seven  men  in  February 
last. 

Mr.  THOMAS  HEALY  :  What  is 
the  cost  per  man  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot  say 
without  notice. 

RETURN     OF     NEW    COUNTY 
MAGISTRATES. 
Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the   Secretary   of   State  for  the   Home 

Mr.  Clancy 


Department  whether  he  will  take  steps 
to  have  presented  the  Return,  ordered  on 
the  12th  of  January,  1894,  showing  the 
County  Magistrateis  appointed  since  the 
Resolution  lof  this  House  of  the  oth  May^ 
1893  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  informed  that 
the  Return  is  ready  so  far  as  the  names 
are  concerned,  but  it  has  never  been  the 
practice  to  record  in  the  Crown  Office 
the  occupations  or  addresses  of  the 
Magistrates  appointed.  The  particulars 
have,  therefore,  to  be  extracted  from 
a  vast  heap  of  correspondence.  The 
Magistrates  are  often  described  as  living 
in  a  district  of  considerable  extent^ 
which,  though  quite  sufficient  for  the 
purpose  of  identification,  can  scarcely  be 
said  to  be  the  address  of  the  Magis- 
trates which  the  Return  requires.  This 
necessitates  inquiries  in  many  counties 
for  further  information.  The  work  is 
being  pushed  on  as  quickly  as  possible, 
and  it  is  hoped  that  the  Return  may  be 
laid  on  the  Table  by  the  end  of  the 
month. 

Mr.  MACLURE  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Stretford) :  May  I  ask  whether  the  Return 
will  show,  in  the  case  of  Magistrates  ap- 
pointed in  Lancashire,  whether  they  re- 
sided in  the  county  or  boroughs,  and 
whether  they  are  properly  qualified  by 
residence  to  act  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  That  was  not  in- 
eluded  in  the  scope  of  the  Return  as 
ordered  by  this  House. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON:  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  give  the  best  de- 
scription he  can  of  the  addresses  and  the 
occupations  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  The  hon.  Member 
must  take  the  Return  one  way  or  the 
other. 

CONVERSION  OF  MARTINI    RIFLES. 

Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether  an  order 
for  the  conversion  of  27,000  Martini 
rifies  has  recently  been  placed  at  Enfield  ; 
if  so,  will  he  state  when  the  jigs,  gauges, 
cutters,  and  other  special  tools  for  the 
proposed  conversion  will  be  finished ; 
whether  a  large  number  of  the  work- 
men are  idle  or  only  partially  employed 
until  these  special  tools  are  ready  ;  and 
whether  in  future  the  War  OflSce,  when 
issuing  orders  to  the  Ordnance  Factory, 
will  consider  the  desirability  of  allowing 
time  to  get  the  necessary  special  tools 
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ready  for  the  piece- ^'orkerR,  so  that  rbey 
oiaj  uot  remaiu  thus  iiueniploved  ? 

Mr.  WOODALL  (who  repHed)  Kaul  : 
The  order  for  cod  verting  27,000  Mnrtiui 
riAes  iuto  carhines  has  been  phiced  ni 
Eufleld,  and  about  six  weeks  will  be 
occupied  in  the  preparation  of  the  gauges 
and  special  tools  recjuired.  ChaDges  of 
this*  kind,  uufortiiimtel}",  uecessitate  a 
temporary  gu.speii^^ioti  of  employment, 
bat  in  this  particular  lustauce  arrange- 
meuts  have  been  made  by  which  other 
work  will  be  found  for  the  men  now  sus- 
pended or  only  partially  employed. 
•Mr.  weir  :  The  hou.  Gentleman  has 
not  answered  the  last  paragraph  of  my 
question. 

Mr.  WOODALL  i  Yes,  8ir.  Of 
Goorse,  it  i^  our  desire  to  expedite  the 
preparation  of  tools  as  much  as  possible, 
fro  that  the  men  may  not  long  be  uucm- 
ploye<l, 

THE  MAGAZINE  RIFLE. 
Mk.  WEIE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  wliether  an  order 
for  15,000  or  20,(^)0  Lee-Metford  maga- 
zine rifle;^,  Mark  2,  was  rcuently  placed 
&t  Sparkhrook  ;  if  so,  will  he  state  why 
the  order  was  placed  at  Sparkbrook 
m^lead  of  at  Eiilieid*  seeing  that  the  cost 
per  rifle  at  Sp*nk brook  is  2s,  9|d.  more 
than  at  Enfield  ? 

Mit.  WOODALL  (who  replied)  said  : 
In  answer  to  the  hou.  Member  for  Peter- 
borongh,  I  stated  on  Thursday  last  thai 
15,000  rifles  required  by  the  Admiralty 
during  the  ctnreut  year  bad  been  iitlo- 
cAted  to  Sparkhrook,  The  hou.  Member 
bimself  was  informed  on  Monday  that 
the  cost  per  rifb?  at  either  factory  depends 
OD  the  quantity  produced,  and  that,  w^hile 
in  the  years  ending  March,  1H91  and 
1893,  the  cost  of  production  was  lowest 
at  Eofield,  in  the  intervening  year  the 
rid%*ftntage  was  on  the  side  of  Spark- 
brook. 
•Mr,  weir  :  Surely  when  the  hon* 
Gontleman  placed  the  order  he  eould  not 
hai^e  been  aware  that  there  was  a  dif- 
f ere  nee  in  the  cost  in  favour  of  Enfield 
of,*  ronghlv  speaking,  3s.  a  rifle  ? 

Me.  T/M,  HEALY  :  Seeing  that  con- 
siderable pressure  has  been  put  on  the 
Government  by  the  right  hon.  Members 
for  Bordesley  and  West  Birmingham 
with  res  pee  t  to  Sparkhrook,  \y\]\  the  hou. 
Gentleman  have  any  objeetion  to  grant  a 
Reiuru   abowiug    the    relative    cost    of 


making  these  rifles  at   Sparkhrook  and 
Enfield  ? 

Mr.  WOODALL  :  The  hon.  Member 
will  ill  due  course  of  time  finii  the  rela- 
tive cost  in  the  Papers  kid  before  the 
House. 

FOO  SIGNAL  ON  MEW  ISLAND. 

Mr.  M^CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Presidetitof  the  Board  of  Trade  whetherj 
considering  the  fre((uent  comphiints  made 
by  the  masters  of  ships  and  steamers  as 
to  the  insufhcieney  of  the  fog  signal  on 
Mew  Lsland,  at  the  entrance  to  Belfast 
Louglu  where  there  is  such  a  consider- 
aide  amount  of  shipping,  anything  has 
yet  been  done  with  the  view^  of  meeting 
the  recjuirements  of  the  place  ;  and 
whether  telegraphic  or  telephonic  com- 
munieation  has  \et  been  established  l>e- 
tween  Mew  Island  and  Donugluulce? 

Mr.  MUXDELLA  :  As  already  inti- 
mated in  my  reply  to  the  hon,  Menjber 
on  the  14tb  of  November  last,  the  Cora- 
missiouersof  Irish  Lights  are  engaged  in 
experiments  with  the  view^  to  the  im- 
provement of  fog  sirens,  including  that 
at  Mew  Island.  Since  the  date  of  that 
reply  the  Board  of  Trade  have  sauctioned 
further  expenditure  for  improving  the 
i^iren  at  Mew  Island  Lighthouse.  Tele- 
graphic or  telephonic  com  muni  eat  ion  has 
not  been  established  between  Mew  Island 
and  Donaghadee. 

ARMENIAN  TBOUBLES, 
Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  All  airs  whether  he 
is  able  to  give  any  further  informatiou 
With  regard  to  recent  occurrences  at 
Sivas  and  at  Yuzgat ;  and  whether,  in 
view  of  widespreail  anxiety  felt  by  the 
Armenians  and  their  friends  in  tho 
L'nited  Kingdom  respecting  the  fate  of 
the  Armenian  prisoners  in  Turkey  who 
are  awaiting  trial.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  wnll  give  an  assurance  that 
the  forthcoming  trials  of  Armenian 
Christians  on  charges  of  alleged  sedition 
at  Yuzgat  and  Sivas  shall  be  attended  by 
competent  Consular  officers  ? 

♦Sir  E.  grey  :  Her  Majesty^s  Go- 
vernment have  been  informed  that  there 
are  a  number  of  political  prisoners  at 
Sivas,  who  are  being  gradually  brought 
to  trial.  HerMajesty^s  Charge  tV AJfnires 
called  the  attention  of  (he  Grand  Vizier 
^  two  months  ago  to  their  long  detention 
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in  prison.  As  regards  Yuzgat,  Her 
Majesty's  Ambassador  did  not  consider 
it  expedient  to  send  a  Consular  Officer 
to  attend  tlie  sittings  of  tlie  Special  Com- 
mission there.  But  constant  Reports  are 
received  from  Her  Majesty's  Consul  a  I 
Angora  as  to  tlie  proceedings.  We  are 
informed  that  the  Vali  and  the  Commis- 
sioners sent  to  investigate  these  disturb- 
ances released  a  number  of  prisoners  on 
their  arrival  at  Yuzgat,  but  that  17 
Armenians  had  been  condemned  to  various 
long  terms  of  imprisonment  for  participa* 
tion  in  the  disturbances,  and  had  been 
sent  to  Sinope.  Her  Majesty's  Consul 
telegraphed  on  the  9th  instant  to  Her 
Majesty's  Embassy  that  15  Armenian?^ 
had  been  condemned  to  death  by  thu 
Special  Commission  at  Yuzgat,  and  that 
the  sentences  were  being  referred  to 
Constantinople  for  confirmation.  Her 
Majesty's  Ambassador  has,  however,  re- 
ceived an  assurance  from  the  Turkish 
Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs  that  thes<f 
sentences  will  be  carefully  considered  at 
Constantinople  before  authority  is  given 
to  carry  them  out. 


HOME  PRODUCED  FLOUR  FOR  THE 
TROOPS. 
Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether  he  will 
insert  in  the  tender  forms  about  to  be 
issued  for  Ireland  a  similar  clause  to  that 
inserted  for  the  commissary  batteries  at 
Aldershot,  Shorncliffe,  &c.,  in  England, 
that  tenders  would  be  only  accepted  from 
millers,  thereby  ensuring  the  supply  of 
home  manufactured  flour  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

The  forms  for  the  next  contracts  for 
flour  in  Ireland  have  already  gone  out, 
but  the  suggestion  shall  be  considered 
for  future  occasions. 

Mr.  field  :  Are  we  to  understand 
the  tenders  in  Ireland  are  different  to 
those  issued  for  England  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

There  is  a  certain  form  used  in  Ireland 
and  a  certain  form  in  use  in  England, 
and  as  the  forms  have  now  gone  out  we 
cannot  see  our  way  to  amend  them  this 
year. 

Mr.  field  :  Why  should  not  the 
forms  be  alike  ? 


[No  answer  was  given.] 
Sir^.  Grey 


THE  WHITE  FATHERS  OF  UGANDA. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs   why  the    Uganda   Papers    just 
issued  contain  no  reference  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  compensation  claimed  by  the 
White  Fathers  for  the  destruction  of  their 
property  by   Captain  Lugard  ;  whether 
the    British    Government  admitted    in 
principle  to  the  French  Government  the 
right  of  these  missionaries  to  compensa- 
tion in  event  of  the  complaint  they  made 
being   well   founded ;    was    Sir    Gerald 
Portal  or  any  officer  charged  with  any 
instructions  to  inquire  into   the  subject  ; 
if   so,   why   are    the    Despatches  silent 
thereon  ;  do  any  further  Despatches  on 
this  subject  exist ;  and,  if  so,  will  they 
be    circulated  ;    and    whether,    as     Sir 
Gerald  Portal  admits  (page  16)  that  the 
Catholics  were  defeated  by  the  troops  of 
the  Imperial  British  East  Africa  Com- 
pany,   and    driven     into     Buddu,    Her 
Majesty^s  Government   have   arrived  at 
any  conclusion  as  to  the  justice  of  the 
French  missionaries^  claim  to  compensa- 
tion and  the  amount  thereof  ? 
•Sir  E.  grey  :  Sir  Gerald  PortaPs 
instructions  contained  no  reference  to  the 
question  of  compensation  claimed  by  the 
Catholic  Fathers  for  the  destruction  of 
the    property    of    their     mission.      His 
Despatches,  therefore,  do  not  deal  with 
the  subject,  nor  did  he  make  any  inquiry 
with  regard  to  it.     This  question  of  com- 
pensation  is  now  being  discussed  with 
the   French    Government  in   a    friendly 
!4pirit,  and   I   can,   therefore,   make   no 
further  statement  about  it  at  present. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  My  question 
referred  to  instructions  given  to  any 
officer,  and  not  Sir  G.  Portal  alone.  Did 
Captain  Williams  have  any  instructions  ? 
Sir  E.  grey  :  We  have  received 
f^ome  information  on  the  question  of  the 
fdaim,  but  it  cannot  be  regarded  as  finally 
disposing  of  the  questions  either  of  fact 
or  of  principle.  The  Government,  how- 
i'ver,  desire  that  a  complaint  of  this  kind 
should  be  dealt  with  in  a  generous  spirit, 
iind  it  is  in  that  spirit  that  it  is  being 
discussed  with  the  French  Government. 


CANADA  AND  THE  BEHKINO  SEA 
ARBITRATION  BILL. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether 
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Sea  Arbitration  Awanl  Bill  was  con- 
vey etl  ;  and  whether  auy  condition  was 
attached  by  the  Canadimi  Govenjiiiciit 
to  that  Agreement  regardiDg  compcriau' 
tion  to  Cauadiau  sealers  ? 
^  Mk.  S.  BUXTON  :  As  regards  the 
first  questioui  tlio  Foreigu  Office  will  at 
the  proper  tjixie  decide  what  correispoiitl- 
euce  caii  be  giveii.  As  regards  the 
dud  quest ioti,  the  Caoadiaii  Goverii- 
fit  have  attached  coottiderable  iuiport- 
auce  to  the  question  of  coiupeui^atiou  for 
the  illegal  neizures  made  in  past  yeait>. 
But  iu  regard  to  this  tiiatter,  the  Uuitcd 
States  Goverumoiit  have  intimated  that 
at  600U  as  the  legislatioR  for  enforciLig 
the  Award  has  beoji  completed  they  will 
be  prepared  to  enter  inlo  a  Coiiveiitioti 
with  Her  Majesty's  Government  pro- 
viding for  the  assessment  and  settlenieut 
of  the  British  elaima,  I  would  desire 
to  add,  in  reference  to  this  matter,  that 
the  answer  I  gave  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
ou  Thursday  last,  in  reply  to  a  someivhat 
similar  question,  was  m)srept)rted* 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Will  tlie 
hon.  Gentleinau  try  and  give  me  some- 
thing like  ay  anj^wer  to  tho  last  para- 
graph of  the  quesiion  ?  I  wish  to  know 
if  the  Caufidian  Goverumeut  attached 
any  conditions  as  to  compensation  before 
eutertug  into  the  Agreement  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  They  attach  con- 
tiiderable  imp<[irtance  to  the  matter, 
which  isuo\v  beiug  carefully  considered. 

ITHKKAVVAXD    THE    PUBLIC    PRESS 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  beg  to 

Mk    the     Secretary     to    the    Admiraity 

whether  Article  6H2  of  the  Queeifs  Kegu- 

latioQH,    which  forbids    all    persons    be- 

I  iotigiug   to   ihe  Fleet    from   writing  for 

I  any    newspaper   otj    subjects     connected 


power  with  regard  to  all  the  Articles  of 
the  Queen *s  Regulations,  or  with  regard 
to  SOUK'  of  them  only  ;  and,  if  so,  with 
regard  to  which  P 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH: 
The  Article^  if  strictly  interpreted,  do- 
bars  officers  on  full  pay  from  lecturing  ou 
subjects  counected  with  the  Naval  Ser- 
vice, While  the  Admiralty  do  not,  as  a 
general  rule,  sauctiou  departures  from 
the  Regulations  by  those  who  are  subject 
to  them,  applications  to  read  papers  at 
the  United  Service  I  us  ti  tut  ion  are  con- 
sidered on  their  merits,  and  would  be 
granted  wheu,  in  the  exercise  of  their 
discretion,  the  Admiralty  are  of  opinion 
that  such  a  relaxation  of  the  Rule  is  for 
the  advantage  of  tiie  Public  Service, 
*Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES:  la  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  aware  of  a  statement- 
made  by  the  Admiralty  that  they  could 
not  sanctiim  any  departure  from  the 
Regulation  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
As  I  made  the  statement  myself  I  atn 
aware  of  it.  I  have  just  stated  wuder 
what  circumsUiuces  the  Admiralty  would 
allow,  in  the  public  interest,  such  papera 
to  be  read. 

Me,  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Then  does 
the  right  boo.  Baronet  appreciate  the 
absoluie  contradiction  between  his  two 
auswers  ? 

[No  answer  was  given,] 


SPECUL  CAMPAIGN  PENSIONS. 

Mr.  BODKIN  (Roscommon,  N.)  :  I 

beg  to    ask   the    Secretary    of  State  for 

War  if  his   attention  has    been  called    to 

the  case  of  Peter  Corcoran,  who  enlisted 

iu  the  o6th  Foot  ou  the   17th  of  March, 

1847,    served    *in    the    Ireucbes     before 

Sebastopoi,     and    assisted    in    the    final 

assault  and  capture   of   the  fortress,  for 

which  services    he    received    medal  and 

clasp  ;  also  served   in  India    during  the 

with  the  Naval  Service,  or  froui  publish-  |  Sepoy  Mutiny  in  18G0,  when  he  lost  his 

ing  or  causing  to  be  ptiblisbud  directly  or  ^  leg    from    the    severity    of   the   military 


I  iudirectly  in  a  newspaper  or  other 
I  periodical  any  matter  or  thing  relating  to 
f  the  Public  Service,  is  held  to  ai>ply  to 
^readtug  of  jwipers  at  the  United  Ser- 
lustitutiou  ;  whether  this  Article  is 
applied  always  and  without  exception  to 
all  persons  belonging  to  the  Fleet,  or  to 
some  of  euch  persons  only  and  not  to 
others  ;  and,  If  so,  on  what  grounds  are 
exceptions  nuuie  ;  and  whether  the  Admi- 
imlty  claim   and   ex er cine   a  dispensiug 


service  re-acting  on  his  general  health  ; 
is  he  aware  that,  though  this  man  obtained 
the  good-conduct  badge,  and  was  dis- 
charged with  a  gooti  character,  he  was 
only  allowed  a  peusiou  of  9d.  a  day  ;  that 
Corcoran  is  prevented  by  disablement  and 
broken  health  from  doiug  anything  to 
supplement  his  peusiou  by  his  own  exer- 
tions ;  and  that  he  is  now^  living  in  abso- 
lute destitution  in  the  County  of  Koa- 
common  ;  and  will  he  kindly  agaiu  urge 
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the  matter  oo  the  favoumUle  considera- 
tion of  tbe  Commissiotiers  of  ChoUea 
Hospital,  witti  the  view  of  ohtiuDiug  for 
Corcoriio  oue  of  the  special  ftinipaitrii 
pensions  for  war  siervJce  availiihle  for 
destitute  men  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMA'N  : 
Xb  I  have  alreadjr  infonneil  my  hon. 
Friend  by  letter,  thr  case  of  Peter 
Corcoran  has  been  fully  iiivestijccated  l»y  the 
Conimissioners  of  Chelsea  Hospital,  wlio^ 
I  Jiin  jiorry  to  sav,  find  themselves  nDU-ble 
to  innreasc  Coreoraii's  pennjon  nmh?r  the 
Warrant,  in  vlrtne  of  wliicli  it  was 
^anteib  At  the  ynmo  time,  the  Rule 
which  excludes  a  tiian  who  Is  alrendy 
a  peof'ioiier  from  the  grant  of  one  of  tln^ 
special  campaign  pensions  for  Crimean 
and  Indian  service  prevents  him  from 
obtaining  relief  in  that  direction. 

Mr.  bodkin  ;  Is  the  special  cam- 
paign pension,  from  wlilch  Corcoran  was 
excluded,  larger  than  the  pension  wiiich 
be  DOW  receives  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL  BANNERMAN  : 
\i  they  were  added  together  the  result 
would  nndou!)tcdly  bo  greater,  and  I 
should  have  been  glad  if  some  smdi 
result  hail  been  possible  in  thl.^  case. 
But  special  campaign  pensions  vary  in 
amount.  There  is  no  particular  limit  put 
npoEi  them. 

MILITARY  DISTURBANCES  AT  BELFAST, 
Mk.  WOLFF  (Belfast,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
iwk  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  his  attention  Inis  been  culled  to 
the  reported  insubordination  jind  riot 
wlucli  occurred  in  the  Victoria  Barracks, 
Belfast,  on  SariirdHy  rrtght  ;  and  wlicthcr 
he  can  state  what  was  the  cause  of  the 
riot,  and  what  damage  was  <h>ne  ? 

Mr.  CAMFBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
It  is  the  fact  that  i?i  the  rooms  of  one 
company  of  the  Dorset  Regiment  some 
windows  were  broken.  The  ciicutn- 
fitanees  are  being  inquired  into,  and  I  cati 
only  say  that,  so  far  as  is  at  present 
koowii,  the  reports  in  the  local  news- 
paper a  are  greatly  exaggerated. 

MiJ.  M'CARTAN  :  Has  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon,  (Jontlcman  been  called 
to  a  report  in  The  frisk  News  of  an 
interview  witli  t\\\  officer,  nccoiding  to 
Mditch  the  account  of  the  disturbances 
has  been  igrttssly  exng  Jferiited  ;  and  cjui 
he  say  whether  the  relations  between  the 
soldiers  at  id  the  townspeople  are  not 
exeetletit  ? 

Mr.  Bodkin 
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•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BAKNERMAN  : 

I  have  no  information  to  contradict  tbe 
last  sentence  in  the  hon.  Member's  qnes- 
tton.  It  is  a  fact  some  windows  were 
broken^  and  the  report  in  the  local  news- 
paper in  that  respect,  at  any  rate,  was 
exaggeratetL 


MINING    HOYALTIES  AND  WAYLKAYES. 

Mtt.  WOODS (Lancasliire,  S.E.Jnce): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether 
the  Government  have  agreed  to  any 
scheme  for  giving  immediate  effeet 
to  the  recommendatiorK?  of  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Mining  Royalties  and 
Wayleaves  ;  if  so,  will  he  explain  to  tb© 
House  the  scheme  which  is  proposed  ; 
iind,  if  not,  when  will  he  be  in  a  position 
to  make  a  full  statement  on  the  ques- 
tion ? 

Mr.  ASQUTTH  :  I  fear  that  it  will 
be  impossible  for  the  Government,  con- 
sistently with  the  claims  of  other 
business,  to  propose  legislation  on  the 
sul>ject  of  mining  royalties  and  way- 
leaves  during  the  present  Session. 

THE  VOLUNTEER  OFFICERS' 
DECORATION. 

Mil,  HANBURY  (Preston):  1  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  a  distinction  is  to  be  made  in 
the  form  of  the  decoration  given  to  com- 
nuseioned  officers  and  tliat  given  toother 
members  of  the  Volunteer  Force  for 
similar  lenglb  of  serviee  :  whether  it  has 
been  usual  to  make  tins  distinction  be- 
tween the  ditFerent  rrinks  in  respect  to 
war  medals  and  the  Victoria  Cross  i  and 
for  wlnit  reason  a  ditfereuce  should  Ije 
made  in  this  case  ? 

Mk.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  ; 
There  is  a  distinction  between  tbe  doeo^ 
nilfou  for  officers  ami  the  new  long 
service  medal  for  Vohinteers.  The  new 
distinction  for  longser^^ice  will  be  neither 
a  war  medal  nor  a  reward  for  valour, 
which  are  cominoti  to  both  oHicers  and 
men ;  and  it  is  no  departure  from  the 
custom  of  the  Service  to  confine  a  deco^ 
ration  to  the  officers'  rank. 

THE  BEHRING  SEA  AWARD  BILL. 
'  Mt<.  HANBURY  :  I  be^  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  his  atteotiou  haft 
been  called  to  the  reported  speech  made 
by  the  Minister  of  Trade  aud  Commeroo 
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in  the  Domtniou  Senate,  referritig  to  an 
iiiqutry  whetber  Ciiuadii  lias  given  an 
uucoodltloijal  assent  to  the  Behring  8eit 
Agreement,  and  had  not  asked  for  an^^ 
compeDsation,  wlio  atated  that  be  was 
safe  io  saying  that  a  large  portion  of  the 
statement  made  by  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  waet  not  strictly 
correct ;  and  whether  he  is  uow  aware 
of  any  such  iiicorrectncss  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON:  Yes,  Sir;  my 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  reported 
speech  of  the  Minister  of  Trade  and 
Commence  in  re^j^ard  to  some  answers  I 
gave  on  Thursday  last*  The  misunder- 
standing, I  think,  must  have  arisen  from 
the  fact  that  one  of  ray  answers  was 
misreported.  The  hon»  Member  for 
King's  Lynn  asked  me,  as  a  supplumen- 
tary  ijuestton,  whether  the  Dominion 
Government  had  not  asked  for  compen- 
aation  for  the  sealers  fteiKed.  1  am 
reported  to  Imvc  answered  **  No,"  which 
would  have  l>een  incorrect ;  whereas 
what  I  really  said  was  "Notice,*'  mean- 
itig  that  tjotice  of  the  question  should  l>e 
given.  This  correction  appeared  in 
The  Times  of  the  following  day.  As 
regards  my  other  answers,  they  were,  I 
believe,  subntaiitiaHv  correct, 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  Have  they  asked 
for  compensation  ? 

Mr.  S,  BUXTON  :  I  stated,  ui  reply 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  King's  Lynn, 
that  the  Canadian  Government  did  iittaeh 
considerable  importance  to  the  request 
for  compensation. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Does  the 
compensation  refer  to  damage  done  in 
previous  years  ? 

£No  aoswer  was  given,] 

THE  EDUCATION  CODE. 

Mu.  TALBOT  (Oxford  University)  : 
1  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether,  considering  the  short  interval 
of  Parliamentary  time  which  has  elapsed 
fiinee  the  New  Code  was  laid  upon  the 
Table,  he  AviJl  delay  its  withdrawal  from 
the  consideration  of  the  House  in  order 
to  give  time  for  the  expression  of  opinion 
upon  the  important  matters  raised  in  it  ? 

Mr.  ACL  and  :  I  understand  that 
the  interval  is  longer,  and  not  shorter, 
than  u»ual  between  the  circulation  of  the 
Code  and  the  expiration  of  the  mouth 
daring  which  it  must  lie  on  the  Table. 
Ho  action  wUl  l)e  token   till   the   1st  of 


May  in  any  case  as  regards  the  conditions 
for  anniial  grants,  I  shall  be  happy  to 
consider  any  particular  objections  which 
the  hon.  Member  may  wish  to  lay  before 
me. 

Mr.  TALBOT  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice 
President  nf  the  Committee  of  Conncil 
on  Ednt'ation  whether  the  addition  to 
Article  73  of  tlie  Code  requires  that  the 
staff  is  to  be  settled  practically  in  accord- 
ance with  the  number  on  the  books  and 
not  the  average  attendance,  and  that  the 
staff  is  to  be  settled  for  each  class  in  the 
school,  and  not  for  the  school  as  a  whole; 
whether  the  effect  of  these  re<^uircment8 
will  be,  that  in  many  large  schools 
where  the  head  teacher  takes  no  class, 
bnt  supervises  generally  the  work  of  the 
school,  he  will  no  longer  count  upon  the 
staff  iu  practice;  thai  no  pupil  teacher 
will  be  able  to  take  a  class  of  more 
t!ian  34  mi  the  Registers ;  that  no 
certificated  assistant  will  be  allowed, 
nnaidod,  to  take  a  Standard  I.  if  the 
number  of  children  on  the  Registers  of 
that  standanl  exceeds  69  j  and  if  an 
untrained  certified  assistant  is  in  sole 
charge  of  Stjuidard  L  the  number  of 
scholars  on  the  Register  mnst  not  ex- 
ceed o7  ;  whether  the  same  Rule  is 
to  apply  to  infants'  schools,  and  also 
to  schools  with  a  large  proportion  of 
half-time  scholars  ;  and  whether,  in  not 
a  few  schools  with  large  lower  standards, 
it  will  l>e  impossible,  on  account  of  the 
arrangement  of  the  buildings,  io  organise 
the  schools  so  as  to  have  two  classes  in, 
say,  Stiindard  L  und  Standard  IL  re- 
spectively? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  The  addition  to 
Article  73  is  intended  to  be  of  the  nature 
of  a  direction  and  not  of  a  mandate  or  a 
condition  of  the  grant.  Jt  is  intended 
to  point  out  the  inexpediency  of  so 
organising  a  school  that  some  classes  in 
it  are  too  large  to  be  effectively  taught. 
But  I  have  under  my  consideration  a 
modification  of  the  Article,  which,  I 
ibink,  will  avoid  the  difficulties  sug- 
gested by  the  hon,  Memher. 

NEW    DOCK   AT   G!UR ALTAR. 
Sir     E.     A8IIMEAD-BARTLETT 

(Sheffield,  EcclesallJ  :  1  beg  to  ask  the 
Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 
the  Admiralty  have  decided  upon  the 
site  of  the  new  dock  at  Gibraltar  ;  and, 
if  so,  if  he  can  inform  the  House  which 
is  the  site  chosen  ? 


Ml 


The  Crojtert' 


{COMMONS} 


Act^  1686. 


220 


The  civil  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr.  E.  RoiiEUTsoN,  Dun- 
dee) :  The  Ailmirahy  aro  in  comTmiiii ca- 
tion with  the  War  Office  us  to  the  early 
hantlini^  over  of  tUo  Now  Mole  Piirade 
which  has  been  gelecteil  as  tho  site  for 
the  dock. 

BRUISH  COLUMBfA   SEALERS. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-rOWELL  (Liver 
pool,  Kirkdale)  :  I  beg  to  nsk  the 
Under  Seeretary  of  State  for  the 
Colon Jes  what  was  the  date  on  which 
notification  was  published  in  British 
Colnmbja  w^aMiing  sealing  schooucrt^ 
tliat  Boh  ring  Sea  might  be  closed  for 
a  potlion  of  ibis  year  ;  and  ubotU  how 
umny  §i_'aling  fechooiiert*  had  left  port 
l>efore  and  since  that  date  In  quest  of 
seal  Si  ? 

Mu.  S,  BUXTON  :  The  Governor 
General  ha^  been  aeked  as*  to  the  date 
by  telegraph,  I  may  atld  that  the  Award 
vni»  given  in  August,  and  was  tnatter  of 
public  notoriety,  and  the  obligation  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  enforce  it 
wan  equally  well-known. 

MINORS  AND  THE  INCOME  TAX, 
Mr,  BRODIE  ho  are  (Hampstead): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  the  Board  of  Irdand 
Revenue  refuse  to  return  lucouie  Tax  to 
minora  whose  income  comes  within  the 
limits  of  exemption  ;  and,  is  so,  why  ? 

The  CHA^X•ELLOR  or  the  EX- 
CH  EQ  UER  (Sir  WJI  a  rcucrt,  Derby)  i 
Income  Tax  deducted  from  income  wbich 
has  absolutely  accrued  to  a  iiiiiior,  whose 
income  is  l>e!ow  the  excmptioQ  line,  can 
be  reclaitued  by  bis  trustee  or  guardian. 
If  the  hon.  Member  has  a  special  case 
in  view  I  will  make  further  inquiries,  if 
be  wmII  furnish  me  with  particidars. 

THE  WELSH  DIS>ESTABLISHMENT  BILL. 

Sru  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN 
(Denbighshire,  E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chaucellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  he 
can  state  on  what  day  the  Gosernment 
intend  to  ask  leave  of  the  House  to 
introduce  their  promised  Bill  to  terminate 
the  Establishment  of  the  Church  of 
EDglaud  in  Wales  and  Monmouthshire  ? 

Siu  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  cannot 
name  a  day  at  this  moment,  but  I 
expect  it  will  be  an  early  day. 

Mr.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire)  :  May 
I  ask  whether  the  Government  propose 


to  disesablish  and  disemlow  any  other 
Churches  in  the  course  of  the  present 
Session  ? 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  VVili  the  rigbt 
hon.  Gentleman  state  whether  it  woul<l 
be  before  or  after  tl*e  Local  Veto  Bill  ? 


[No 


answer  ^vas 


given.] 


Mr,  LLUYD-GEOEGK  (Carnarvou, 
ttc.)  :  May  I  ask  the  Chaucellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  U  is  bis  inteiitiou  to 
introduce  the  Welsh  Disestablishment 
Bill  before  he  proceeds  with  the  remain- 
ing stages  of  the  Budget  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  remaiti- 
ing  stages  of  the  Budget  are  a  matter  for 
the  future.  My  hon.  Friend  must  allow 
me  to  get  over  the  first  fence. 

THE  CROFTERS'  ACT.  l«Hfi. 

Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chau- 
cellor of  the  Exebec|uer  w4iether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  introduce 
during  this  month  the  promised  Bill  to 
amend  fhe  Crofters'  Act  of  1886  ? 

The  secretary  ioh  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  T  REV  ELY  AN,  GlftSgOW, 
Bridget  on)  (who  replied)  said  :  The  Go- 
vernment have  promiseil  a  Bill  extending 
the  benefits  of  the  Crofters'  Act  to  croft- 
ing leaseholders,  and  they  wnll  introduce 
the  Bill  after  tbo  Local  Govenimcnt 
Bill  for  Scotland  Ims  been  iutrodueetl,  as 
has  already  been  stated  in  the  House. 

Mr.  weir  :  Will  it  be  introduced 
next  month  ? 

DR.MACGREGOR(InverDess-shire): 
Sui>posing  the  Scotch  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill  is  not  hronght  forward  at  all 
this  Session  what  will  become  of  the 
Crofters'  Bill  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.} 

Dh.  MACGREGOR  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chaucellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
the  Governmeni  propose  t€»  t^ike  steps  to 
give  effect  to  tlie  verdict  of  this  Hotise 
definitely  pronounced  on  the  HesoUitiou 
of  the  3rd  inslant,  which  was  in  favour 
of  a  seiHirate  Legislature  for  Scotland  : 
and  if  the  Governtueut  is  not  prepared  to 
take  the  usual  course  in  this  instance, 
will  he  explain  on  what  grounds  ? 

Mr.  MACLURE  ;  I  may  point  out 
that  I  have  a  similar  question  on  the 
Paper,  and  1  have  postponed  it  on  two 
previous  occasions  as  an  act  of  courtesy 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  surely 
13  an  extraordinary  thing  that  the  bon 
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Member  for  Inverness  a  bolt  Id  now  pni 
his  fjuos^rion  before  mine. 

SiK  VV.  HARCOURT  :  I  mn  give  n 
Yery  !»hort  ttuj*wer  to  botli  these  ques- 
tions* The  Government  do  not  intend 
to  bring  forward  sueh  a  Bill. 

Dk.  MACGREGOR  a&ked  whether 
the  Governmeiit  would  m>t  consider  by 
next  Session  the  expedieney  of  bring- 
rug  forward  u  scheme  of  concurrent  Home 
Rnle  ? 

J>iR  W.  HARCOURT  :  Sufficient 
tin  to  the  SessioDf  ei  cett^ra, 

CAVAN  KENT  APPEAf-B. 
Mr,  KJS'OX  (Cavan,  W.)  :  I  beg  to 
msk  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lleuteuant  of  Ireland  whether  be  m 
aware  that  many  of  the  cases  coming 
before  the  Conimisfiiou^  recently  hearing 
fair  rents  a|ipcals  in  County  Cavan, 
were  appeals  brought  by  local  hintllord!* 
from  whom  Mr.  Wrench,  one  of  the 
Cocnmi 8? toners,  formerly  acted  as  agent ; 
wlielher  it  ban  been  brought  t*)  his  notice 
that,  in  (he  cat^e  of  Timothy  Bnlantl,  of 
BelturL>et,  a  tenant  on  the  Lanesboroiigh 
estate,  the  rent  Hxed  by  the  Commission 
wttj*  22  per  cent,  higher  than  the  old 
rent,  though  the  tenant,  on  pnrchiising  in 
IhbH  the  intereBt  of  the  former  tenant 
and  paying  to  Lord  Laneshorongh  3i 
years^  rent  then  dne,  reeeivcd  an  nndcr* 
taking  from  the  agent  that  the  rent 
wonld  not  be  raisieti  ;  and  who  were  the 
Commis!*ioners  adjudicating  in  this 
case  ? 

Mil.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Laud  Com- 
[  missiouers  report  that  no  ^iitiiug  for  fair 
\  rent  appeals  in  County  Cavan  has  been 
I  beld  since  Jnne.,  1893,  and  Mr,  Wrench 
infornvK  me  that  he  has  never  taken  part, 
directly  or  indirectly,  in  any  appeal 
coming  from  Lcjrd  Lanesborongh,  or 
from  finy  other  lamllord  for  wh()m  be 
fonnerly  acted  as  agent.  In  the  case  of 
Timothy  Bo  land,  it  is  the  fact  that  the 
CommisHioner»»  after  hearing  all  the 
evidence,  fixed  his  rent  at  £37,  the  old 
rent  having  been  £30.  Inrpiiry  is  being 
made  relative  to  the  statement  as  to  the 
alleged  undertaking  referred  to.  The 
Comiiiiss«ioners  who  adjudicated  in  Ro- 
land*^ ca4*e  were  Air,  Justice  Be w ley  and 
Mr.  Com tniss loner  Fitzgerald, 

THK  RIO   DE  JANEIRO  EXPLOSION, 
Mr,       WILLIAM       WHITELAW 
(Perth)  :  I  beg  to  adk  the  Secretary  to 
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tbo  Admiralty  whether  any  compeuftatioii 
will  be  paid  to  the  relatives  of  Boatswain 
Harrii^,  who  was  killed  by  the  explosion 
at  Rio  de  J»ri<  iro  last  Noveml>er  ? 

•Mk.  E.  KOBERTSON  :  The  widow 
has  been  awarded  a  special  pension  of  £30 
a  year, and  each  of  the  twoebildren  special 
compassionate  allowance  of  £H  a  year. 


TfiK  MINISTER  AT  GUATEMALA. 
Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs^  if  Her  Majesty^s 
Minister  in  Gualemala  has  yet  personally 
pre.'^ented  bis  letterii  of  eredenee  to  the 
adjacent  Republiet*  of  Costa  Rica, 
Nicaragua,  and  Honduras  ;  and,  in  the 
contrary  ca^e,  if  he  w^ill  be  instructed  to 
do  so  without  further  delay,  and  to  give 
all  aBsistnnco  be  jH^^sihly  can  lo  British 
commerce  in  t\mi*G  countries,  having  re- 
gard to  the  rapid  mercantile  advance 
made  of  late  by  (Termany  in  Central 
America  to  the  detriment  of  Great 
Britniri  ? 

•Siu  E.  GREY  :  Her  Majesty's 
Minister  in  Guatemala  has  not  pcrs^>nally 
presented  biti  letterf^  of  credence  to  the 
lioveruments  of  the  Republics  of  Costa 
Rica,  Nicaragua,  and  HondnraSt  and  a 
telegram  has  recently  been  received  from 
him  anuoiuiciug  that,  owing  to  the  war 
between  Nicaragua  and  Honduras,  the 
present  moment  would  not  be  opportune 
for  doing  so.  He  has  stamling  iustnic- 
tions  to  give  ^y^ry  \rt)s»\h]e  assititanee  to 
British  commerce  in  those  countries. 

THE  UG AN E>A  PAFER8, 
Mu.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  :  May  I  ask  how  it  is  that, 
although  the  Papers  on  Uganda  'were 
delivered  to  the  Prep<«  on  Tuesday  even- 
ing, they  did  not  come  into  the  hands  of 
hon.  Members  until  this  morning  ?  I 
wish  to  know  wliat  is  the  reason  of  the 
delay  in  delivering  thern  tr)  hon.  Mem- 
bers j! 

•8m  E,  GREY  :  1  tbiuk  there  mnst 
be  some  mtsap[»rehenision.  The  Papers 
were  in  the  House  on  Tuesday  after- 
noon. 

Sir  G.  BADKN-PiiWELLaml  Mr.  Tom- 
LiN'Sox  both  stated  that  they  had  only 
received  the  Papere  that  morning, 

♦Sir  E,  GREY  :  I  regret  the  delay 
that  has  taken  place  in  the  matter,  and 
will  undertake  to  make  inquiry  with 
regard  to  it. 
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THE  ORDER  OF  BUSINESS, 
Mr,  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  May  I  ask  the  right  hoii* 
GeDtleruiin  what  bus^itiess  will   be  taken 
to-morrow  ? 

Sm  W.  HARCOURT:  lu  cou^e- 
f|Uerice  of  matters  having  V>een  somewhat, 
(ielayerl,  the  order  of  Biisioe^s  \s  a  little 
changed  from  what  was  originally  iii- 
temJoiL  We  propose  at  the  Morning 
Sitting  to-morrow  to  introdnee  the 
Registration  Bill,  Monday  is  already 
^et  ajiart  for  the  Budget.  On  Tiie?*- 
day  wo  sshall  procee<l  with  the  Motion 
for  the  appointment*  of  a  Scotch  Grand 
Committee.  Uti  ThurjsdHy  we  propose 
to  lake  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill,  and 
Friday  morning  we  have  set  apart  for  a 
discussion  with  regard  to  Uganda,  for 
which  purpose  a  Vote  for  Uganila  will 
he  set  down  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
«  discussion  upon  the  siiljject  to  be 
raisoil. 


THE    EQUALrSATlON    OF  RATES 
(LONDON)  BILL. 

Sm  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) :  liS  it  intended  to  proceed 
with  this  Bill  to-night  ? 

The  president  or  the  LOCAX 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr,  Shaw- 
Lefevke,  liratiford,  Central)  :  In  view 
of  mj  promise  to  give  due  notice  when  it 
will  be  taken  I  should  not  feel  justified 
in  bringing  it  on  to-night. 

Mk.  darling  (Deptford)  :  When 
it  is  taken  will  it  be  called  on  at  a  reason- 
able hour  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVHE:    I    catinot 
\    make  any  further  promise.     I  shall  bring 
the  Bill  on  whenever  I  have  an  op|K»r- 
t  unity. 


UGANDA. 

SiH  VV.  MARCOURT  :  The  state- 
ment I  have  to  make  to  the  House  on  th<^ 
part  of  the  t-Jovernment  with  regard  to 
Uganda  is  as  follows  ;  While  I  make 
this  statement  now,  I  hope  that  any  dis- 
tnis4<iou  on  it  will  be  postponed  until  to- 
morrow week,  when  the  Government 
will  make  a  fuller  statement  on  the  sub- 
ject. After  considering  tlie  late  Sir  G. 
Portars  Report^  and  weighing  the  eon-  RAILWAY  AND 
sequences  of  withdrawal  from  Uganda, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  tlie  other,  of 
maintaining  British  interests  there,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  determined 
to  establish  a  regular  administration,  and 
for  that  purpose  to  declare  Uganda  to  be 
under  a  British  protectorate.  The  details 
of  the  arrangements  to  be  made  are  under 
consideration.  1  hope  any  discussion 
will  tie  postponed  till  Friday,  when  the 
Governtnent  will  make  a  fuller  state- 
ment. 

Mh.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN;  When 
the  right  lion.  (Gentleman  speaks  of  the 
arrangements  for  the  atlministration  of 
Uganda,  can  he  say  how  far  Uganda  is 
blip  posed  to  extend  ? 

Siu  W.  HARCOURT:  I  must  ask 
my  right  hou.  Friend  to  postpone  the 
queBlion  nntil  Friday,  wlien  these  detaib 
will  be  gone  into.  Of  course,  all  these 
matters  luvolve  arrangemeiit  with  the 
dxtnting  Company,  and  so  forth. 


THE   DEPRESSroX  fN   AGRICULTURK. 

8iH  E.  LECHMERE  (Worcester, 
Evesham)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exctiequer  if  he  will  name  an 
early  day  for  the  consideration  of  the 
existing  depression  in  agricukure  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  As  I  said  the 
other  night,  I  should  be  extremely  happj 
if  any  opporturnty  could  be  given  for 
discussion  on  a  matter  of  this  kind  ;  but 
I  am  sorry  to  say  that  at  present  the 
Government  are  not  able  to  name  any  dmy 
for  it. 


I 
I 

I 


MO  TION, 

OANAL   TRAFFIC  BILL. 

MOTION"     FOIt    LEAVE. 

The  PRESIDENT  op  the  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Mr.  MirNUELLA,  Sheffield, 
Brightside),  in  asking  for  leave  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  to  amend  the  Railway  and 
Canal  Traffic  Act,  1888,  stated  that  it 
contained  only  three  elauses^  embodying 
the  recommendations  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee that  had  been  appointed  to  consider 
railway  rates  and  charges.  The  Goveru- 
metit  had  not  deeme4l  it  desirable  to  go 
lieyoiul  those  recommendations.  The 
Bill  provided  that  where  a  Railway 
Company  Imd,  since  December  31,  1892, 
increasetl,  or  might  here^ifter  increaae, 
any  rate  or  charge,  il  should  lie  on  that 
Company  to  prove  that  such  increased 
rat*!  or  charge  was  rea-sonable,  and  for 
that  purpose  it  wonhl  not  be  suHieient  to 
show  tl»at  the  nite  was  within  the  pro- 
vision of  any  previous  Act  of  Parliament, 
Section  12  of  the  Railway  and  Canal 
Traffic  Act,  188ti,  would  apply  to  any  i»uell 
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case ;  Ihat  was  to  say,  rliut  if  tbero  Lad  been 
»uj  loss  or  damage  sustjiiiieil  l>y  a  trader, 
llie  A«t  would  bo  retro.ipeelive,  and  tbc 
CompaQy  liable  to  pay  for  siit^h  logs  or 
dkmage.  He  was  told  that  there  were 
many  thousauds  of  accounts  iu  the  rail- 
way book8  i^till  lULHottled  awaiting  tbe 
deci$ioo  of  tbe  House  on  tbis  point. 
Tborc  WiUH  another  Bitl  to  l>e  iutrodiiced 
dealing  witb  otber  ipjeeitioiiiss  wbicb  bad 
l>eeii  diseusstid  )>efore  tbe  Committee,  and 
upoQ  wbich  that  Imdy  bail  reported- 
Haviug  regard  to  tbe  urgency  of  tbe 
fualter,  l>otb  f%^  affectinj^  traders  aud 
•jCrieulturitit^,  aud  all  trading  sectioua  of 
ike  commuuity,  lie  suggested  that  tbe 
present  Bill  abould  be  sent  to  a  Grand 
Committee  a^  soon  as  possible  iifter  its 
Second  Keudjug,  to  bo  couBtdere^l  with 
tbe  other  Bill^  wbicb,  be  understood, 
would  l>e  introdueed  witb  the  sanction  of 
both  hides  of  tbe  House,  dealing  witb 
tbe  ifues«tiou3  not  included  in  tbc  present 
Uil),  in  order  that  they  might  be  jointly 
considered.  When  that  had  been  done, 
lie  hoped  they  might  lie  able  to  prodnee 
a  good  and  workable  Bill,  wbich  would 
g^i V e  r«3aso u a bl e  satin f ac t io n  to  all  pa r t m 
of  the  House, 

Motion  made,  atid  Question   propound, 

*•  That  leave  be  given  to  V>rjn»f^  in  n  Bill  to 
amcntl  the  Railway  mu\  Cauiil  TnittiL'  Act, 
I8ti8,"— C^^'-'  Mund'ftUt.) 

Sir  J.  WHITEHEAD  (Leicester) 
aaid,  hf:  <iid  not  ri.se  to  otTer  any  oppoHition 
to  tbe  iotrodiiction  of  the  Bill,  but,  acting 
an  behalf  of  a  very  large  number 
of   inwlers    and     agriculturist.^    in     the 

couTJtrv 

•Mr'  speaker  :  I  did  not  catch  tbe 
opening  words  of  the  bon.  Baronet,  l>ut  I 
undersitood  him  to  say  that  ho  does  not 
oppose  the  Bill. 

Sir  J.  W in  TEH  E  AD  ;  I  did  not 
rise  to  oppose  the  introduction, 

•Mr*  SPEAKER  :  I  am  bound  to  bear 
now  a  speech  againnt  tbe  Bill,  under  tin* 
Standing  Orders,  and  not  in  support  of  it, 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
be  wLPhed  to  know  liow  the  right  lion, 
(litutlecnan  could  Hecure  the  Second 
Koiiding  of  the  other  Bill  that  he  liiid  re- 
ferred to  10  time  for  it  to  go  to  the  sama 
Committee?  Would  he  put  it  down  as  a 
Governmeot  Order  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  cannot  put  it 
down  a»  a  Govenmient  Order,  but  I  shall 
Ik?  happy  to  use  my  influence  with  Iron, 
Members  on  l>oth  sides  of  tbo  House  to 


have  it  read  a  seeoud  time,  and  referred 
to  the  Cnmmittee,  and  cotrsidered  with 
the  Government  Bill. 

Motion  agreetl  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  iu  by  Mr. 
Mundell?^  Mr.  Burl,  and  Mr,  Shaw- 
Lefevre* 

Bill  presented,  aud  re*id  firet  time. 
[Bili   lo6.] 

OHDERS    OF     THE    DAW 


SUPPLT-^JOMMITTEE, 

SrrrLY, — considered  in   Committee, 

(In  the  Committee.) 

KAVY    ESTIMATES,    \mUi. 
K  £1,771,800,  Shipbuilding,  Repairs, 
Mai  n  tenancc,  &c.— Personnel, 

Mr.  GOSCHEX  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  When  the  remarks  1  waa 
addressing  to  tbe  Committee  tlje  other 
evening  were  arreftted  by  the  stroke  of 
the  clock  I  was  s|>eaking  under  tbe  in* 
tluence  of  my  sympathy  with  Boards  of 
Admiralty  in  the  extraordinary  diflieulty 
which  they  invariably  experience  in  secur- 
ing even  a  fairly  general  approval  of  tbe 
ships  which  they  construct.  Let  me  recall 
iu  a  few  words  to  tbe  Committee  tbc  point 
at  which  tbe  Debate  had  arrived.  We 
have  before  as  a  programme  of  which  w*e 
are  not  quite  aware  what  the  dimensions 
may  be,  but  we  assume  it  to  he — ^and  I 
think  my  noble  Friend  the  ex-First 
Lorti  of  the  Admirnhy  will  he  able  to 
prove  it  to  be — a  programme  ivhich  will 
cost  £20,000,()Q().  We  have  completed 
a  programme  wliieh  has  amouuted  to 
more  than  £20,000,00<),  and  the  tax- 
payers  must  feel  that  experts,  both  naval 
and  professional,  doubt  whciber  we  have 
got  iu  the  past,  or  will  secure  in  the 
future,  the  vnlue  for  our  money  Doubts 
are  expresseil  as  to  the  whole  of  the 
administration  under  which  the  constnic* 
tion  of  ships  take?  place,  and  under 
which  the  (!e,*<igns  for  ships  are  approved 
of  and  carried  out.  My  bon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Holderness 
addressed  himself  with  great  ability  to 
the  question,  but  I  am  anxioufi  that  it 
should  be  thoroughly  understood  outside 
the  House  jis  well  as  in  it  that  it  is  not  a 
question  of  official  opinion  as  against  un- 
official opioion,  but   that  official  opinioa 
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emieavours  to  support  itself  by  every 
poriiiibk'  meaiifl  by  out  sides  authority.  If 
an  attempt  were  made  to  call  together  a 
Committee  every  two  or  three  years,  or 
oil  every  oecasioti  when  a  new  programme 
was  to  be  earried  out,  I  bave  little  dowbt 
From  experienee  of  the  past  that  tbere 
would  he  disc'iiJrisious,  atid  that  we  should 
not  be  able  to  ^et  naval  opinion  to  agree 
with  iinauimity  on  anytlitug.  I  believe 
that  to  be  HA  true  aa  that  two  sides  of  a 
triaugle  are  greater  than  the  third.  In 
naval  matters  two* thirds  of  naval  and 
profesHional  opinion  would  be  against  tbe 
design  of  the  remaiuing  third.  I  helieve 
that  if  you  were  to  take  the  ileaiber 
for  North  Belfast  (Sir  E.  Harlaad), 
as  a  distingniahed  nava!  shipbuilder, 
the  hon*  Member  for  Cardilf  (Sir  E.  J. 
Reed),  as  an  eminent  naval  constructor, 
my  bon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  HoUleruess  (Commander  Bet  hell), 
nnd  the  gallant  Admiral  below  the  Gang- 
way (Admiral  Field) 

Admiual  field  :  Leave  me  out. 

Mr.  GUSCHEN  :  Well,  or  any  other 
distinguished  Admiral.  If  we  were  to 
put  them  all  four  together  in  a  rotini  and 
declare  that  they  must  come  to  a  decision 
as  to  shiphnildiug  designs,  I  believe  that 
every  one  of  the  hon.  Members  would 
prepare  a  diflcrcnt  Report,  Lameu table 
as  this  may  be,  aud  ealctiiated  to  shake 
tiie  confidence  of  the  public  in  regard  to 
the  designs  of  our  ships,  it  is,  at  all 
events,  comforting  to  reflect  that  in  the 
past  the  ships  ^vhicli  have  proved  to  he 
the  most  sncc^essfnl  have  been  the  most 
attacked  when  tliey  were  constrncted.  T 
was  about  to  say  tbe  other  night  when 
the  clock  struck  that  there  was  no  point 
connected  with  my  administrative  ex- 
perience w^hich  hatl  given  me  sneh  great 
anxiety  asthetpjcstion  whether  the  Zic*ro*- 
iaiion  was  a  safe  and  proper  lighting  ship. 
On  the  one  hand,  it  was  said  that  the 
devastation  was  to  be  the  fighting  ship 
of  the  future.  There  was  a  dissentient 
Report,  but  that  was  the  decision  of  half 
tbe  naval  officers.  On  tbe  other  hand, 
the  otiier  half  of  the  naval  officers 
declared  that  if  she  went  to  sea  I  should 
Vje  guilty  of  manslaughter  if  disaster 
followed,  whilst  others  declared  that  if 
she  were  not  sent  to  sea  we  should  sacri- 
fice our  naval  supremacy.  At  that  time 
tliere  was  some  great  Russian  ship  which 
was  supposed  to  be  stronger  than  any 
of  ours,  and  it  was  declared  that  untess 

Mr.  Goschen 


we  proceeded  in  shiphn tiding  iu  that 
direction  we  should  forfeit  our  naval 
supremacy*  On  that  occasion,  at  all 
events,  science  was  proved  to  l>e  right  ; 
the  experipDced  advisers  of  tbe  Admiralty 
were  justiiied  by  the  conduct  of  tbe 
Devaslaiion  at  sea  ;  and  those  who  bad 
prophesied  disaster  were  proved  to  be  in 
the  wrong.  In  regard  to  the  leugtb  of 
our  ships,  it  may  be  interesting  to  tbe 
Committee  to  be  reminded  that,  ivhen  I 
came  into  Uflice  22 years  ago,  I  found  at 
tbe  Admiralty  a  Minute  from  a  dis- 
tinguished Admiral  stating  that  three 
ships — the  Agincourt^  the  Minotxutr^  and 
the  Northumherland — were  so  long  that 
they  would  break  their  backs,  and  that 
on  that  account  it  was  dangerous  to  send 
them  to  sea.  These  prophecies  have 
been  falsified,  and  the  ships  have  been 
proved  to  be  safe  ;  and  the  result  is,  that 
public  opinion,  supported  by  scientific 
opinion,  has  gone  in  the  direction  of 
longer  ships.  At  ibat  time  I  remember 
the  hon.  Member  for  Canliil'  received 
many  compliments  on  the  fact  that  the 
Betlerophmi  was  a  very  short  ship,  ami 
that  it  could  be  bandied  with  great  cod- 
venience  by  naval  officers.  Thus  public 
opinion  fluctuates  from  time  to  time. 
Tbe  recalling  of  these  incidents  may 
perhaps  lessen  the  alarm  that  might 
follow  from  tlwdtcta  of  most  distingnished 
naval  officers  witli  reference  to  the  ships 
now  being  constructed.  There  is  always 
this  tendency  to  apprehend  danger. 

Siu  E.  J.    REED    (Cardiff) ;    What 
about  tbe   Vicioria  / 

Mh.  go  sen  en  :  That  is  searoely  a 

fair  intcrrifption*  1  am  not  pretending 
that  no  mistakes  have  been  made  ;  and  I 
do  not  know  bow  far  the  mistakes  said  to 
have  been  made  iu  the  Viciarta  were  re- 
sponsible for  her  going  down ;  thai 
seems  to  me  to  be  still  an  open  question, 
I  was  going  to  point  out  that  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cardiff  was  one  of  the 
naval  advisers  of  the  Admiralty  he  was 
attacked  as  all  naval  constructors  are  ; 
but  when  he  ceased  to  have  an  official 
|^K>sition,  and  became  a  Member  of  thts^ 
House,  then  for  the  first  time  his  autho- 
rity was  recognised  aud  hon.  Members 
hnng  upon  bis  lips  as  expounding  the 
policy  of  scientific  shipbuilding.  I  am 
glad  to  say  that,  while  many  eritieisms* 
have  been  made*  it  is  admitted  thatlu  Mr* 
White  the  Admiralty  have  secured  one  of 
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(he  most  distin^uislied    of    naval  arclit- 
tecte.     The  Admiralty   have  botsii  most 
forUiuate  in  having  secured  lu  j^uccesaiou 
the  services  of  tbree  such  uaval  arcbitects 
as  Uie  boa.  Member  for  Card  iff",   Sir  N, 
Baruaby,  and  Mr.   Wbite  ;    ami    it  is  a 
liitle  bard   u|n>ii    official d    that,    because 
I  they  ar<3  officials,  it  ,^boald  be  eoDsidered 
thai  they  are  utit  etjual  in  breadtb  of  view 
!  or  receptiveiiess  of  new  ideas  witb  tlicir 
I  competitor:*    outside    tbe    official    rauk^. 
J  Thebon.  Member  for  Nortb  Bel  fast  spoke 
I  of  the  ResolutioHy  and  bjiid  luu!  tbere  beeu 
jljestowed      upon     ber     eoushuctiou      na 
Itmicb   iDtolligence  as  i^    bestowed  tipou 
[the  coustruetiou  of  tbe  smalleijt  mert:bant 
ship  other  results  would   bave   folloived, 
iThat  is  a  most  exaggerated  statemeut, 
hiecAUse  the  coufttruetion  of  a  .sbip   like 
J  the    Resolution  calls   for  au    amount  of 
ikfiowledg^e,     j^cieutitie    tiltaitimeut,    and 
ftpiicity  for  wbicdj  tbere  is  no  demand  in 
tie  ease  of  a  merchant  ship  ;  and  to  that 
extent  there  \a  no  comparison   between 
lie  two  undertakings.    Having  ouce  pre- 
at    tbe   Admiralty  ibe   Committee 
!  excuse   me  if  1   say  that  the  wortl 
l'* officials''   is  apjdied  to    our   naval  ad- 
Ivisers  as    if    they  were  clerks,   wherea:^ 
;iiey  fill  positions  for  wbieb  only  men  of 
;he  highest  capacity  are  cboseu.       Tbe 
bou.  Member  for  Ilolderness  spoke  as  if 
were  official  action  at   tbe  Admiralty 
&t  had  delayed  the  adoption  of  breeeh- 
OMiIitig    rauzzle    guns  ;    but    what    was 
apposed  to  be  the  official  action  of  tbe 
"Admiralty  was  in  great  pari   due   to  tbe 
individual    influence    of    Admiral   Hood, 
who  bad  studied  the   ordnance   question 
^AB  few  others  bad  done,  and    to  tbe  fact 
the   Ordnauce   Committee  had  tbe 
atest  difficulty  in  arriving  unanimously 
ft    satisfactory    eouehisLon.       In  like 
ftduer  rarious  scbools  of  fighting  officers 
scientific  officers  bave  held  tbe  most 
k^erse  views  witb  regard  to  most  diffi- 
liilt   questions   of   constructiou,    and   ou 
lis    ground   justice   ought   to    be   done 
to  tbe  architects  of   our  warships,  who 
Eiust   bave    all     the    r|ualities    that   are 
illed   for    in    the   construction    of  mer- 
*ot    ships,    and    must   combine    many 
practical  qualities  witb  them.    The 
^on.  Member  for  Belfast  spoke  of  ex- 
Briments  being  tried  by  the  Admiralty 
to   determioe    certain    problems.      Well, 
no  doubtf  if  tbere  are  novelties,  and  it 
he   possible   to   test   those   novelties  by 
Gxperimetit>  it  is  tbe  duty  of  the  Admi- 


ralty  to   do   80,    but    I    think    it  wonld 
i)e  rather   a   strong   experiment   to   ram 
some  old   hulk,  as  my   lion.  Friond  sug- 
gested, for    tbe    purpose    of   seeing    tbe 
effect  not  upon  tbe  bulk,  but  upon  the 
ship  that  rammed.     About  22  yosirs  ago 
there  was  a  scieutific  controversy  with 
regard  to  turret  ^bips  ;   it  was  held  by 
artillery  officers  that  turrets  would  jam, 
and     that,    therefore,    we   ought    not    to 
spend   bund  reds   of  tbonsands   ou    turret 
ybips.     It   was,  therefore,   resolved   that 
an  experiment  sboubl  be  made  ;  and   it 
was  a  costly  experiment.     The  Glftito/i 
was  struck  by  the  Rupert  at  the  precise 
point  indicated,  ami   the  result  was  the 
turret  did  not  jam,  but  triumphed  over 
artillery.     As  to  ramming,  unfortunately, 
we  had  too  many  examples  of  the  effect 
upon   the  ships  rammed ;    but   tbe   hou. 
Member  for  Belfast  is  anxious  about  tbe 
ofl^cct  on  tbe  vessel    which   rams  ;  and   I 
understand  the  boji.  Member  for  Card  til 
to  say  that  it  would  be  imt>ossible  to  make 
li  satisfactory    experiment.       Wherever 
there  is  a  controversy  that  can  be  decided 
and  brought  to  a  fair  conclusion  by  ex- 
periment, although   it   may  involve  con- 
siderable  cost,    I    think    the    Admiralty 
would  be  wise  to  make  it  ;  but  in  saying 
that  I  must  not  be  understood   to  imply 
that  the  particular  experiment  advocated 
is  a  possible  one,  although  tbe  bon.  Mem- 
ber  would    scarcely    suggest  it  if  tbere 
were    not  something  to   be   said    in    its 
favour.     Coming  to  tbe  (dass  of  ships  to 
be  built,  I  confess  it  is  appalling  to  hear 
of   the  havoc  that    rams  and    torpedoes 
may  make  in  our  actions — to  think  that 
£BO0,0(K>    may    be   sunk   and    so    mauy 
men's  lives  lost  from  tbe  explosion  of  a 
torpedo  or   tbe   blow  of  a  ram.     When 
the  sinking  of  a    Virion  a    may   involve 
the  loss  of  so  large  a  proportion  as  l-25tb 
of  our  whole  fighting  force,  we  bave  got 
to    an    extremely   dangerous  position  in 
this  respect  if  you  must   concentrate   so 
much  upon  these  very  large  ships*    Still, 
if  naval  officers  and  naval   architects  say 
that   so    long   as  other    countries    build 
large    ships    we  roust    do  the   same,   I 
bow    to    tbe      argument.        But      tbe 
public    will    not    be    reconciled    to  tbe 
conclusion    'that,     because      we      bave 
such  large  ships,  we  must  have  fewer. 
We  may  through  accident,  by  tbe  explo- 
sion of  a  torpedo  or  the  blow  of  a  ram, 
as  easily  lose  a  large  ship  as  a  small  one ; 
and  accordingly,  while  we  look  at  the 
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aggregate  expense,  we  ure  IjoiiuU  also  to 
look  at  the  total  Tiumber  of  our  Bhips. 
We  cannot  lose  sight  of  the  value  of 
eecoTicl-class  sliips,  or  even  of  ships 
which  are  cotHlerniieii  as  almost  useless, 
because  some  day,  if  we  were  uiifortti- 
Dftlelj  involved  in  war,  so  miin)*  of  the 
lirat  line  of  batfleships  might  be  tlii«able<l 
that  victory  woiih!  rest  with  the  Power 
that  had  the  largest  inimber  of  :?ccon(l- 
clnss  battleshipj?,  and  even  tbird-class 
battleships.  1  always  regret  that  shjp^ 
like  the  Monarch  and  the  Hercules 
shoidd  in  j^oiue  ijuartere  be  so  mneh 
abneed.  The  day  may  come  when,  in 
congeqneneo  of  the  tlestrnction  of  the 
more  vahmble  ships  whicli  we  are  now 
eoustruetiiig,  we  shall  find  in  the  hour  of 
datiger  that  we  have  an  enormous  re- 
serve strength  in  these  second-class 
ships.  We  ought,  thtsrefore,  not  to  leave 
them  out  of  account  too  much,  nor  to  let 
them  frdl  too  nvuch  out  of  repair.  1 
state  all  this  with  a  full  consciousness 
that,  however  much  attention  one  may 
have  given  to  these  matters,  to  all  these 
problems  as  to  the  constitution  of  our 
Fleet,  no  one  ought  to  give  anything  ap- 
proaching a  dogmatic  opinion  upon  tbetii. 
As  to  the  proposals  of  the  Government, 
I  wish  we  knew  something  more  about 
them.  We  know  the  number  of  line-of- 
battleships  which  are  to  he  built  this 
year,  and  we  know  that  there  is  more 
behind  ;  but  we  have  not  got  the  five 
years'  programme  of  Fler  Majesty's  pre- 
sent advisers,  and  we  cannot  tell,  there- 
fore, what  our  naval  strength  will  nlti- 
mately  be.  We  must  rely  upon  the 
Government  and  their  advisers;  at  the 
same  lime,  I  tbink  that  ParliBDient  has 
never  been  asked  to  give  so  largo  a  dis- 
cretion to  an  Admiuistratiou  as  we  are 
asked  to  give  now,  I  promised  at  the 
beginning  of  my  speech  that  1  would 
avoid  all  controversial  tjucBtiong  as  far 
possible  ;  but  there  is  one  matter  to 
which  1  am  bound  to  allude.  The  laie 
Government  cndiodied  their  programme 
iu  an  Act  of  Parliament,  The  present 
Government  have  followed  the  old  course, 
or  rather  a  course  between  the  ofd  and 
the  new.  The  old  course  w»s  merely  to 
state  the  views  of  the  Government  for 
the  year.  We  proceeded  upon  the  lines 
of  having  a  recognised  programme  em- 
bodied in  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  so 
surrounded  by  safeguards  that  we*  hoped 
it  would  be  possible  to  eafry  it  out' in  its 
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entirety  in  the  period  and  at  the  cost 
which  we  assignetl  to  it.  The  present 
Governnient  take  a  different  view%  Tbe 
most  disputed  point  of  our  naval  defence 
progrannne  was  the  spreading  of  the  an- 
nul t}^  over  a  larger  number  of  years  thau 
were  included  in  the  period  during  which 
construction  was  to  take  place.  That 
was  the  maiu  point  ou  which  we  were 
attacked.  But  let  the  Committee  under- 
stand that  the  system  of  annuities  ex- 
tending beyond  the  time  for  which  the 
programme  was  constructed  was  not  at 
al!  of  the  essence  of  the  Naval  Defence 
Act.  It  would  be  possible  to  construct 
an  Act  on  exactly  the  same  principles, 
but  which  should  differ  in  this^that  the 
annuity  should  close  witli  the  period 
during  which  construction  took  place. 
The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  referred 
with  moderation  to  the  fact  that  two  of 
these  annuities  still  remain  due,  and  that 
the  present  (Government  have  to  meet 
them.  But  the  point  was  put  rather 
offensively,  if  I  may  say  so,  by  the  Home 
Secretary  the  other  day.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  we  Jmd  attempted 
to  conceal  the  matter,  and  that  we  bad 
left  otir  successors  to  pay  what  we  ought 
to  have  paid  ourselves.  The  right  hoD. 
Gcntlennm  said  he  would  not  call  ancb  a 
policy  dishonest,  but  it  was  unsound. 
Well,  I  will  not  say  the  right  hon, 
Gentlemanls  charge  is  dishonest,  but  it 
is  very  disingenuous.  The  charge  of 
concealment  is  preposterous*  It  was 
first  made  by  the  President  of  the  Local 
Goveriuuent  Board,  who  thought  that, 
because  part  of  the  cost  had  been  placed 
on  thi3  Consolidated  Fnnd  and  part  on  the 
Estimates,  we  were  ashamed  of  our  pro* 
gramme.  There  never  was  a  more 
foolish  view,  with  alt  courtesy,  l>ecaufle 
we  took  credit  at  the  time  for  the  ex- 
penditure, and  never  concealed  it  for  a 
moment.  I  hope  now  that  we  have 
hoard  the  last  of  this  charge.  1  had  a 
correspondence  with  the  late  Prime 
Minister  on  the  subject,  and  practically 
be  withdrew  the  charge,  aud  I  expect 
that  now  the  matter  is  only  kept  alive 
by  certain  guide  books  for  electors. 
Politicians  find  the  point  mentioned  ill 
these  books,  aud  so  it  is  resuscitated. 
Now  I  come  to  a  much  more  important 
point — namely,  the  spreailing  of  the 
annuities  over  two  years  beyond  the 
time.  Hon.  Members  opposite  have 
forgotten  two  points*    One  is  that  ilia 
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liyer  at  the    first    paid    £1,400,000 

almost  before  any  appreciabk-  expeiidi- 

ture  had  been  incurred,     Wi*  took   that 

burden  upon  us,  and  if  we  had  then  gone 

out  of  Office  the  advantage  won  Id   have 

been  rea]>ed  hy  the  riglit  hoit.  Gentlctueii 

jiposite.  We  imposcil  taxen  concnrreutly 

rith  the  imposition  of  the  aiinnity.     We 

npoeed  the  Estate  Duty  and  the  luldilioiial 

L  on  beer.     We  faced  the  fact  that  if  we 

aposed  this*   annuity   w^e  ouj^ht  also  to 

opoge    ailditional    taxation,    and     tliat 

IxntioQ    continues,    and     the     present 

rovcrtiraent   derive   advantage  from  it. 

If,  therefore,  we  imposed  thia  annuity  v;e 

'id  not  impose  a  htirden  on  our  sEieces- 

Ors.     But  I  will  be  quite   frank    to    the 

[)mmittee.      Tlie  Soeretary  to   the  Ad- 

ftiialty  has  said  tliat  he  is  sure  that   ff  I 

known  that  our   naval  defence  pro- 

immc  was    not   to   he  an  exceptional 

Bbrt,  1  should  not  have  taken   the  par- 

ficutar  financial   step   which    I   did  take, 

I  think  he  is  right.       I  admit   that  wc 

did   consider    it   to    bo    au   exceptional 

effort  ;  we   were  wrong.      At   that  time 

^^lo  one  thought  that  it  would  l>e  neces- 

^Bftry    to  made  additional    proposals  like 

^Bbo^e  now  made^  and   I  nnike  a   present 

Htto  iny  opponents  of   this  s  tat  emeu  t — that 

r^  if  we   had  foreseen  the  final  rei^ult,  we 

should    not    have   takeu    the    particular 

financial  steps  which  we  did  take.     But 

I    consider    that   the    immense    benefits 

which   have  been  derived  from  the  naval 

^T^rogranirae    in   tho   last    five   years   are 

^Knfficient   to  compensate  for  any   laches 

^Hirkich    the  public   might  think   we  had 

^Hbommitted   in   the   Naval   Defence    Act, 

^■l  do  not  think  that  the  fact  that  we  have 

added  to  the  strength  of  the  Navy  as  we 

^^lave    done    will    be    condemned   by  the 

^Hmblie  at  large.     I  am  extremely  sorry  it 

^Hhas  been  necessary  to  go  into  the  matter 

^Pl^t  all,  and  I  think  we  ought  to  put  an  end 

^  to  these  old  controversies  aud  carry  out 

^^  our    policy    without    reference    to    the 

^HAoIiticB  of  the  particular  Adniifiistration 

^^^hich    initiated    it.       What    I    want    to 

contrast  now  is  what  are  the  ad 'vantages 

of    B    Naval    Defence    Bill,    apart   from 

lihe    question    of     annuities,    with     the 

liystem   which   Her    Majesty^a    Govern- 

Dent    have    placed    before    U8>     What 

the     advantages     of     putting    the 

rholc    naval    programme    into    a    Bill  ? 

the  first  place,  there  is  the  question  of 

It  has  been  recognised  that  ships 

hate  never  before  been  built  with  such 


rapidity  as  they  have  been  under  our 
system  ;  luit  1  will  not  dwell  upon  the 
question  of  speed,  for  I  udmiL  that  speed 
can  bo  achieved  under  the  ordinary 
method,  althougli  not  with  so  much  cer- 
tainty. What  we  aimed  at,  aud  what  we 
considered  to  be  the  enormous  adminis- 
trative advantage  we  gained  imder  our 
Defence  Act,  was  securing  the  programme 
against  eimnges  in  the  progrei^s  of  execu- 
tion. The  risks  of  change  come  from 
three  different  directions.  They  may 
come  from  the  professional  man,  from  the 
politician,  or  from  financial  difiiculties. 
Against  all  these  three  we  guarded  in 
tlie  programme  we  carried  out.  There 
has  been  a  little  modification,  but  only  a 
small  one,  and  if  lion.  Members  only 
knew  how  difiicnlt  it  is  in  the  Admiralty 
to  prevent  changes  in  the  construction  of 
ships,  I  think  they  would  agree  with  me. 
Sometimes  they  are  little  changes,  some- 
times very  important — changes  wbich:may 
bo  improvements*  but  which  are  not  im- 
provements if  compared  with  throwing 
out  of  gear  the  general  construction  of 
the  ships.  Take  a  programrao  oj>cn  to 
change  and  not  eml>odied  in  au  Act  of 
Parliament,  a  new  Board  of  Admiralty 
may  come  in  looking  to  ditTerent  prin* 
cipies  to  those  on  which  their  predeces- 
sors acted.  They  do  not  ap^nove  the 
ways  of  their  predecessors.  They  think 
that  certain  changes  ought  to  be  made* 
I  am  sure  all  those  who  have  had  any 
experience  at  the  Admiralty  will  confirm 
that  view.  I  am  sure  that  the  hou. 
Member  for  Cardiff  has  experienced 
great  pressure  from 
who  begged  him  to 
that  change,  nnd  have 
advice  with  regard  to 
of  the  ships 
connnand. 


naval  officers, 
make  this  or 
given  him  much 
the  constructioD 
which  they  might  have  to 
If  these  changes  are  made, 
there  is  a  diversion  of  time.  But  it  id 
not  only  with  regard  to  changes  in  con- 
struction that  professional  officers  desire 
to  make  changes.  They  may  think  that 
progress  in  constnictiou  should  not  be  «o 
rapid  as  originally  laid  down,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  tliat  a  greater  portion  of  the 
money  should  be  spent  on  repairs.  It 
has  been  the  experience  of  one  Admi- 
ralty Board  after  another  that  it  reqtiireft 
an  extremely  strong  hand  to  prevent  the 
diversion  of  money  intended  for  con- 
truction  to  repairs.  Now,  if  the  public 
think  it  is  better  to  leave  that  discretion, 
then   I  can  underBtaud   their   preferring 
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the  plau  of  Her  Majesty's  Goverumeut ; 
but  I  warn  tliem  that  they  will  not  have 
that  5>ecurity  that  the  programme  will  be 
carried  out  which  has  beeu  showu  ou  the 
present  occasion  to  be  the  result  of  an 
Act  such  as  we  passed.  Again,  there  is 
the  question  of  political  change.  It  is 
possible  that  every  succeeding  Ministry 
may  take  the  same  view  of  the  needs  of 
the  Navy,  and  it  is  possible  that  the 
convictions  that  have  been  canied  to  the 
country  and  this  House  at  one  time  may 
last  during  the  execution  of  the  whole  of 
the  naval  programme  ;  but,  for  my  part, 
I  should  like  some  guarantee  that  the 
programme  will  be  carried  out,  whatever 
political  and  financial  changes  there  may 
be.  These  advantages  will  be  forfeited  by 
the  abandonment  of  the  principle  which 
we  have  established.  There  is  one  more 
matter  with  which  I  think  I  ought  to  deal, 
and  that  is  the  question  of  tile  surrender 
of  surpluses.  What  does  the  surrender 
of  surplus  mean  ?  It  means  that  when 
the  House  has  voted  money,  and  the  De- 
partment to  which  it  is  voted  cannot 
Impend  it,  it  is  handed  back  to  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and,  if  it  is 
wanted,  it  must  be  raised  again  in  the 
course  of  the  next  year.  All  those  who 
have  been  inside  the  Admiralty  or  the 
Treasury  know  that  that  leads  to  an  en- 
deavour on  the  part  of  the  Admiralty  to 
spend  all  the  money  voted  before  the  end 
of  the  financial  year,  even  though  it  is 
not  absolutely  necessary.  They  en- 
deavour to  use  up  money  as  fast  as  it  is 
voted  in  order  not  to  have  to  ask  the 
House  to  vote  it  again  in  the  next  year. 
If  they  had  to  ask  the  House  to  vote  it 
again,  it  would  make  the  Estimates  so 
much  higher.  Then  take  contract  work. 
The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  with  a 
certain  amount  of  complacency,  showed 
that  the  expenditure  last  year  ou  contract 
work  had  been  about  that  which  was 
expected  ;  but  whether  contracts  can  be 
carried  out  does  not  depend  upon  any 
Action  by  the  Admiralty.  It  is  ex- 
tremely difficult  to  foresee  all  that  the 
^contractors  may  call  for.  No  doubt, 
with  a  more  business-like  arrangement 
at  the  Admiralty  it  would  be  possible  to 
estimate  more  closely.  My  right  hon. 
.Friend  near  me  is  as  capable  of  making 
41  forecast  as  any  man ;  but  it  does 
cnot  depend  entirely  either  upon  the 
Admiralty  or  upon  the  contractors. 
It  is  said,  '*  Keep  the  contractors  up  to 
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the  mark  and  you  will  spend  the  money, 
and  all  will  go  well "  ;  but  the  contrac- 
tors, if  I  am  not  mistaken,  have  strike 
clauses  in  their  contracts  ;  and  even  if 
there  were  not  strike  clauses,  there  are 
the  changes  in  trade,  the  difficulty  of 
getting  a  full  number  of  workmen,  and 
other  incidents  which  prevent  the  con- 
tractor from  carrying  out  his  bast  inten- 
tion of  delivering  as  much  work  during 
the  year  as  he  otherwise  would  do. 
There  is  the  possibility  of  a  breakdown 
in  machinery.  Some  contractor  maj 
find  at  the  most  critical  moment  that  his 
machinery  has  broken  down.  What  is 
the  result  ?  He  cannot  earn  his  money ; 
the  money  voted  has  to  be  returned,  and 
it  is  put  down  to  the  maladministration 
of  the  Admiralty.  Now,  the  moral  I 
woidd  draw  from  all  this  is,  that  if  you 
can  equalise  the  expenditure  over  a 
certain  number  of  years,  then  you  get  rid 
of  this  financial  disarrangement.  The 
financial  regularity  which  is  supposed  to 
ensue  from  the  ordinary  system  is  lost  by 
the  financial  irregularity  of  the  device  to 
which  the  Admiralty  have  recourse  in 
order  to  avoid  a  surrender  of  the  surplus. 
I  would  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  he  not  prefer  that  he 
should  know  that  the  Navy  Estimates 
every  year  should  be  a  certain  amount 
rather  than  that  he  should  have  to  use  a 
surrendered  surplus  in  any  one  year 
towards  paying  off  the  National  Debt, 
and  the  next  year  to  provide  a  sum  of 
money  to  make  up  for  it  ?  Regularity 
of  expenditure  surely  must  be  some- 
thing that  you  should  aim  at  if  you 
have  not  got  to  sacrifice  to  it  any 
other  great  considerations.  I  think  that 
what  the  Government  have  to  do  is  to 
show  that  their  plan  has  advantages  over 
ours.  Then  there  is  this  peculiar  point 
in  the  construction  of  ships — that  little 
money  is  required  the  first  year,  much  in 
the  middle  years,  and  less  money  again 
afterwards.  Therefore,  in  the  planning 
of  a  programme  you  cannot  do  justice  to 
the  taxpayers  of  different  years  unless, 
when  you  are  dealing  with  construction 
on  a  large  scale,  you  divide  it  into  regular 
instalments  over  a  certain  number  of 
years.  I  think  that  the  Government 
are  bound  to  show  cause  why  they  are 
unable  to  assent  to  the  more  regular 
system  which  we  have  introduced. 
What  are  its  disadvantages  ?  There 
are,  no  doubt,  some  petty  disadvantagea 
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the  right 
hoti.  Geiitleinan  opposite  or  his  eoUea^ueH 
wont  J  irjj*ist  upoti,  Th<^re  are  small 
ilifticuitie^  of  aucyuut  here  aoil  there, 
aud  there  it  might  he  necest^ary  to 
.ve  an  amemling  Act  to  increase  the 
I  cost  ;  but  rhette  are  all  small  din- 
LVaDtages  compareil  with  the  great<T 
iministrative  aud  financial  regnlaritv, 
e  greater  speed  and  greater  eontiuiiity 
constnietiou  whieh  are  to  he  found  ou 
other  side.  Tlie  rnsiti  argument 
loBt  our  soherae,  from  t lie  point  of  view 
the  right  bon.  Gentletmiii,  is  one  that 
he  urged  with  great  eloquence  upon  a 
vious  occasion.  It  was  thedi^'^advan- 
e  of  withdrawal  from  the  control  of 
liament.  Bnt  what  control  does  Parlia- 
exercise  over  the  naval  expenditure 
er  the  plan  of  Her  Majetfty's  Gnvern- 
t  ?  None,  ahsoliJtelj  fione.  They 
not  give  us  the  chaufe  of  exercising 
[J  kind  of  control.  What  has  hap- 
ued  during  the  hist  year  ?  1  am  in- 
armed that  fillips  have  been  begnn 
volving  a  tiabibty  of  £2,40D,dOQ, 
which  Parbanientary  jtaiiction  was 
t  obtained.  That  point  has  been  made 
my  hon.  Friend,  ami  has  not  lieen 
>oied.  And  consider  how  the  liabilitie?? 
carried  forward.  It  is  i*aid  that  we 
e  put  liabilities  on  our  successors.  I 
uk  the  present  plan  not  only  places 
own  liabilities  on  the  snceessors  of  the 
verument  for  which  provision  is  made 
iiddittonal  taxation,  bnt  also  liabilities 
ich  cannot  be  estimated  by  their  oppo- 
nts  or  the  House  at  large.  No  one 
lows  the  amount  of  liability  entailed 
the  programme  of  the  Government. 
Te  had  a  celebrated  torpedo  case  where, 
ithout  Parliamentary  sanction,  or,  at 
t,  ejc  past  facto  siinetion,  a  liability 
£.500,000  was  incurred. 
Sir  U.  KAV-SHLT TTLEWORTH  ; 
The  amount  was  £400,000, 

Mr,  GOSCHEN:  1  think  I  shall  be 
ght  in  placing  it  at  £500,000.     At  all 
entg,  we  are  in  this  position  ;  tbat  this 
arge  was  incurred  witliout  any  autho- 
from  Parh'amcot.     1  wonder  if  hon, 
etnbers  below  the  Gangway  are  aware 
the  Governiuent  is  able  to  incur  this 
meuse  expenditure  quite  regardless  of 
ty     control,    and     treating    it    with 
>mplacency     and    gaiety    which     I 
mi   say    astonishes  me    to    a    certain 
tent-     The  gallant  Admiral   (Admiral 
icld)  says  the   Government  were  per- 
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fectly  right  in  ordering  these  torpedo 
vessels  ;  but  even  if  that  is  so,  I  think 
every  Member  of  the  House  will  agree 
with  me  that  the  Government  ought  to 
have  come  forward  and  informed  the 
House  of  what  it  had  done,  not  by  means 
of  a  speech,  but  by  a  Minute  phicedupou 
the  Table  of  the  House  showing  the 
gravity  of  the  case,  and  inviting  Parlia- 
ment to  condone  what  had  been  done  in 
the  interests  of  the  Public  Service.  I 
am  glad  to  see  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  endorses  that  view.  If 
we  are  to  give  discretion  in  these  mat- 
ters, and  give  the  Adnnralty  power  to 
divert  moneys  in  this  way,  Parliament 
ought  at  least  to  be  informed  of  the 
liubiMty  liint  iias  been  incurred  for  lb© 
future.  My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
says  the  Goverrunent  were  riglit  lu  doing 
this,  as  otherwise  I  buy  might  have  had 
to  build  these  torpedo  ships  in  a  hurry, 
luit  the  noble  Lord  complains  that  the 
boats  were  built  in  a  hurry.  If  the  Go* 
vernment  had  some  distinct  strategic  in- 
formation which  made  it  necessary  for 
them  to  build  in  a  hurry,  they  were 
justified  in  that  expenditure,  and  I  wouhl 
be  the  first  to  condone  the  act.  If,  how- 
ever, it  was  merely  that  some  naval  Lord 
vviLs  suddenly  struck  with  the  idea  that 
torpedo'Ciitcbers  were  the  one  thing 
needed,  and  that  everything  else  ought  to 
be  postponed,  I  say  that  is  one  of  the 
dangers  which  exist  owi[ig  to  the 
absence  of  a  Navai  Defence  Act.  I 
ask  Her  Majesty ^s  Government  whether 
they  do  not  think  we  are  entitled  to 
somewhat  more  information  than  we  have 
got  ?  Wlnit  is  the  liability  for  future 
years  which  we  are  about  to  incur  through 
the  progrannne  of  the  Go  vernment  ?  We 
are  absolutely  in  the  dark  as  to  whether 
we  shall  require £1,000,000  or  £2,000,000 
more  next  year.  It  is  a  very  strong 
order  for  the  Government  to  ask  the 
House  not  only  to  give  them  this  blank 
cbecpie,  but  this  whole  batcli  of  blank 
Id  Us,  extending  over  1  do  not  know  how 
many  years,  without  having  placed  us  in 
[possession  of  any  information  as  regards 
their  general  scheme.  They  pledge 
themselves  to  carry  that  scheme  out, 
but  tliey  cannot  pledge  their  sup- 
porters, who  do  not  know  whether 
the  prognirnrae  involves  £8,000,000, 
£16,000,000,  or  £24,000,000,  aud  such 
a  pledge  is,  of  course,  impossible.  I  give 
the    Government   every    credit    for    the 
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desire  to  do  tbeir  beat  during  the  time 
they  are  in  Office,  but  it  i»  iinpossfble  for 
them  to  pledge  themselves  in  advance, 
when  everything  remains  uncertain,  and 
when  the  Government  will  not  put  tbeir 
case  before  the  country  as  a  full  pro- 
gramme. One  of  the  main  reasons  given 
why  the  House  is  not  taken  into  f'onfidence 
with  regard  to  the  program ujo  is  that 
foreign  iiatiouB  would  learn  what  ^^hips 
we  intend  to  build,  and  might  thereby  bo 
stimulated  to  increai^ed  activity.  The 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  said  he  did 
not  wish  to  make  a  Hourinh  of  truni|jet5  ; 
but  my  behef  is  that  nearly  every  Naval 
Power  in  Europe  know.s  the  secret.  VV^e 
have  seen  a  very  admirable  sketch  in 
The  Pall  Mall  Gazelle  containing 
information  which  has  been  refused  to 
the  House  of  Commons,  Whether 
that  sebeme  ia  correct  or  not,  it 
must  have  Ijeen  put  forward  by  one 
who  has  a  certain  degree  of  accci^B  to  the 
knowledge  as  to  wluit  is  going  on  in  Her 
Majesty^s  Dockyards,  because  there  is  id 
it  proof  of  a  good  deal  of  technical  in- 
formation. Apart  from  that^  is  it  really 
believed  that  foreign  (iovernmeuts  will 
not  know  what  wo  are  doing  ?  We  know 
what  foreign  Governments  are  doing* 
We  cannot  prevent  them  from  knowin«jf 
what  we  are  doing,  and  I  do  not  mind 
them  knowing,  I  look  iipon  this  pro- 
gramme as  the  embotiiment  of  tlie  dc*cisioo 
of  the  nation  at  hirge,  and  I  do  not.  think 
there  is  any  harm  whatever  in  foreign 
nations  being  acquainled  with  what  we 
are  doing.  I  cannot  admit  that  it  was 
the  publication  of  the  programme  utider 
the  Naval  Defence  Act  of  1889  wbicb 
led  to  increased  shipl>u»ldtng  in  France 
and  Russia.  The  explunation  is  to  be 
sought  rather  in  political  events,  which 
can  be  proved  by  dates,  to  which  I  will 
not  now  refer.  Foreign  nations  onglit 
to  know,  and  I  bt^ieve  they  do  know, 
that  our  Navy  hag  to  perform  a  vast 
number  of  duties  which  are  not  imp»osed 
upon  other  Navies  ;  and  therefore  we 
may  say  to  our  foreign  neighbours  in 
perfect  amity  that  we  must  have  an  over- 
powering Fleet,  because  our  eircumstances 
are  so  entirely  diflerent.  1  have  seen 
foreign  countries  apeak  of  **  aggression  " 
on  our  part.  This  is  simply  nonsense. 
Every  foreign  statesman  and  every 
foreign  journalist  ought  to  knoAV  that 
aggression  is  absolutely  foreign  to  any 
of  the  attempts  which  we  are    making, 
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and  which  we  are  determined  to  continue, 
to  increase  our  Fleet,  I  have  never  been 
wedded  to  the  principle  that  our  Fleet 
should  be  equivalent  or  somewhat  superior 
to  two  foreign  Fleets.  I  do  not  think  that  is 
a  proper  standanl.  We  might  be  involved, 
say,  in  a  war  with  France  and  Kussia, 
and  at  the  same  time  contentious  might 
arise  with  other  Powers,  Jn  those  circum- 
stances we  should  be  in  extreme  difficulty 
if  we  had  to  barter  away  some  of  our 
claims  in  order  to  deal  with  the  situation 
which  had  thus  suddenly  arisen.  Or  suppose 
we  were  at  war  with  America,  an<l  Ruse^ia 
and  France  were  suddenly  to  raise  the 
question  of  Egypt — if  this  country  should 
ever  have  the  misfortune  to  be  engaged 
in  such  a  mighty  war— that  would  be 
the  time  wben  pretensions  would  be 
made  upon  us  from  otber  quarters,  and 
so,  if  we  were  not  ready  to  meet  not  only 
two  Powers,  but  a  larger  combination  of 
Powers,  we  might  be  in  a  position  of 
greiit  danger.  We  must  look  these  things 
in  the  face,  and  the  Government  have 
looked  them  in  the  face,  Tboy  would 
not  have  proposed  such  a  programme 
unless  they  were  aware  of  these  neces- 
sities. 1  will  conclude  my  remarks  with 
the  observation  that,  however  large  the 
proposal  is,  I  think  there  are  grounds  to 
justify  it  on  con siUe rat  ions  of  amity  and 
pe4ice.  It  is  quite  certain  that  the  larger 
our  power  the  more  sure  sbaLl  we  lie  of 
allies  if  ever  we  get  into  difficulty.  Ail 
securities  for  peace  won  Id  be  doubled  by  the 
knowledge  that  wu  were  the  stronger  side. 
1  have  tnado  those  remarks  in  reference 
to  the  suggestion  of  the  Government, 
that  we  ought  to  keep  our  programme 
secret,  because  foreign  nations  ought  not 
to  koow^  what  we  are  doing.  I  can  only 
repeat  that  we  are  entitled  to  know  what 
we  are  doing  upon  every  ground  of 
national  security,  and  there  is  no  qutis- 
tiou  whatever  that  if  foreign  countries 
should  think  it  necessary  to  increase  theu* 
armaments  we  should  still  hold  that  we 
must  still  have  that  superiority  which 
Her  Majesty's  (xovernment  acknowledge 
ought  to  be  maintained,  and  which,  I 
belieTe,  the  country  is,  under  all  circum* 
stances  and  at  any  cost  or  sacritice, 
determines!  to  have. 

TiiK  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Sir  W.Haucoukt,  Derby): 
The  right  boo,  Gentlemau  who  has  just 
sat  down  has,  in  a  long  and  iuterestiog 
apeech,  ranged  over  many  topics,  begin* 
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ninj^  with  the*priiiciple  of  slnp  const  ruc- 
tion ami  ending  with  the  rather  alarming 
.prospect  of  a   iiniversfil   war.     I   do  not 
riuteud  to  deal  either  with  the  first  or  tlje 
[last  topic.      Ati    important    part    of  the 
[right     hou.     (xentleman's    speech     was 
idevoted  to  the    financial  arraugcments  in 
Iconnection  with  our  naval  proposals,  and 
I  to   that   alone  I    shall   address    myself. 
Like  hiraeelf,  I  do  not  desire  to  go  hack 
upon  the  past  or  to   reopen  old  contro- 
versies.     The     right    hon.    Gentleman 
delivered  a  very  touching  fnneral  oration 
over  the  Naval  Defence  Act.  He  seemed 
to  have  beeo  rather  pricked  by  coascieuce 
bec4iase   the    operation  of    the  Imperial 
Defence  Act  and  the  Kaval  Defence  Act 
I  has  been  to  leave  the  nnhappy  Chancellor 
[of  the  Exchequer  who  succeeded   him  to 
I  pay  some  five  millions   of  money  which 
he  himself  was  not  kind  enough  to  meet. 
He  was,  however,  good    enough  to  say 
that  he  gave  me  his  compassion^  and  that 
]  he  wonld  be  ready  to   give  me  his  assist- 
[ance  in  making  good  the  amount,     I  will 
I  try  to  meet  him  on  that   point.     I  will 
not  go  into   the  history    of  what   1  will 
only  call   the  moat    unfortnnate   experi- 
f  meut,  from  the  point  of  view  of  finance, 
►  that  ever  was  made,  nor   will  I  review 
the  sorrows   of  all  the  Departments  who 
have    suffered    in    consequence    of    the 
makiDg  of  that  experiment.     I  will  come 
at  ODce  to  the  leading  principle  which,  in 
ihe  opinion  of  the  Government,  ought  to 
r  direct  our  finance  in  matters  of  this  kind. 
jl  will  take  the  question  ypon  the  broader 
'groatid  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  mentioned.       He  said  perfectly  truly 
that     the     principle     adopted     by     the 
late     Government     waij    to     put    their 
financial  arrangements  into  a  state  which 
was     detiigned    to    protect     themselves 
agaiost      disturbance    or    change    from 
any    cause.     That,    no    doubt,    was    the 
policy  of  the  Naval  Defence  Act  apart 
from  its    particuiar    defects.      But    wo 
absolutely   dissent    from,  and   under    no 
circumstances  would  adopt,  a  policy  of 
that  description.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
said  our  priucipal  objection  had  been 
Mhe  seven  years*  annuity.     That  was 
"^adt  our  principal  objection.     The  objec- 
tion to  the  seven  years*  annuity  was  tliat 
It  was  unfair  that  liabilities  for  constnic- 
liou  should  not  be  met  during  the  period 
I  the  coustniction.  That  was  altogether 
coudary  objection.     Our  fundamental 
'  objection  waa   that  the  system  adopted 


violated  the  first  principles  of  the 
tinancial  constitution  of  this  country, 
which  is  that  the  finance  of  the  Army 
Hud  Navy  and  the  whole  expenditure  of 
this  country  belongs  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  to  the  House  of  Commons 
alone.  The  fundamental  vice  of  the 
Navni  Defence  Act  was  that  it  made  the 
House  of  Lords  the  partner  with  the 
House  of  Commons  iu  dealing  with  the 
finance  of  the  country.  Gentlemen 
fjpposite  nniy  be  disposed  to  ^ive  the 
control  of  the  finance  to  the  House  of 
Lords  and  to  leave  them  to  provide  the 
money.  But,  iu  our  opinion,  the  voting  of 
the  money,  the  control  of  the  money,  and 
the  dealing  with  the  money  belong  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  to  the  House  of 
Commons  alone,  and  it  is  not  for  the 
House  of  Lords  to  say  whetlicr  the 
arrangements  we  make  should  be  changed 
or  not.  Under  a  Naval  Defence  Act 
what  might  happen  ?  The  House  of 
Commons  might  come  to  the  conclusiou 
that  the  arrangements  made  two  or  three 
years  before  were  not  good  arrangements 
and  might  desire  to  change  them,  hut  the 
House  of  Loids  could  say,  ''No;  you 
shall  not  change  them  ;  we  will  not  allow 
ihe  Act  to  he  altered.''  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  traditions  of  the  Con- 
servative Party  are  so  abandoned  that 
they  are  prepared  to  throw  overboard  the 
control  of  the  House  of  Commons  over 
finance.  Certainly  no  one  on  this  side  of 
the  House  would  ever  consent  to  an 
arrangement  of  that  character.  We  all 
know  what  happened  some20  years  ugo  or 
more  with  reference  to  the  Paper  Duty. 
The  House  of  Commons  repelled  the 
Paper  Duty  and  the  House  of  Lords 
rejected  the  Bill,  the  result  being  that 
the  tax  remained  upon  the  people.  What 
was  done  in  coDsequence  of  that  action  of 
tho  House  of  Lords  ?  All  the  finan- 
cial arrangements  of  ihe  year  were 
put  into  one  Bill,  go  that  the  House 
of  Lords  could  not  touch  that 
Bill  without  rejecting  the  whole 
provision  for  the  expenditure  of  the 
country^  and  ever  since  that  it  has  been  a 
fundamental  principle  that  you  shall  not 
have  separate  Bills  dealing  with  financial 
expenditure  which  would  enable  the 
Lords  to  control  expenditure  that  it 
is  the  right  of  the  Commons  alone  to  deal 
with.  Therefore,  on  the  hroad  principle, 
under  no  circumstances  could  we  agree 
to  placing  for  a  period  of  years  the  finan- 
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cial  proposals  of  the  country,  least  of  all 
with  respect  to  the  great  Services  of  the 
Army  and  Navy,  in  a  Statute  which 
would  take  out  of  our  possession  the 
control  and  disposal  of  the  taxes.  That 
is  a  broad  principle,  on  which  we  are 
prepared  to  stand.  It  is  hardly  necessary 
for  me  to  deal  with  the  minor  arguments 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  this  sub- 
ject, though  I  should  have  very  little 
difficulty,  I  think,  in  assuring  him  that 
they  have  as  little  force  as  those  upon 
the  larger  issue.  He  says,  let  the  naval 
proposals  of  the  Government  be  put  in  a 
Statute  so  that  you  may  not  be  able  to 
change  them.  Why  should  you  not  be 
able  to  change  them  ?  He  himself  in  an 
earlier  part  of  his  speech  said  he  did  not 
feel  at  all  sure — and  I  think  it  quite  open 
to  doubt — whether  the  decision  of  the 
present  advisers  of  the  Admiralty  to 
build  a  number  of  big  ships  is  the  best 
decision  that  can  be  arrived  at,  or  whe- 
ther it  might  not  be  better  to  build  a 
smaller  number  of  big  ships  and  a  larger 
number  of  small  ships.  Supposing  you 
found  a  few  years  hence  that  foreign 
countries  are  building  fewer  big  ships 
and  more  small  ones,  what  sense  would 
there  be  in  having  a  Statute  which  would 
prevent  you  making  any  change  in  your 
plans  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
the  advisers  of  the  Admiralty  may  at  one 
time  take  one  view  and  at  another  time 
another  view.  Well,  at  the  respective 
times  at  which  they  form  their  opinions 
they  may  be  perfectly  right,  and,  that 
being  so,  why  should  you  for  six  years 
or  for  any  other  term  prohibit  yourselves 
from  making  changes  which  may  be  very 
beneficial  and  necessary  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  to  the  question  of 
torpedoes.  Supposing  that  during  the 
course  of  the  five  years  you  found  you 
had  not  torpedo-boats  enough,  and  that 
the  country  was  placed  in  great  danger  in 
consequence.  What  is  the  sense  of  bind- 
ing yourself  by  Act  of  Parliament  to  go 
on  building  great  ironclads  when  you 
may  be  exposed  to  great  danger  because 
you  have  not  a  sufficient  number  of 
torpedo-boats  ?  This  system  of  tying 
up  your  hands  and  your  legs  shows  a 
profound  distrust  both  of  the  House  of 
Commons  and  of  the  English  people. 
Why  should  they  not  be  at  liberty  to 
judge  from  time  to  time  what  is  necessary 
for  that  time,  and  whether  the  decision  of 
five  years  previously  cannot  be  modifietl 

Sir  W.  Harcourt 


with  advantage  7  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  we  attach  importance  to  Parlia- 
mentary control.  We  do  attach  import- 
ance to  Parliamentary  control ;  but  by 
Parliamentary  control  we  mean  the  con- 
trol of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  of 
no  one  else.  What  he  means  by  Parlia- 
liamentary  control  is  joint  control  by  the 
House  of  Commons  and  the  House  of 
Lords.  That  is  not  the  Parliamentary 
control  we  contemplate  in  matters  of  this 
description.  As  to  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  about  things  being  done 
by  the  Admiralty  without  the  cognisance 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  I  believe  the 
Admiralty  ought  to  have  the  power  to 
take  upon  itself  the  responsibility  of 
commencing  work  which  it  thinks  neces- 
sary at  the  time  for  the  safety  of  the 
country.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  the  Admiralty  ought  to  take  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  communicating  its 
action  to  the  House  of  Commons  I  en- 
tirely agree  with  him.  I  say,  however, 
that  if  you  find  yourself  all  of  a  sudden 
in  need  of  a  number  of  torpedo-boata 
because  five  years  ago  you  passed  an  Act 
of  Parliament 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  beg  pardon  ;  I 
did  not  say  you  should  not  have  these 
boats,  but  that  you  should  come  to  Parlia- 
ment to  pass  the  money  for  them. 

Sir  W\  HARCOURT  :  I  agree  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  would 
not  say  you  should  not  take  actiou 
because  you  could  not^  ask  Parliament 
beforehand.  If  he  says  the  proper  thing* 
is  to  bring  the  matter  before  the  House  of 
Commons  at  the  earliest  possible  moment, 
I  think  that  is  a  perfectly  reasonable 
view,  and  that  is  what  I  understand  by 
Parliamentary  control.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  also  raised  a  point  about  the 
surrender  of  the  surplus.  It  seema 
to  be  supposed  that  you  cannot  use 
the  surplus  of  one  year  for  work 
in  the  next  year  without  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament. That  is  not  so  at  all.  Sup- 
posing the  Admiralty  spent  £200,000 
less  one  year  than  they  had  supposed 
they  wante<l.  In  that  case,  according  to 
a  rule  which  is  at  the  root  of  all  your 
finances,  and  which  it  would  inflict  great 
injury   on  your  finance  to  depart  fron^ 
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the  £20?,000  mn^^t  be  siiiTendered  at  the 
end  of  tbe  year,  but  it  does  not  neeos* 
sariiy  go  into  tJie  Sinking  Fund  In  be 
applied  to  the  reduction  of  the  Nfttional 
Debt,  All  yon  have  to  do  next  year  is 
to  get  Parliament  to  re- vote  the  money, 
and  it  will  then  enmo  into  use  next  year 
just  as  if  it,  liad  been  placed  in  a  Naval 
Defence  Act  Therefore,  all  these  ob- 
jections retspeoting  the  difficulty  of  the 
Admiralty  being  obliged  to  spend  in 
&  parttcnhir  ycnr  money  which  it  does 
not  want  are  entirely  imaginary, 

Mr.  GOSCHKN  :  May  I  a^k  whether, 
if  the  money  is  not  spent,  it  doct^  not  go 
into  the  Sinking  Fund  ? 

Sir  W,  HARCOUET  ;  No. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Tlien  it  h  a  new 
«$yi»tem. 

Sir  W,  HAKCOURT:  No;  it  waP 
iQtroduced  long  before  either  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  or  I  went  to  the  Treasury, 
According  to  all  sound  pritieiples  you 
Burreuder  the  money  that  is  not  spent 
and  to  have  the  advantn»re  of  that  money  ; 
jou  re-vote  it  under  the  authority  of  the 
House  of  Common8»  In  my  opinion,  that 
h  &  system  intinitely  better  in  admitiis- 
tration  than  any  Act  of  the  character  of 
the  Naval  Defence  Act,  Those  are  the 
reasons  why  the  Government  cannot 
adopt  the  poliey  of  the  late  ParUament 
and  the  late  Government  of  placing  prae- 
dealiy  for  five  years  the  naval  expendi- 
ture of  the  country  out  of  the  eontrr*!  of 
the  Houflc  of  Commons,^  That  is  a 
«y«tera  we  object  to  in  principle  and 
wUieb  we  say  i^*  bad,  beeaine  it  may  pre- 
vent you  from  making  certain  payments 
that  may  he  required.  Supposing,  for 
instance,  in  the  course  of  the  next  five 
years  the  political  condition  of  Europe 
should  change  very  much  for  the  better — 
which  (^od  grant  it  may  !  Suppose  the 
House  of  Common:*  thinks  that  the  new 
arrangements  place  great  bnrdens  upon 
the  people,  and  that  they  j«hould  be 
lightened,  is  it  for  the  Bouse  of  Lords 
to  say,  **  You  ?;hall  not,"  and  to  say  tbat 
**  For  five  years  you  j*ha!l  make  no 
change  ?  "       That  is  a  system  in  which 


we  cotdd  not,  under  any  cireurastances^ 
concur.  There  ia  only  one  point  more 
which  I  wish  to  refer  to*  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  on  the  question  of  the 
liability  imposed  npon  us  under  tiiis 
scheme.  My  right  bon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  has  stated  why  the 
Government  do  not  flunk  itwonld  be  de- 
sirable to  make  pnldic  what  they  con- 
sider to  ho  the  whole  of  their  programme. 
Tt  i.^  not  necessary  that  I  ^boukl  repeat 
tbat.  They  consider  it  a  question  of 
high  policy  that  all  thing*^  should  not  be 
published  upon  the  bousotop,  and  are 
therefore  not  disposed  to  pnblisb  every- 
thing they  intend  to  do.  Of  course,  with 
regard  to  onr  liabilities  present  and  future, 
we  cannot,  unless  we  are  prepared  to 
make  public  all  our  programme,  de- 
clare at  the  present  time  what  they 
will  be»  For  instance,  in  the  ease  of 
certain  ships,  it  is  a  fact  that  the  con- 
tracts are  not  yet  concluded,  and  yet  we 
were  calmly  asked  to-night  to  give  a  de- 
tailed account  of  their  cost,  I  do  not 
suppose  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  gave 
ihe  minimum  and  maximum  amounts  to 
he  expended  on  ships  hefore  the  contracts 
were  completed, 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Do  I  nnderstanct 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  the 
Government  can  never  statoto  the  Hotise 
of  Commons  what  our  proposed  ships 
will  cost  until  he  has  himself  passed  or 
accepted  the  contracts  for  their  comple- 
tion ?  Is  that  in  accordance  with  the 
idea  of  Parliamentary  control  ? 

Sir  VV.  HARCOURT  :  1  appeal  to 
business  men  whether  it  is  practical  to 
puldish  the  price  of  ships  whilst  the  eon- 
tracts  are  being  niade.  The  repl^vto  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  r^ucss^'iou  seems  to 
be  a  matter  only  of  comfiou  sense.  The 
right  hon,  Geutlemai^i  jtj^o  asked  me  a. 
question  which  I  wi^^  father  surprised  at. 
He  wante«l  to  ki^ow  what  provision  I 
was  going  to  niakc  for  the  next  few 
years, 

Mr.  Gf^>sCHEN  :  Unless  and  until 
we  kuo^;^,  these  matters  it  will  be  impos- 
sible f^^j,  ug  to  judge  of  them  fairly. 

^,m  W.  HARCOCRT  :  I  do  not  wish 
^%  deal  with  these  matters  in  a  contro- 
versial spirit,  but  I  thought  it  desirable* 
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to  state  very  distinctly  that  we  are  at 
issue  with  the  late  Gavernmeiit  ou  the 
qoestion  of  finance.  We  are  not  in 
favour  of  dealing  with  this  matter  hy  a 
Statute,  and  we  do  not  wish  to  preets  the 
financial  matters  so  that  thej  will  be  at 
the  mercy  of  the  vett)  of  the  lionise  of 
Lords.  Moreover^  we  are  nn willing  to 
Hiake  any  arrangements  which  would 
deprive  the  HtHnie  of  ComiiioriH  of  its 
disi!retion  to  d<^al  with  the  matter  at  any 
time  it  thiiiks  tit  if  for  any  reasons  what- 
ever these  arrangements  should  be  modi- 
fied. We  think  these  are  reasonable 
principles  and  the  grounds  upon  which 
the  Government  have  reverted  to  the  old 
Constitutional  policy  and  the  reason  why 
we  do  not  propose  to  follow  the  new 
example  set  us  tn  the  Naval  Defence  Act 
of  the  last  Parliament. 

•Loitii  G.  HAMILTON  (Midillesex, 
Ealing)  :  I  have  listened  with  great  sur- 
prise to  the  speech  of  the  right  hoiL 
Gentleman.  It  places  an  eutirely  dif- 
ferent aspect  upon  what  we  have  been 
told  was  the  naval  pfilicy  of  the  Govern- 
ment. We  have  been  told  in  tht^  clearest 
way  that  the  Government  are  committed 
to  a  five  years'  programme,  every  detail 
of  wbieb  has  been  thought  out  and  cure- 
fully  elaborated,  and  t!iat  it  was  only  for 
reasons  of  "high  state*'  that  the  Go- 
vernment decline  to  phtee  tlie  House  in 
full  possession  of  their  scheme^  Then 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Excbeipier  comes 
forward  and  entirely  pooh-poohs  the 
whole  idea  of  a  five  years^  .scheme.  One 
of  the  great  disadvantages,  he  says,  of 
having  a  binding  Act  is  that  one  ran  not 
alter  one's  mind  before  the  five  years 
expire,  and  he  has  hinted  that  unlooked- 
for  circumstances  might  arise  when  the 
power  to  make  a  change  would  he 
dtsimble.  With  that  explanation 
vanishes  ?J I  hope  of  a  continuous  pro- 
gramme. I  /J ways  had  grave  donbts 
whether  Her  Majei^ty's  Government 
mean  what  I  can  only  describe  as  **^ serious 
business."  It  is  impossible  to  bind  the 
House  or  the  country  to  any  scheme  of 
which  they  had  not  full  kDowlerlge,  and  it 
is  clear  thatif  the  scheme  of  which  wo  heard 
so  much  is  not  referred  to  tlie  Mouse  of 
Commons  in  its  eutiroty,  when  the  suc- 
cessors of  Her  Majesty's  Government — 
suppo?*ing  there  were  a  change  of  a*!- 
roiidstratiou  —  proposed  in  a  future 
Session  to  continue  the  sclieme,  it 
would  be  in  the  power  of  geutle" 
<5»  //I  ffarcourt 


men  below  the  Gangway  opposite  who 
have  helped  the  Government  to  keep 
their  plans  secret  ro  object.  Who  is  to 
be  believed— those  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment who  tell  us  that  tbey  are 
pledged  to  a  five  years*  scheme  or  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  who  in  a  light  and  airy 
way  lias  absolutely  demolished  the  idea 
of  a  fi  ve  y  ejirs'  co n  t i n  uou s  pol  \ cy  ?  1' h e 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  a 
speech  altogether  free  from  Party  re- 
crimiTiation  has  shown  the  House  in  th© 
clearest  way  that  any  scheme  extending 
over  a  number  of  years  cannot  lie  effec- 
tive unless  it  is  associated  with  abusiness- 
like  procedure^  which  he  submitted  with 
reference  to  ih^  present  proposal  is* 
not  likely  lo  be  the  case.  He  pointed 
out  the  resulti*  aehievej<l  bv  an  expendi- 
ture of  i'21,(K>0,CK)0.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchec|uer  has  also  said  that  the 
House  of  Lords  ought  to  have  nothing 
whatever  to  do  witli  the  control  of  the 
national  expenditure.  An  excellent 
sentiment  !  But  the  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man wheir  be  maile  that  statement  forgot 
that  there  is  a  very  distinguished  and 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty 
at  the  present  moment  who  is  nuunly 
responsil/le  for  the  naval  expenditure  of 
this  country.  It  is  a  curious  fact  that 
the  riglit  hou.  Gentleman  has  never  been 
a  Member  of  a  Had  leal  Administration  iu 
which  the  FJrt^t  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
was  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
The  Hotise  of  Lords  umst  not  interfere 
with  the  i»ational  expenditure  !  Was  a 
more  ridiculous  proposition  than  that  ad- 
vanced by  the  Ciiaucellor  of  the  Ex- 
cbetjuer  ever  put  forward  .^  I  wilJ  just 
ask  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  to 
recollect  his  own  experience.  In  1886-7 
he  was  Cbunceltor  of  the  Exchequer  ; 
and  lie  had  In  provide  a  large  isum  under 
a  scheme  of  expenditure  upon  the  Navy, 
a  sum  greater  than  was  anticipated  l>e- 
cause  the  scheme  of  that  day  was  not 
ast?ociated  with  but*iu ess-like  procedure^ 
and  consequently  the  Estinmtes  were  in- 
creased. But  how  did  the  right 
lion.  (Gentleman  meet  the  dittic"dly  *t 
He  suspended  the  Sinking  Fund, 
and  a  Bill  to  that  effect  went  to  the 
House  of  Lords  for  their  sanction.  Why* 
Sir,  it  is  mere  platform  claptrap  to 
pretend  that  the  Naval  Defence  Act 
deprives  the  House  of  Commons  of  corw 
trol    or    supervision    of   details    iu    this 
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expenditure*      If    the    majoriry    of    thii« 
Hou»e   did    uot   approve    of    the    Naval 
Defetice   Act    they    had    hut    to   put    if 
into  nil  Act  of  ParliameTit  and  send  it  up 
to  the  HouAe  of  Loni^^,  aud  the  Hoiij^e  of 
Lords    would    have    no    option    hut   to 
assent.    The  olgect  of  the  Naval  Defence 
Act  wag  not  to  give  the  House  of  Lords 
a    control    ru    national    expenditure,    btit 
to    insure    that,    unless    strong    reasons 
were  given  which   should   convince   the 
House    of   Commons,    there    should    not 
be  any  interterence  with  the  coiitiniioHs 
prosecution  of  the  process*  of  shipliuildioir 
which  was  supposed  to  Ina  esHential  for 
the  national  safety.     Let  us  look  at  this 
matter    seriously.     Do    liie   Government 
mean    husiues**  or   not    in    thiw   matter  ? 
The  Government  hud  asked  tlie  House  to 
•6660 1    to    a    fra*;^mentary    proposal    in- 
rolvin^  a  liahiHty  of  £14,000,000  ster- 
ling for  Bhiphuildtng  alone.     Tlie  Press 
have  piiblishe<l  various  statements  which 
supply     the     rest    of     the    information 
coDcemin^     the     Government     scheme. 
Whether  they  are  accurate  or  not,  1  am 
convinced  from  my  own  experience,  and 
by  the  light  of  the  advice  of  those  with 
whom    I    have  been    associatetl,  that  if 
there  is  a  five  years'  scheme  the  amount 
lo  be  spent  for  sliipbuilding  cannot  be 
1«58  thau  £25,0Cm,O0O,     To  this  amount 
tbCFTG  has  to  Im  added  at  least  £o,00(>,000 
for  the  Ordnance  Vote  ;  so  that,  assuming 
the     Admiralty    have     their     way,    the 
scheme     involves     an     expenditure     of 
£30,t>0(),000.      This    expenditure   rep  re- 
dents  an  enormous  iiulustrial  undertaking; 
tt  18  a  gigantic  manufacturing  enterprise;  ! 
and    surely  if  the    House    is   in   earnest 
it  ought  to   insist  upon  seeing   that   so 
gigantic    an    expenditure    is    associateil 
with    a    business-like    procedure.     The 
Government,  however,  has  no  procedure 
whatever.     To    the    surprise    of    every 
financial   authority   on    this  aide  of   the 
House  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  read  out  a  statement  stating  money 
can  be  re- voted  out  of  the  cash  balances 
of  the  preceding  year  for  the  relief  of  the 
fiubsequeut   year.      So    far  as    I  know, 
such    a   course    has    never    been   taken 
before. 

8irt  W,  HARCOURT  :  The  sum  was 
voted  out  of  the  money  for  this  year* 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  I  understand 
the  proposal  to  be  this  :  a  certain  sum  of 
money  tb  not  spent,  and  the  purpose  or 
liability  for  which  that  money  was  voted 


is  carried  over  to  next  year.     Therefore, 
there    is   in   tuhlitiou   to  these   liabilities 
this    transferreil    liability  from   the   pre- 
ceding   year.     The   Chancellor    of    the 
Exchequer    pretends    that    the    money 
can    be   voted   (iUt   of  the  cash   balance 
of    the    preceding    year,    althouj;;jh     the 
account  has  been  closed.     [Sir  W,  Hak* 
GOVHT  I  No, J     At  any  rate,  the   Chan* 
celior  of  the  Exchequer  is,  it  appears  to 
me,    suggesting    a    principle   of   greater! 
financial  irregularity  than  any  of  which 
his     predecessors    in    Ottice    have    l>een 
guilty.     When  the  late  Government  pro- 
pos*3^1    the    procedure    nmler    the    Naval 
Defence  Act  they   hail   in   their  recollec- 
tion the   difficulties   which   their  prede- 
cessors had  to  encounter.     One  was  the 
substitution  of  steel   for  wood   in  ship- 
building,   a    change    which   rendered    it 
ahnost  impossible  to  continue  the  system 
of   shipl>uilditig    under    the    system    of 
annual  Votes,     Since  steel  has  taken  the 
phfcce  of  timber   it  must   be  remembered  ] 
that  nearly   all  the  parts  of  a  ship  are 
made  of  steel,  and  are  supplied  direct  by 
the  contractor  and  afterwards  worked  up 
in  the  ship  asfast  as  the  material  arrives. 
The  progress  of  a  ship  depends  on   the 
supply  of  steel,  au<l   the  supply   of  steel 
'  depends    on    the    state   of  trade    in    the 
country  ;    and    the    national    finance   is 
liable    to  be  upset  by  the  i  nre  go  la  ri  ties 
of    contractors     resulting     either     from 
periods    of   brisk   or    dull    trade.      The 
Chancellor   of    the    Exchequer    will    no 
doubt  remember  the  difiicuity   he  had  to 
contend  with   in    1886-87,  when  he  was 
first  appoiritod  to  the  Office  he  oowhokls. 
Lord  Northbrook  proposed  a  shipbuild- 
ing programme  which  in  its  entirety  was 
a   small    one,    amounting    to   something 
like   £:^,OtXJ,tRtt),      In   the   second    year 
there    was    a    miscalculation     of     over 
£500,000,  and  this  miscAleulation  upset 
the  Budget.     The  result  of  an   absence 
of    business  *  hke    proceilore,    therefore, 
forced  the  House  of  Commons   to  upset 
the  business-like  method   by  which  the  j 
Natioiml    Debt  was    reduced.       It    was 
because  the  late  Government  had   this 
knowledge   before   them    that   the   pro- 
cedure    of     the     Naval     Defence    Act 
was      adopted.       And      it      was     for- 
tunate     they      did     so.        One      year 
they    were    no    less     thau    £1,000,000 
ottt     of      their     calculation,     aod     this 
through    no    fault    of    the    Admiralty. 
It   was   due   to   two  reasona— one,   tb© 


251 


Supplf/^Navy 


{COMMONS}  Estimates,  1894-5. 


252 


railway  strike  iu  Scotlaml ;  and,  setiorid, 
the  inability  of  the  founders  and  eon- 
tractors  to  siipjdj  heavy  steel  ca!?tingSj  so 
that  they  were  absohjtely  UDabte  to  lay 
dowu  the  v^estpels.  Now  let  us  see  how 
that  'Would  upset  the  cahmlatioiis  of  the 
Chaueellor  of  the  Ex<:hequer  if  his  esti- 
mates are  at  the  last  mo  men  t  disturbed 
in  that  way.  It  is  to  the  iuterest  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  aud  the 
Treasury  to  see  tliat  any  ooutimious 
scheme  of  sbipbuildiujL^  is  at*sociatetl  w^tth 
a  procedure  which  will  distribute  the 
coat  over  a  number  of  years,  and  mini- 
mise as  ranch  a^  possible  any  disturbance 
of  the  Estimates,  I  lulmit,  however, 
that  the  speeeh  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
ErX chequer  is  one  wliich  rai^ses  grave 
doubts  in  my  mind  as  to  whether  he 
seriously  contemplates  the  prosecution  of 
thin  great  scheme.  I  have  always 
understood  that  when  the  late  Govern- 
ment was  iu  Office  the  great  objection  to 
the  procedure  of  the  Naval  Defence  Aet 
was  that  it  postponetJ  liabilities.  That 
was,  I  think,  the  ^eat  charge  made  by 
the  Party  oj>posite  against  us*  But  if 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  does 
not  mean  to  stop  this  f\\^  years'  scheme, 
and  if  it  is  to  lie  pushed  through,  the 
Flouse  is  asked  to  asseut  to  it  without 
knowing  the  fnll  extent  of  the  liability, 
I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  show  l>oforo 
1  sit  down  that  if  the  Admiralty  are  to 
cany  out  a  five  years*  scheme^  that 
scheniG  muat  necessitate  double  the  in- 
creased cost  which  is  proposed  in  the 
preseut  Esti unites.  It  is  only  fair  to  the 
House  and  to  I  he  country  in  these  cir- 
cUDQstAOces  til  at  the  Government  should 
take  both  into  their  confidence,  and  that 
tbey  should  make  known  w4iat  were  the 
dimensions  of  the  scheme,  I  was  dis- 
posetl  to  look  upon  the  proposal  as  a 
large,  far-seeing,  and  progressive  scheme^ 
aud  I  was  prepared  to  congratulate  the 
Government  on  bringing  it  forward,  and 
to  assure  them  of  \\\q  assistance  of  the 
Opposition  in  carrying  it  through  to  its 
proper  consummation.  But  after  the 
speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, filled  as  it  was  with  taunts^  and 
being  doubtful  w^hcther  there  was  not 
8omo  change  of  opinion  among  Her 
Majesty's  advisers,  who  at  the  last 
moment  had  fallen  into  line  with  public 
opinion,  I  am  afraid  that  they  are  now 
only  prepared  to  propose  Estimates  for 
one  year,  and  to  make  no  provision  for 
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meeting  the  expendit»ire  of  subsequent 
years,  I  am  not  finding  fault  with 
the  magnitude  of  the  scheme  which  the 
figures  reveal  ;  but  I  want  the  Houso 
and  the  coimtry  to  know  that  we  are  so 
far  pledged  to  those  proposals  that  there 
will  not  hereafter  he  any  special  objec- 
tion or  obstruction  to  their  realisatioD 
should  there  he  any  change  of  Govern- 
ment or  any  fresh  appeal  to  the  electors. 
With  additional  allowances  for  iicw^  ships 
it  is  clear  that  by  this  sbipbuihliug 
scheme  £22,(X)0,t>00  will  have  to  be  pro- 
vided during  the  next  four  years,  ami 
that  involves  an  average  Shipbuilding 
Vote  of  £5,500,000.  But  the  present 
Vote  is  only  £4,500,(K>0— a  diiferenee  of 
£1,000,000' a  year.  Surely  the  House 
ought  to  be  told  what  the  Government's 
intentions  are.  In  the  only  two  ship- 
building programmes  which  have  been 
laid  before  the  House  of  recent  years,  the 
whole  scheme  and  expenditure  were  at 
once  declared.  If  the  late  Government 
were  wrong,  as  we  have  been  so  often 
told,  in  postponing  liabilitieH,  how-  much 
worse  are  the  present  Government  in  con- 
ceal ing  liabilities  !  I  have  calculated  that 
there  mnat  he  at  least  an  increase 
of  £500,(XH>  iu  the  Ordnance  Vote  for 
the  next  four  years.  Then  with  regard 
to  the  Works  Vote.  No  doubt  the 
Works  Vote  appears  to  be  of  large 
dimensions,  but  naval  mobilisation  is 
quite  different  from  military  mobilisation* 
Aft  there  are  only  three  large  ports — 
Chatham,  Devon  port,  aud  Portsroonth — 
where  the  ships  can  take  in  stores  and 
guns,  it  is  essential  for  purposes  of  cou- 
centrntion  to  have  a  large  extension  of 
the  accommodation  at  each  port.  With- 
out that,  rapid  mobiliaation  would  be  im- 
possible. Therefore,  I  entirely  agree 
with  the  Admiralty  in  lookiujj  forward 
to  a  large  scheme  of  works  iu  connection 
witli  the  naval  arsenals  of  the  country  ; 
but  the  amount  of  money  which  they  take 
for  the  prosecution  of  those  plans  is 
clearly  insufficient.  It  may  he  suflicient 
for  the  preseut  year,  but  for  the  next 
four  years  there  must  lie  an  average  ia- 
crease  of  £250,000.  When  the  Home 
Secretary  was  electioneering  lately  in 
Berwickshire,  he  attacked  the  late  Board 
of  Admiralty  so  ferociously  that  it  is 
necessary  to  take  notice  of  what  he  said. 
The  Board  of  Admiralty  is  not  entirely 
composed  of  politicians  ;  and  though  I 
do  not   attach  mueh  importance  to  aay 
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*  attack  made  iu  tfie  heat  of  un  election, 
tlie  dbtinguishod  nuval  officers  witii 
whom  I  wiis  asj*oclate»l,  »iid  to  whom  the 
attack  oquftl!y  applitnl,  value  their  pro- 

I  fesaiorial  reputations.     Tfie  Home  Secro- 

\tSLTy  said — 

*I  am  Anxiotis  tbiit  the  country  fthnuld  not^ 
'  the  difference  between  u«r  policy  and  that  of 
our  pratecessors.  We  have  not  been  content 
with  building  a  number  of  additional  shijm 
withoat  making:  aildiiional  provision  for  tbe 
xoem  to  taan  them/* 

Or,  to  state  it   hi  plain   terms,  that  the 

Iftte  Board  of  Admintlty,  inehkltng  Wth 

civilian  and  naval  officers,  were  guilty  of 

the  egregious  folly  of  building   ii  large 

!  number  of  ships  without  making  an 
elTort  to  man  them.  What  are  the 
facts  ?  The  total  number  of  men  required 
to  man  and  officer  every  single  ship  built 
tiader  the  Naval  Defence  Aet  wa2> 
21,984.  While  those  ships  were  in 
course  of  construction  a  number  of  older 

lehipfi  passed  out  of  commission,  and  their 
crews,  numbering  o,(K)0  men,  were  freed 
for  other  service.  Thus  l7,tM)0  additional 
men    were   required   altogether    by    tbe 

"  "Naval  Defence  Act,     The  late  Board  of 

[Admiralty  resigned  18  months  ago,  or 
nearly  two  years  before  tbe  la<jt  ship  was 
completed^  They  had  then  added  to  the 
active  list  12,700  men,  o,.5(X)  to  tbe 
Naval  Reserve,  and  1,000  to  the  Peti- 
fiioDer  Reserve,  making  a  total  of  over 
19,000.  Probably  the  Home  Secretary 
will  see  that  some  apology  from  him  is 
due  to  tbe  distinguished  naval  men  against 
whom  he  made  an  unjustifiable  attack 
upon  an  utterly  ynfounded  statement. 
With  respect  to  the  present  programme, 
at  least  26,000  men  will  be  required  to 
man  the  ships  to  be  built  during  the 
next  five  years.  Assuming  that  3,000 
men  will  be  available  from  ships  passing 
out  of  commission,  23,000  will  remain  to 
be  provided  for  during  the  next  four 
jears.  A  considerable  number  will  come, 
I  think,  from  the  Naval  Reserve  ;  and  if 
4,500  men  are  atlded  to  the  active  list 
each  year  during  the  next  fowr  years  an 
increase  of  £l,4O0,CX)O  in  the  Estimates 
will  be  involved.  That,  together  with 
the   other   increase    I    have    mentioned, 

[  amounts  to  a  total  increase  of  at  least 
£3,000,000  in  order  to  give  efTect  to  this 
five  years'  scheme.  If  the  Govern- 
raenl    are    iu    earnest     they    ought    to 

Lfftve  some   indication   of   that   increase. 

[Bttrelj  that   is   incumbent    upon    them. 


Supposing  there  should  be  a  change  of 
Government,  the  new  Board  of  Admiralty 
would  be  attacked  at  once  for  merely 
attempting  to  carry  out  their  predeces- 
sors* policy,  on  the  ground  that  tbe 
expenditure  bad  been  concealed  from  the 
country.  That  would  be  a  great  obstacle 
to  a  continuous  naval  policy.  Surely, 
then,  in  tbe  interests  of  fair  play,  and  in 
order  to  consummate  theirown  scheme,  the 
(Tovernment  ought  to  take  tbe  House 
more  into  tbeir  confidence,  and  give  some 
information  concerning  the  scben^e  they 
were  putting  forward-  Now,  Sir,  I  think 
there  has  never  been  in  any  Estimates  so 
little  information  afforded  as  to  the  cost 
of  particular  ships.  The  Financial 
Secretary  stated  that  it  was  not  advisable 
ro  do  so,  because  several  ships  bad  not 
been  put  out  to  contract.  But  tbe 
Terrible  and  Powerfut  had  been  con- 
tracted for,  and  why  should  not  tbe  coat 
of  these  vessels  be  stated  ? 

Sm  IL  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
I  have  no  objection  to  give  tbe  in- 
formation. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  But  it  is 
not  here.  It  ought  to  he  in  the  Estiniatea, 
and  it  is  not. 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
When  1  said  there  was  no  objection  to 
give  the  information,  I  should  have 
added,  **  provided  there  are  no  subsidiary 
contracts  pending.'* 

•Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  I  think  I 
have  shown  clearly  that  tbe  House  must 
have  more  information  given.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  can  hardly  expect  that 
the  House  will  be  satisfied  with  the  tone 
in  which  his  announcements  have  been 
made  as  to  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Now, one  or  two  words  with  respect 
to  the  criticisms  of  tbe  hon.  Member  for 
West  Belfast  and  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Frientl  the  Member  for  the  Hoblernesa 
Division.  A  very  good  reply  might  lie 
made  to  tbe  criticisms  they  advaneotl. 
Both  hon.  Members  attacked  the  Ad- 
miralty for  not  arming  old  vessels  with 
modern  guns.  I  personally,  perhaps,  am 
more  responsible  than  anyone  else  for 
the  policy  pursued.  The  defence  is  that 
the  long  modern  guns  are  not  suitalde 
for  the  broadside  ships  designed  to  carry 
short  guns.  I  wish  that  some  day  the 
Admiralty  would  try  the  experiment  of 
putting  several  of  these  long  guns  on  a 
broadside  ship,  and  when  firing  them  at 
the  extreme  angle  make  the  critics  work 
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the  guus.  These  oM  vessels  were  not 
Iniih  for  long  guns  ;  aoJ  be  it  a  turret- 
ship  or  burbette,  the  diameter  of  the 
turret  or  barbette  must  regulate  the 
length  of  the  guns  put  into  it*  There 
is  great  difHculty  in  working  the  gunij 
of  such  vessels,  beoause  in  consequence 
of  the  extra  weight  of  the  vessels 
produced  hj  the  heavy  ammmeuts  they 
are  deeply  inirnerseil.  My  own  view  la 
til  at  these  vessels,  ex<iellent  as  they  are, 
should  be  equipped  with  the  gnu^  of 
vessels  of  their  own  date.  The  gnus 
with  which  they  are  armed  are  good 
\r\{n^  of  their  date,  and  in  penetration 
and  accuracy  of  fire  are  quite  equal  to 
the  hreech-loadiiig  guns  of  that  time.  1 
quite  agree  with  both  my  hon,  Fi*ieuds 
in  one  eritieism,  and  that  t?  that  it 
is  essential  under  mwlerti  naval  condi- 
tions that  vessels  should  be  built  as  long 
and  of  as  high  a  freeboard  as  possible. 
It  is  curious  to  notice  the  vessels  built 
l»etween  1860  and  1870  and  compare 
them  with  those  built  between  1870  and 
1880,  The  vessels  of  the  earlier  period 
are  magnificent  specimens  of  naval  archi- 
tecture, and  they  are  still  looked  upon 
by  naval  officers  as  useful  either  as  battle- 
ships or  cruiHers*  But  thosobuiit  during 
the  later  period  cannot  be  placed  in  that 
category <  They  uudoubtedly  fail,  and 
though  they  might  be  useful  as  coast- 
guard vessels,  I  do  not  think  any  Admiral 
would  care  to  have  them  on  his  list  of 
battleships.  A  certain  moral  may  be 
drawn  from  tbe  failure  of  these  vessels. 
There  were  two  iutlueuces  operating 
upon  the  Admiralty  at  that  time  ;  one, 
the  opinion  of  naval  officers,  who  were 
anxious  to  shorten  vessels  in  order  that 
they  might  be  handier  and  easier  to 
steer  ;  and  the  other,  the  views  of  the 
mechanical  engineers,  who  were  anxious 
to  Increase  the  size  of  the  guns  m  order 
to  show  what  the  profession  could  do. 
The  result  was  that  the  Admiralty 
gradually  drifted  until 
came  mere  rafts  with 
having  heavily -armed 
and  carrying  heavy  guns,  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  if  the  Admiralty  were  in 
error  they  were  fon-ed  by  outside  public 
opinion  to  adopt  these  vessels.  If  the 
Admiralty  had  been  left  alone  there 
would  not  have  been  so  many  failures 
to  regret,  and  I  think  we  may  safely 
iesve  the  naval  officers  at  the  Admiralty, 
with  such  outside  opinions  as  they  wish  to 
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call  in  on  certain  points,  to  design  vessels 
in  future.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff 
has  himself  handsomely  acknowledged 
that  in  liis  judgment  tliere  has  been  a 
marked  improvement  in  the  designs  of 
vessels  during  the  last  few  years.  We 
have  heard  a  good  deal  about  the  22 
torpedo-boat  destroyers  which  the  right 
hon.  Geiitlomnn  ordered,  1  do  not  in 
the  least  dispute  the  necessity  for  that 
order,  but  as  the  late  Chancellor  of  tbe 
Exchequer  has  pointed  out,  the  assent  of 
the  House  should  have  been  obtained 
before  these  orders  were  placed.  I  b&<i 
tlie  advantage  the  other  day  of  seeing 
one  of  the  first  specimens  of  them,  and 
1  think  the  name  torpedo-boat  destroyer 
is  misleading.  They  are  nothiog  more 
nor  less  than  large  torpedo-boats,  and  eo 
much  do  they  resemble  iheni  that  at  a 
couple  of  hundred  yards  they  cannot  be 
distinguished  from  tor|>edo-boiits.  They 
are  very  fast,  and  fully  answer  the  aoti- 
cipations  of  their  designers.  They  are 
intended  to  protect  the  commerce  and 
Navy  of  this  country  from  the  attacks 
of  torpedo-boats.  I  doubt  whether 
they  will  \m  able  to  perform  that  duty. 
The  main  danger  of  tor[)edo-boat  attack 
is  at  nights  It  is  impossible  to  suppose 
that  a  |K>rt  can  be  masked  or  blockaded 
by  such  vessels  in  bad  weather.  If  we 
want  vessels  for  this  night-work  it  is 
essential  they  should  be  bigger,  aod 
there  should  be  more  protection  for  the 
men  |>erform)ng  such  duty.  In  tbe  new 
programme  there  are  a  considerable 
number  of  small  vessels.  My  own 
opinion  is  strongly  in  favour  of  large 
vessels.  The  more  one  considers  the 
particular  danger  which  threatens  our 
naval  suprenuicy  the  more  he  will  see 
that  it  is  incumbent  upon  this  country  to 
spend  more  money  on  hirge  ships  and 
less  on  small  ships.  The  peculiarity  of 
the  naval  situation  in  Europe  at  present 
is  this  r  that  not  ouly  has  a  considerable 
number  of  foreign  (unions  spent  large 
sums  on  big  ships,  but  when  those  big 
ships  are  complete  they  will  be  kept  at 
home.  Tiierc  has  never  been  so  much 
coucentnUed  navnl  force  in  European 
waters  as  at  the  present  time.  The 
French  have  a  most  powerful  fleet  at 
Toulon,  and  they  do  not  send  their  big 
vessels  abroad.  We,  on  the  other  hand, 
have  large  interests  to  protect  in  all  parts 
of  the  world,  and  it  is  necessary  we  should 
build   a  larger  number  of  small 
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tbftu    foreign  natioDs,       If    we    plioiild 

be     etigageil      in     a     war,      tbe     first 

fuuetioD  of  tbe  Navy  would  be  to  niaiii- 

tain    our    sypremacy    at    sea,    am!    the 

second — in  my  judgment  a  wiiolly  neeoii- 

dary  duty — to  protect  tbe  oouimerce  ii|it>i3 

the  sea.     So   long  as  we  biive  com  m ami 

of  the  8ea  it  is  easy  eiioiigb  to  give  prii- 

ution  to    eoitimerfe,    but    tlic    niomeiit 

re  lose  eomniaud  of  the  seu   no  jimonnt 

^f  fiiiiall  vessels  in  all  part.s  of  tbe  world 

ronid  avail    us.     We  are  short   of  big 

tiips,  but  we  have  a  considerable  excess 

"  small  vessels  over  foreign  nations,  and 

b  ere  fore,  unless  some  very  strong  reason 

%i\  be  given  for  the  contrary,  1  hope  the 

Jbiwieellor    of    tbe    E-xcliequer    and  the 

lovernment  will  eon.sider  tbe  propriety  of 

al>8tilnting  a  small  number  of  large  ves- 

els  for  a  greater  nnnibcT  of  small  ouej^. 

rbe  Financial  iSecretary  .•stated  the  other 

that    these   cruisers    were    to   be 

bed*     That    means   that   they  have 

go  to  distant  parts  of  tbe  world,  but 

[ley  have  nothing  to  figbt  there.  Foreign 

iitioii8  sent  their  old  or  abnost  obsolete 

^esBels  away   on   snch    duty.      When   a 

Uruggle  doet*  tuko   place  it  will   be   t\m 

ivtiou  which  has  tbe  most  large  slnjis  in 

Saropean  waters  that  will  win  the  battle. 

That  being  so,  we  ought  to  strengtberi 

►urselveiS  in  large  vessels,  and  not  fritter 

ray  our  money  in  small  vessels*     Apart 

ora  that,  tbe  larger  vessel  is   the  better 

Dveerment.     The  bigger  th*^  vessel   tbe 

Qger  it    remains    an   eficetlve    fighlhjg 

lip  ;  the  smaller  the  vessel   the  sooner 

11  becomes    ol>solete.     Tiiere   is  another 

reason,    and    one   which    1   urge  in   the 

Dtereets  of  the  Admiralty,     The  Colo- 

lial    Otiiee  and   tbe    Foreign   Office  are 

Jways    putting  pressure  on   the    Admi- 

ulty  to  send  a  ship  here  and  a  ship  there 

-to  hoist  tbe  flag,  to   protect  some  \uiv* 

licular  industry,  to  accelerate  some   little 

i pi  oua a ti  c  d  i  ffi  c  u  1  ty ,     T  h  i s  w  o  r k  m  u  s  t  I  >e 

ane,  but  there  is  a  limit  to  tbe   number 

tbe  ships  wbieli  can  be  employed  upon 

In    view    of  tbe    fact     that  foreign 

itions  are  concentrating  their  full  naval 

jwer,  this  tendency  to  dispersion  is  an 

pbvions  danger  in  the  event  of  our  being 

ieuly    callcM^I   to    battle,       Big    sbips 

concentration*  and  smail   ones  dis- 

iriou   of    power,  and  I  hope  tbe  Go- 

irerninent    will    carefully    took    into  this 

luestion,   and  consider   the  propriety  of 

Diiie    redistribution     of    exj^enditure    as 

tween    large    and    small    vessels.      I 


apologise  to  the  Committee  for  having 
detained  it  at  such  length,  I  hope  1  have 
put  a  wrong  interpretation  upon  the  lan- 
guage used  by  tbe  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  In  reference  to  tbe  scheme, 
I  can  only  say  J  congratulate  the  Govern- 
ment upon  having  made  so  large  au 
a»lditi«*n  to  J  Java  I  expenditure.  I  hope 
that  this  addition  will  grow  year  hy 
year,  and  so  far  as  I  and  my  friends  are 
(concerned  we  shall  do  everything,  if  the 
Government  pursue  that  course,  to  help 
them.  At  the  same  time,  I  think  that  by 
ilissociating  their  scheme  of  expendituro 
from  a  business-like  procedure  they  have 
endangered  tbe  success  of  their  plan,  and 
I  am  sure  they  are  unnecessarily  raising 
diflicidties  m  the  way  of  consecutive 
administration. 

Mh,  for  wood  (Lancashire,  Oiins- 
kirk)  said,  he  did  not  rise  for  the  i»urpo3e 
of  umkiog  a  speech,  but  simply  for  tbe 
purpose  of  asking  a  question.  The 
Cbancellor  of  the  Exchequer  bad  made 
a  very  irapf^rtaiit  statement  as  to  tlie  use 
which  could  be  put  by  the  Treasury  of 
tbe  balatices  which  were  surrendered. 
He  wanted  to  put  a  concrete  ease.  By 
the  Naval  Appropriation  Account, 
1892-93,  as  audited  by  the  Auditor 
General,  there  was  a  surplus  on  tbe 
normal  services  of  £131,000  tnld  less  a 
deiicitou  other  Votes  of  £K>,UOO,  leav- 
ing a  net  surplus  of  £110,000.  The 
Navy  Estimates  proposed  for  last  year 
amounted  to  £  1 4,240,000,  arai  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  in  his  Budget 
speech  stated  that  he  laid  tbe  necessary 
tnxation  on  the  coiujtry  to  provide  that 
sum.  Therefore,  at  that  time  he  bad  in 
bis  balances  at  the  Exchequer  a  surplus 
from  the  previous  year  of  £115,000,  as 
was  shown  by  the  Navy  Appropriation 
! I cccj u n t  of  1 H9 2-93,  He  w i s 1 1 cd  t o  k n o w 
whether  in  laying  on  taxation  the  right 
bon,  GenticTsian  allowed  for  that  surplus^ 
and  if  mvx  what  lierwme  of  the  £1  lo^OOO  ? 

SiK  VV.  HAKCOCKT,  in  reply,  stated 
tlnit  11  was  difficult  on  tlie  spot  to  follow 
the  question  of  tbe  bon.  Member,  As 
far  as  he  understm>d  the  matter  be  bad 
to  say  that  if  the  money  was  not  wanted 
by  the  Navy  it  w*»s  surrendercib  If 
there  had  been  raise<l,  say,  £17,otKJ,(X>t), 
and  they  did  not  want  to  issue  £2tH),tMXJ 
of  that  for  tiie  wants  of  tbe  imrticular 
Vote,  they  could  re-vote  that  £2t»0.0OO 
^vhif'b  was  not  exjiended  under  tbe  Vote 
of  the  year.     If   tbe   Chancellor  of  tbe 
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Exclieqtier  of  the  dnj  bn^l  hj»  iinappro- 
priateil  >»aln;m*e  of  £2()0,(MK)  in  hand  ami 
the  Admiral t}'  subr^eqiiently  wnnfod  that 
8Um  he  was  informed  that  the  familiar 
prat- 1 ice  was*  for  him  to  hand  over  that 
8um  for  rmval  purposes  witliotit  disturb- 
ing his  Budget  for  the  eiirrent  year,  and 
then,  if  necessary,  the  sura  couKl  lie  re- 
voted  by  that  Houae.  In  nW  pro!)ahiHty 
when  the  Budget  was  int  rod  need  the 
HcconntR  would  not  have  heen  made  up, 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
miglit  not  know  that  there  waw  an  uii- 
ap  p  ro  pria  t  ed  ba  I  a  nee, 

Mr.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N.)  asked, 
was  this  the  familiar  pnictice  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOrUT  :  So  I  believe. 
To  state  that  it  is  surrendered  is*  unneces- 
sary and  involves  a  serious  departure 
from  our  financial  system.  The  practice 
is  as  I  Inive  stated. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  :  1  nnderstand  the 
Chan<*ellor  of  tlie  Exchequer  to  say  thai 
he  does  luyi  know  from  his  own  personal 
knowledge  that  that  has  been  the 
practice.  [Sir  W,  HAUCttrttT  :  No,] 
I  have  pointed  out  here,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
raisetl  the  full  amount  in  taxation  re* 
quired  for  the  Navy  Estimates  of 
1893-94,  although  at  the  time  ho  had  a 
fturplus  in  his  balances  of  fllo.OCH) 
arisiing  from  the  unexpended  amounts  of 
the  previous  vear. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  think  that 
would  be  neccftiHardy  so,  because  at  the 
time  of  the  Budget  the  accounts  would 
not  have  been  completed,  so  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  not 
told  at  that  time  that  there  wouM  be  this 
money  available.  That  is  the  very  case 
in  which  I  am  saying  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  did  not  know  of  the 
amount, 

Mh.  FORWOOD  observed,  that  thei-e 
being  this  balance  of  £1 15,000,  probably 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  his 
coming  Budget,  wotdd  not  have  to  ask 
tlie  country  for  the  full  amount  of  the 
Navv  Ef'timates. 

Mr,  OOURLEY  (Suuderland)  »aid, 
the  Imrden  of  tlie  speecli  of  the  late 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr,  For- 
wood)  was  that  the  policj'  of  the  late 
Goveniraeut  was  better  than  that  of  the 
present  Government.  He  would  like  to 
examine  that  allegation.  The  main  diifer- 
euce  between  the  financial  policy  of  the 
present  Govenimentand  the  late  Govern- 

Sir  IV*  Harcouri 


ment  was  this  t  That  whilst  the  present 
Govertjment  proposei!  that  the  cost  of  the 
normal  and  ahi^ormal  programme  should 
he  defrayed  out  of  current  revenue,  the 
late  Government  bouud  Parliament  to  a 
stereotyped  programme  and  a  fixed  ex- 
penditure of  £2L(X)0,ODO  in  five  years. 
But,  whilst  doing  tins,  they  borrowed 
f  10,0i>0,000  and  took  seven  years' credit, 
instead  of  paying  the  whole  in  the  five 
years.  This,  to  his  mind,  for  a  Depart- 
ment whi(*h  was-able  to  find  the  cash,  was 
short-sigiited  financing.  What  waa  the 
consequence  ?  He  held  tliat  the  late 
Admiralty,  in  adopting  the  scheme  they 
did  under  the  Naval  Defence  Act,  adopteil 
a  scheme  winch  cost  the  country  more 
than  it  otherwi&s  would.  It  cost  the 
taxpayers  something  like  £7oO,(XK)  more 
than  what  they  would  have  been  called 
upon  to  pay  had  the  Government  voted 
the  money  out  of  the  annual  taxation  of 
the  country.  If  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  sus|jended  the  ofierations 
of  the  Sinking  Fnnd  instead  of  adopting 
an  annuity  scheme  he  would  have  l^en 
adopting  a  sound  system  of  financial 
policy,  but  the  scheme  he  did  adopt  was 
one  which,  from  the  necessities  of  the 
case,  simply  amounted  to  one  of  robbing 
Peter  to  pay  Paul.  With  regard  to  the 
programme  of  the  present  Government 
involving  a  very  large  addition  to  the 
naval  expenditure  of  the  country,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  not 
informed  them  of  anything  as  to  w^ays 
and  means  ;  ho  hatl  not  told  them  how 
the  additional  cost  was  to  he  paid  for, 
whether  out  of  the  current  revenue  or 
from  some  other  source.  If  he  intended 
to  ask  tJie  taxpayers  of  the  conn  try  to 
pay  for  the  additional  increase  in  the 
Navy  ont  of  the  annual  expenditure  of 
the  country  he  thought  that  whilst  it 
might  be  regarded  as  a  policy  of  sound 
finance  it  wonld  not  be  expe^lient,  and 
for  this  reason:  the  trade  of  the  country 
was  just  etnerging  from  a  long  period  of 
depression.  This  being  so,  the  easier 
the  Government  could  make  the  cost  to 
the  taxpayer  the  better  for  the  trade  of 
the  country.  The  Government  could 
borrow  any  amount  it  pleased  at  from  2\ 
to  2}  per  cent.,  whilst  the  extra 
£3,00(.>,000,  if  drawn  at  once  from  the 
taxpayers,  meant  the  withdrawal  of  that 
amount  at  a  higher  rate  of  interest  from 
the  trading  community,  and  thus  so  much 
the  less  capital  for  commercial  pnrposes 
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eoce,    utileiss    the    Chaucullor    of    the 
Exchequer  had  some  windfall  u rider  his 
«leeve,  he   thought  he  woHld  act  w lively 
ere    he    to   suspend  some  of   the  pay- 
ii»  due   under  the   Sinking   Fnnd  tu 
the   increased  cost.      Perhapni  tlie 
nglit   hon.    Gentleman    uitontled    appro- 
priating  some   of   the    protii    whieh    he 
uotUd  secure  by  disposing  of  some  of  tlie 
Suez  Canal  shares.     If  not,  why  then  he 
said    that    there    was    no    need    for   the 
Liheral      Party      to      incur      the      ud- 
pularity    of    additioual    taxation^   and 
interfere      witli       triule      at      tlic 
moraeut    that    it    was     reviving, 
couueetion    with   the    increased    ex- 
oditure,     Farliauieut    was     asked    to 
an     increase    of    £l,6o 4,200    for 
utract     work     in     shipbui!di  ug,     and 
r      works     a      further      increase      of 
i,000.       I*Jow,      he  fore     confirmiog 
Vote,     Parliament     must     be     as- 
that  the  moneys  voted    would  be 
nt  for   the    pnrpo!?e^^  for  which  they 
voted.       He   said   this,  because  ho 
lund  from   the  Report   of   the  Ami  it  or 
eueral  that  moneys  voted  for  eon  tract 
ipbu tiding  purposes  bad   been,  during 
e  past  six   yeiirs,  grievously  misJappro- 
>riated»  not  with  regard   to  shiphuihliiig 
ly,  but  also     with    regard    to    works, 
he  fact  was  there  seemed  to   be  in  cou- 
leetion  with  naval  expenditure  an  utter 
absence  of  tinancial  control*       It  was  so 
uder  Lord  Northbrook's  periotl  of  office, 
hen  he  made  tiie   mistake  of  spending 
1,000,000  l>eyond  what  he  was  antho- 
sed  to  do  ;    and   the  same  appeared  to 
ye  been  the  case  down  to  the   date  of 
Re|K>rt  issued  the  other  day*       Ac- 
»rding  to   the   Report   of    the    Auditor 
ral     there      was     an     uuexponded 
ice  of  £1,231,(XKX     They  were  now 
for   an  additional  increase   in  the 
ntract  for  the  Shipbuilding  Vote  and 
e  Xaval  Estimates  for  this  year.     Be- 
re  voting  this  large  additional   sum   of 
louey  he  should  like  to  know  what  had 
oine  of  the    £1,231,117,  which  was 
e   aaiouut    less    expended    than    was 
)y  Parliament  for  specific  purposes 
— namely,  for  contract  shipbuihiing.  The 
Admiralty,  again,  had   spent  for   works 
"201,119  Jess  than  was  voted  by  Pari  i a- 
He  wanted   to  know  what  bad 
me  of  the  amount  which    hud    not 
expended  ?       He  wished  to  press 
the    Secretary  to    the   Admiralty 
Umt     this     money    ought     to    be    ex* 


pendcd  strictly  for  the  purpose  for 
whieh  it  was  voted  by  Parliament, 
and  ought  not  to  he  devoted  to  any  other 
purpose.  He  should  like  to  say  a  word 
or  two  in  regard  to  the  imval  policy  of 
the  Government,  The  naval  policy  of 
the  present  Government  was,  in  some 
measure,  a  continuation  of  the  naval 
policy  of  the  late  Government.  The 
principle  laid  down  by  the  late,  and 
accepted  hy  the  present.  Government, 
was  that  this  country  should  have  in 
ironclads  double  the  number  of  that  of 
any  other  Maritime  Power,  with  a  large 
preponderance  of  cruisers.  They  knew 
that  if  all  the  ships  built  under  the  Naval 
Defence  Act,  and  that  were  now  pro- 
posed to  he  built,  were  to  be  maintained 
on  a  war  footing  they  would  reciuiro  an 
enormous  increase  in  the  number  of  meu- 
Ile  would  like  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  if  the  Government  bad  laid 
down  any  policy  with  regard  to  the 
number  of  men  to  be  maintained  during 
a  period  of  peace,  and  also,  if  tlie  ships 
were  not  to  be  kept  on  a  war  footing, 
what  steps  had  been  iakeu  for  the  supply 
of  the  deficiency  which  would  naturally 
he  found  in  the  number  in  tbe  event  of 
the  ships  having  to  be  mobilised  for  war  ? 
He  hoped  the  controversy  on  this  great 
questioQ  was  not  whether  this  country 
should  have  double  the  number  of  battle- 
ships of  any  other  country  or  of  auy 
other  two  countries,  for  be  held  that  the 
Government  of  the  da}^  should  satisfy 
Parliamcyt  that  so  far  as  the  Navy  was 
concerned  it  was  not  a  iiuestion  of  double 
this  or  double  that,  but  one  of  suijremaey- 
Unless  tbey  could  be  assured  that  the 
policy  of  this  country  with  regard  to  its 
Navy  and  its  necessary  appendages  was 
one  of  supremacy,  they  would  always  have, 
every  now  and  theu,  apanic.  Supposing 
iu  the  ease  of  tbe  next  European  war 
they  were  not  absolutely  supreme,  in  all 
probal)ility  this  country  would  be  called 
upon  to  pay  a  war  indemnity  of 
£  1 00,OtK),OCX)  or,  perhaps,  £  1 ,000,000,000, 
and,  therefore,  he  held  that  the  expcndi* 
ture  of  £2,000,000,  more  or  less,  on  the 
Navy,  for  the  purpose  of  maiiitaining 
their  supremacy,  was  the  safest  and 
cheapest  insurance  iu  which  this  country 
could  invest.  In  ascertaining  what 
ought  to  be  the  strength  of  the  Navy 
this  would,  in  a  large  measure,  depend 
upon  the  foreign  policy  of  the  country* 
lie  should  like  to  ask   the    Governmeut 
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same  patteru,  untl  couid  not  interchange 
tlicir  aninumitioo  in  case  one  ship  or  au- 
i>tlier  ran  short.  Defects  of  that  kind 
ought  to  he  removed  hy  those  respon- 
sible for  the  efficiency  of  the  Navy  re- 
gardless of  expense.  With  regard  to  the 
question  of  manning,  be  thought  tiiat 
during  the  la^t  10  years  15,000  pcrniauent 
men  hail  been  added  to  the  Navy  at  a 
eost  of  £1,250,000  per  annum,  and  the 
pret^enl  Board  were  pro|K)sing  a  fiirther 
inerease  of  6,800.  He  held  that  before 
increasing  the  permanent  forces  of 
the  Navy  they  ought  to  organise 
the  Naval  Reserve.  The  Naval 
Reserve  for  the  protection  of  tiie 
Mercantile  Marine  were  not  used  as  they 
ought  to  be.  This  enormous  increase  to 
the  ntitnl>er  of  men  xvonld  add  greatly  to 
the  annual  expenditure  of  nioney,  and 
the  Government  ongbt  to  endeavoyr  to 
eifect  their  object  by  a  less  expensive 
scheaie. 

CArTALV  DONELAN  {Cork,  E.) 
said,  he  considered  he  should  be  neglect- 
ing his  dnty  to  his  constituents  if  he  did 
not  enter  a  strong  protest  ugainsi  the 
action  of  the  Admiralty  iij  completely 
ignoring  the  chiims  of  Haul  how  line  to 
a  share  in  the  contemplated  sbipbuibling 
expenditure.  Of  the  £  1 7,000,000  which 
vrew  ahotit  to  be  voted  for  the  needs  of 
the  Royal  Navy  during  the  current  year 
the  taxpayers  of  Ireland  would  (-ontrihutc 
at  least  i  1 ,2CX),0CK),  and  yet  it  whs  not 
proposed  tt»  build  as  much  as  a  gunboat 
at  the  oidy  (Tovernnient  dockyard  iu  that 
country,  and  while  over  the  sum  of 
£  ljOUO,000  was  to  l>e  appropriated  to  the 
requirements  of  the  dockyards  of  Great 
Britain  a  p  id  try  £5,(KK)  was  considered 
suthcicnt  to  meet  the  wants  of  the  only 
Irish  dockyarti.  Or  to  put  the  case  more 
plainly  still,  out  of  each  £100  contributed 
i)y  Irish  taxpayers  towards  the  present 
Naval  Estimates  £99  12s.  6kL  would  be 
spent  iti  Great  Britain«and  the  remaining 
three  half  crowns  would  be  expended  lu 
Ireland. 

Mi{.  E.  ROBERTSON  r  There  is 
none  being  expended  in  Scot  hi  nd. 

Caftai.s  DONELAN,  continuing^ 
said,  the  persistency  with  which  tlie 
claims  o  f  H  a  u  I  ho  w  1  i  n  e  b  ad  bee  n  i  n  v  ar  iab  ly 
slighted  and  overlooked  by  successive 
Boards  of  Admiralty  was  the  more  extra- 
ordinary and  inexcusable  when  it  was 
borne  in  mind  that  over  £600,(KX)  of 
public  money  had  beenf  sunk  in  building 
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this  dock  and  basin,  and  wheti 
it  was  also  remembered  that  this 
dockyard  was  situated  in  the  tiQeet 
and  most  commodious  hnrbour  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  In  view  of  tboae 
facts,  he  thought  it  was  very  much  to  be 
regretted  that  the  Admiralty  had  not 
applied — as  he  had  suggested  in  the  form 
of  a  (inestion — £2,000  or  £3.000  of  those 
£17/XK),000  in  furnishing  Hanihowline 
with  a  building  slip  for  the  construction 
of  a  small  class  of  vessels,  A  step  iii 
this  direction  would  have  been  very  niiicti 
appreciated  hj  the  Irish  people,  because 
it  would  have  shown  that  the  Admiralty 
bad  begun  to  recognise  that  something 
was  due  in  that  respect  to  the  Sister 
Island,  and  it  would  also  have  been  a 
very  graceful  way  of  marking  the  recent 
visit  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
to  the  dockyard.  While,  however,  be 
felt  called  npou  to  make  that  protest,  he 
willingly  admitted  that  the  present  Ad- 
miralty Board  had  done  something — in- 
deed, be  might  say  had  done  a  great  deal 
— to  improve  the  condition  of  Haul- 
bowline,  and  they  had  succeeded  to  a 
certain  extent  in  rescuing  it  from  the 
derelict  and  abandoneil  state  into  w^hieh 
it  bad  been  allowed  to  fall  and  remain 
by  tlie  late  Government.  He,  therefore, 
appealed  with  confidence  to  the  courteous 
Secretary  to  the  Ailmirulty  to  give  some 
assurance  that  ho  'would  take  a  further 
step  in  the  right  direction,  and  that  just 
and  reasonuhle  claims  of  Ilnnl  bow  line  to 
a  share  in  the  proposed  shii*hnilding 
programme  won  hi  be  fairly  re- considered 
by  the  Admiralty. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

StR  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  that  in  consequence  of  tlie  language 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan* 
eel  lor  of  the  Exchequer  in  regard  to 
revoting,  he  felt  compelled  to  make 
some  remarks  on  behnlf  of  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee,  of  which  ho  was  n 
Member,  Tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman'^ 
remarks  somewhat  surprised  liiin  and 
other  Members  of  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee,  and  indncetl  him  to  state 
what  they  understood  to  be  the  linancial 
principles  governing  the  Mouse  of  Com- 
mons. Suppose  at  the  end  of  the  ye4*r 
there  was  a  balance  of  £200,000  on  tho 
Shipbuilding    Vote    unexpended^    whai 
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much  as  he  had  ventured  so  positively  to 
contradict  what  he  iiiidert^tood— perhaps 
erroneously — to  be  the  dot-triDe  of  the 
right  boil.  Gentleman  the  Cliaueellor  of 
the  Excbet|iicr  he  uonld  refer  the  C»jm- 
in  it  tee  to  the  National  Debt  Sinking  Fnud 
Act  of  1875.  Seetion  o  said  thai  if 
there  should  he  for  any  finaueial  year 


became  of  that  balance  ?  It  was,  be 
conteodeil,  surrendered  to  tbe  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  and  applied  to 
the  reduction  of  the  National  Debt.  No 
doubt  such  a  balance  would  represent 
fiome  work  not  done  or  some  liability  not 
diBchargeil ;  but  that  liability  of  an 
administrative  or  executive  character 
would  have  to  stand  over  to  the  follow- 
ing year,  and  then  %vould  have  to  be 
added  to  the  liability  of  that  year,  and 
upon  tbe  sum  total  of  such  liability  the 
Esttmaio^  would  l>o  submitted  by  tlie 
Spending  Department  to  the  Houee, 
ibe  Votes  in  Supply  being  passed  aecord- 
iugiy»  This  praee^s  was  guarded  by  the 
issues  from  tbe  Exchequer,  wbicdi  were 
under  tlio  control  of  a  Parliamentary  officer 
— tlie  Comptroller  and  Auditor  (Teuernl. 
In  the  case  of  an  unex[>emled  lialance  it 
followed  that  there  must  have  been  an 
issue  under  the  aiithonty  of  the  Conip- 
trolJer  autl  Auditor  General.  If  the  issue 
was  not  made  by  the  31st  of  March  it 
would  not  iVie  made  at  all,  as  the  Cornp- 
troUer  and  Auditor  General  woidd  not 
allow  it  to  be  made — he  would  regulate 
the  issues  by  tbe  Parliamentary  Votes, 
and  by  I  hose  alone.  If  the  mone}'  was 
not  issued  by  tbe  3 1st  of  March  to  the 
S|>enditig  Department  it  woidd  never  be 
Issued  at  alb  That  seemed  to  him  and 
the  members  of  the  Pnbiic  Accounts 
Committee  about  the  most  elementary 
doctrine  that  could  possibly  be  pro- 
pounded, and  they  woidd  not  have 
ventured  to  give  exjiressiou  to  such  a 
tniiam  bad  it  not  been  for  the  extra- 
onlinary  statement  of  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer with  respect  to  re-voting.  What- 
ever might  he  the  experience  of  tbe 
CliftDcellor  of  tbe  Exchequer  with  regard 
to  public  accounts — aud  possibly  tbe 
right  boti.  Gentleman  might  say  be  was 
not  au  authority  on  these  subjects — at 
any  rate,  tbe  Secretary  to  tbe  Admiralty 
was  ae  good  an  authority  as  there  was  in 
the  House  on  the  matter*  lie  (Sir  R. 
Temple)  bad  imd  the  honour  of  f^erving 
under  tbe  Chairmansbip  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemao  (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttle  worth) 
for  several  years  oti  tbe  Piddic  Accouuts 
Committee,  aod  he  appealed  to  the  right 
boD.  Gentleman  to  rise  in  bis  place  ami 
say  whether  the  doctrine  he  (Sir  R. 
Temple)  bad  ventured  to  submit  was 
correct  or  not.  If  it  was  said  that 
chapter  aud  verse  should  be  quoted  inas- 

VOL,  XXIII.  [fourth  series.] 


"  a  fmqdus  of  income  above  expenditure  for 
tJiat  year  the  Treasury  shall  ia  the  course  of 
tbe  next  tinancial  year  causc  tbe  amuunts  of 
such  surpluB,  which  may  be  called  the  Old 
Sinkiuj?  Fund,  to  \x  isHued  under  the  Con- 
Holidaied  Fund, '' 

aud  so  forth.  The  siib-sectioti  went  on — 

''The  Old  Sinking  Fund  hs  alxkve  flcscHtied 
isthnll  he  issuef!  to  the  National  Debt  Cornmis- 
Kioners,  and  shall  Ijeappliefl  by  them  within  six 
months  of  thu  thiue  thereof  for  the  purpose  of 
redeemiufi-  or  paying  off  any  one  or  more 
of  the  following  descriptions  of  debt." 

Then  the  section  ended  with  what 
seemed  to  the  Public  Accounts  Com- 
mittee to  be  a  sort  of  extra  guard  in  tbe 
matter — 

"But  the  Ohl  Sinking?  Fund  shall  not  be 
uppliud  in  paying  otE  any  loan«  borrowed  under 
any  Act,'' 

and  iyo  forth*  There  mi^ht  he  other 
Acts  bearing  on  tlie  point,  Tbey  had 
not  had  mucb  time  for  searching,  aud 
there  iiiigbt  l>e  some  further  Statutes  or 
Treiiswry  KegubdiouB  which  confirnied 
the  doctrine  he  bad  ventured  to  lay 
down.  At  all  events,  that  doctrine  was 
confirmed  by  the  Stat  ate  he  had  tpioted. 
In  order  to  ensure  tbat  this  Act  was 
complied  with  the  House  had  appointed 
a  Far li amen tary  officer,  who  was  well- 
known — namely,  tbe  Comptroller  aud 
Auditor  Genei"al.  The  Iloui^e  appointed 
every  year  a  Committee  to  consider  the 
Auditor  Geuerars  Report,  and  generally 
to  see  on  behalf  of  the  House  that  these 
laws  were  complied  with.  They  would 
have  thought,  under  all  these  eircum* 
stances,  that  nothing  could  be  more 
explicitly  provided  for  hy  a  Parliament 
in  any  respect.  In  confirmation  of  tbi*, 
it  was  notorious  that  m  the  contract 
i)ranch  of  the  Shipbuilding  Department 
it  often  happened  that  the  sums  provided 
for  bad  not  beenj  paid  to  the  cou- 
tractors.  He  believed  that  bis  right 
bun.  Friend  the  late  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  would  confirm  him  when 
he  said  tbat  it  had  always  been  a 
matter  of  anxiety  at  the  Admiralty  that 
money  should  not  be  lost — that  the  con^ 
tractors  should  complete  their  work  and 
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get  their  money  within  the  financial  year. 
He  did  not  say  that  they  bad  been  im- 
properly anxious,  but  they  had  always 
been  properly  anxious  in  the  matter.  It 
was  a  sad  thiyg  to  think  that  money 
which  might  have  been  applied  to  ex- 
pediting the  eonstrnction  of  war  ve;?3els 
might  have  to  be  i^nrronderfjd  to  the 
Commissi  oners  of  National  Debt  for  re- 
ducing the  capital  aecount.  If  the  doc- 
trine be  bad  laid  down  were  not  in  fall 
effect  and  force,  what  would  be  the 
reason  for  this  anxiety  ?  Whence  all 
these  fear»  ?  For  tbi8,  and  for  no  other 
reason — that  the  Admiralty  were  well 
aware  that  if  the  money  could  not  he 
properly  expended  before  tlie  3l8t  of 
March  it  wonld  be  lost  to  the  great 
Spending  Depnrtment  altogether.  Among 
the  many  good  reasons  for  the  Naval 
Defence  Act  was  the  prevention  of  these 
aurreiiderK,  so  that  if  money  could  not  be 
spent  afs  provided  within  the  year  for 
sbiphuilding  it  could  he  placed  into  the 
fund  established  under  the  Act  and 
would  not  l>e  lost  to  the  Navy.  The 
doctrine  he  had  laid  down  was  perfectly 
clear,  and  what^  therefore^  became  of  the 
doctrine  of  tlie  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer when  he  talked  about  unex- 
pended balances  being  re- voted  ?  The 
money  was  not  there  to  be  re-voted  i 
and  if  it  were,  and  were  dealt  with  in 
that  way,  the  Treasury  would  be  io- 
Htantly  pulled  up  by  the  Comptroller  and 
Auditor  General,  To  carry  out  it:^  own 
Rule  the  House  had  provided  a  double 
check  ;  so  that  if  the  Cbancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  used  bis  argnment  to  show 
that  the  Na'val  Defence  Act  was  not 
needed  he  (Sir  H.  Temple)  ventured 
to  eootrovert  his  statement.  If 
the  money  was  not  to  be  sur- 
rendered, and  not  to  be  lost  to 
the  Spending  Department  there  must 
be  a  Naval  Defence  Act,  or  something 
equivalent  to  it,  other  wise  the  surrender 
necessarily  took  place,  and  there  was  no 
other  way  of  preserving  the  money  for 
the  service  of  the  Admiralty  nnd  the 
Navy.  He  hoped  be  might  be  excused 
for  these  observations,  but  it  certainly 
seemed  to  him  that  this*  explanation  waa 
called  for  by  the  extraordinary  argu- 
ment used  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, 

*^Mr.  EGERTON  ALLEN  (Pembroke, 
&c,)  said,  he  had  given  notice  of  his  in^ 
tention  to  move    the   reduction    of   the 

S/r^,  Temple 


Vote  by  £2,579  for  the  salaries?  of  five 
dockyard  chaplains,  but  he  would  content 
himself  with  calling  attention  to  the 
matter.  He  did  not  wish  to  interfere 
with  the  vested  interests  of  the  gentle- 
men who  might  now  be  enjoying  their 
salaries  as  chaplains.  They,  no  doubt, 
were  entitled  to  expect  that  the  length 
of  the  apijointments  to  which  tliej 
looked  forward  should  not  be  in 
any  way  curtailed,  and  he  did  DOt 
desire  to  interfere  with  those  gentlemen 
holding  their  appointments  during  the 
unexpired  portion  of  their  term.  But  he 
thought  he  was  entitled — in  fact,  bound 
— to  call  attention  to  what  seemed  to 
him  a  way  in  which  the  puhli<j  funds 
could  in  the  future  be  justly  and  properly 
saved,  Ijockyard  Members  were  not 
looked  on  with  favour  by  the  House, 
because  tbey  were  always  asking  for 
money  out  of  the  Public  Exchequer ; 
but  here  was  an  occasion  on  which 
a  Dockyaid  il ember  rose  in  order 
to  attempt  to  save  a  sum  to  the 
National  Purse.  Hon.  Members  might 
have  a  kind  of  impression — the  public 
generally,  perhaps^  had  a  kind  of  impres- 
sion— that  dockyard  chaplains  devoted 
themselves  to  the  spiritual  care  of  large 
numbers  of  men.  They  were  looked  on, 
probably,  in  the  same  way  as  chaplaios 
of  regiments,  of  workhouses,  and  of 
prisons.  But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  dock- 
yard chaplains  had  little  or  nothing  to 
do.  The  men  oniployetl  in  the  dockyards 
lived  in  the  town,  and  the  town  was  well 
served,  of  course,  not  only  with  parish 
churches  hwt  with  numerous  places  of 
worship,  and  all  dockyard  men  had  their 
spiritual  wants  provided  for  in  the  town. 
The  only  possible  people  for  whom  the 
dockyard  chaplains  were  entertained  were 
perhaps  bnlf-a-dozen  of  the  highest 
oflieials  who  lived  within  the  dockyard 
walls.  These  persons  might  possibly 
consider  it  necessary  for  their  dignity  to 
go  to  a  church  or  chapel  of  their  own, 
and  to  be  administered  to  by  a  chaplain 
of  their  own.  but  except  in  the  intarest 
of  half-a-dozen  individuals  no  work  save 
one  or  two  services  on  Suntlay  could 
fall  to  the  lot  of  these  chaplains.  If  they 
were  to  interfere  so  as  to  earn  their 
money,  so  to  speak,  by  looking  after  Uig 
spiritual  welfare  of  the  do<!kyanl 
labourers  they  would  immediately  come 
into  contact  and  competition  with  the 
legitimate  ministera  of  the  district.     The 
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Cburcli  of  Ewje^laml  clergymeu  of  the 
district  would  l>e  tbo  riri?t  to  resent  iiuil 
repudiate  all  iDteii'ereiiee  iimougst  tlieir 
own  flock  a  hy  the  dock  yard  nlmpluiu. 
He  would  smuggest  that  if  it  wa:?  cou- 
sidered  nccei&iiury  tliat  Suuiiaj  services 
should  be  performed  in  the  dockyard 
chapel  for  the  betiefit  of  the  Admiral 
Snperilitendeiit,  and,  perhaps,  three  other 
dockyard  officials,  it  would  he  pofisible^ 
iDBtead  of  paying  a  dockyard  chaplain 
somewhere  about  £500  a  year,  to  allow  a 
local  clergy  ma  u  £100  a  year  or  £150  to 
appoint  a  curate  to  do  the  work  for  which 
curate  parochial  diitics  could  be  found 
duriug  the  week.  He  trusted  tbat-^ouieoue 
representing  the  Admiralty  would  promJBe 
thai  some  inquiry  would  he  made  luto  thi?^ 
eubjeet ;  that  these  sinecures  would  not 
coutiuue  iu  the  future  as  in  the  pa«t,  but 
that  as  the  term»  of  office  or  service 
of  the  chaplains  in  occupation  ran  out 
thev    would  not  be  renewed. 

The  civil  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Dundee) 
fiaidn,  that  perhaps  he  might  be  allowed 
to  deal  with  the  truest  ion  »o  modestly 
intrcKiuced  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
jliember  for  the  Pembroke  Boroughs, 
He  need  hardly  say  that  he  should  bo 
doing  himself  great  injustice  rf  he  con- 
cealed  his  personal  sympathy  with  the 
object  the  hon*  Member  had  in  view. 
Speaking  for  rhe  Admir;dtj,  he  might 
safely  say  that  the  inquiry  wbich  had 
been  asked  for  would  certainly  not  be 
refused.  But  the  hon.  Member  raised  a 
much  larger  question  than  he  was  aware 
of,  and  that  wag  the  disestablishing  of 
the  Church,  not  only  in  the  dock- 
jards,  but  elsewhere.  The  hon.  Mem- 
Ijer  dealt  only  with  the  five  chaplains 
in  the  home  yards,  but  the  Esti- 
mates provided  for  nine  chaplain?, 
and  if  he  undertook  inquiry  it  would  in- 
clude tJie  nine  chaplaincies ;  and  it 
seemed  to  him  that  m  principle  it  would 
extead  to  the  whole  system  of  chaplain- 
cies iu  the  Navy  and  in  the  Army,  Some 
time  ago  he  stated,  in  answer  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  that  the  cost 
of  the  ecclesiastical  system  in  the  Navy 
was  £«33f2a3,  and  the  corre.sjjonding  ex- 
penditure for  the  Army  was  £58,160,  If 
once  an  inquiry  of  this  kind  was  begun 
it  could  not  very  well  be  kept  within 
the  limits  laid  down  by  the  hon. 
Member,  and  that  was  what  he 
meaot  when    he    said    that     the     hon. 


Member  bad  raised  a  large  principle. 
He  was  uot  sure  whether  any  saving 
would  be  etfetjted  by  the  arrangement 
suggested.  The  chaplains  of  the  home 
yards  were  uot  in  receipt  of  full  pay 
altogether,  but  of  a  special  allowance,  as 
they  were  clergymen  who  had  retired 
from  the  ecclesiasticjd  services  of  the 
Navy,  and  all  that  would  be  sav^ed  would 
be  the  ditferenco  between  their  present 
allowance  and  the  retirement  allowance 
to  which  ihey  were  entitled  from  the 
Navy,  wbich  was  very  small.  Alto- 
gether he  was  sorry  that  his  bun.  Friend 
liad  raised  the  question  ;  but,  so  far  as  it 
had  beeu  raised,  and  within  the  limits  to 
which  it  bad  been  confined,  be  hatl  only 
to  repeat  the  assurance  wliirb  he  had 
1)1  eady  given  his  hon*  Frien  I — that  the 
umtter  was  receiving  attention* 

Mr.  WOLFF  (BeHV^t,  E.)  said,  the 
Debate  had  so  far  continue*]  on  the 
tiuancial  part  of  the  question  that  it  was 
witli  some  hesitation  that  he  brought  it 
back  to  the  actual  coustrUL'tiou  of  sliips, 
of  which  be  might  say  ho  knew  i*ome- 
thing.  A  great  deal  had  been  said 
about  the  way  the  money  was  divided, 
and  also  as  to  whether  it  would  have 
Itoen  better  to  pass  a  Naval  Defeni  e  Act 
for  live  yeiirs,  or  that  the  money  should 
be  provided  each  year,  for  the  work 
intended  to  lie  done  in  that  particular 
yean  But  if  the  Government  were 
really  serion.s  iti  their  programme,  and 
if  they  really  meant  to  carry  out 
the  additions  to  the  Navy  which  they 
talked  about,  there  could  be  little  diSer- 
ence  between  a  programme  for  five  years 
such  as  that  provided  liy  the  late  Con- 
servative Government  and  a  programme 
provided  for  each  separate  year.  The 
great  question  for  the  country  was  that 
the  Navy  should  be  sufficiently  strong  to 
meet  all  the  necessary  requirements ; 
that  it  should  be  sufficient  to  meet  tiie 
Navies  of  any  two  countri'^s  in  the  world 
combined,  and  that  under  any  circum- 
stances whatsoever^  or  any  complications 
that  might  arise,  we  should  be  able  to 
hold  our  own.  The  programme  sketched 
out  by  the  Government  w^as  one  that  had 
met  with  the  approbation  of  both  Parties 
in  the  House,  and  also  with  the  appro- 
bation of  everyone  in  the  country  who 
took  an  interest  in  the  subject.  Possibly, 
it  ^vae  not  the  less  popular  because  it 
professed  on  the  face  of  it  to  do  consider- 
ably  more  than   it  actually    performed. 
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For  iiiBtaucc,  there  was  no  doulit  that  the 
Magnificdjit^  for  which  the  G over uitie tit 
h»<l  taken  eretJit  this  year,  l>elorigeil  reiill}" 
to  last  yewn  Although  he  agreed  with 
the  programiiic  of  the  GoveriJiiiciit  for 
strcugtbeDiijg^  ihe  Navy,  he  did  uot  know 
that  he  was  altogether  sali^ified  from 
the  Bhipbuilderd'  point  of  vie^v  with 
the  particvihir  ships  and  the  partienlar 
models  and  dimensions  of  them  whicdi  the 
Government  proposed  to  constnict. 
Some  time  ago  a  very  lengtheued  tlis- 
cussioti  on  the  subject  was  iuaiigiirated 
by  his  Colleiigiie  the  hoii.  Member  for 
North  Belfast,  and  he  was  replied  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff*  A  disens- 
eion  of  that  sort  was*  too  technical  to 
interest  the  Ilontte,  and  he  did  tiot  intend 
to  go  into  it  again.  He  wished  to  say, 
however,  that  he  was  yot  willing  to  agree 
in  all  respects  with  what  bis  Colleagne 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Belfast  had 
suggested  as  to  increasing  the  lengtli  of 
ships.  One  thing  that  struok  him  \u 
the  discussion  was  that  while  the  lion. 
Member  for  North  Belfast  discnssed 
what  wou!il  be  the  be»t  model  for 
Bteaming  ships,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cardiif  went  entirely  on  the  point  as  to 
what  was  the  hei*t  model  for  fighting 
ships.  He  tlionght  that  whatever  was 
the  best  model  with  respect  lo  the  dimeii* 
sions  for  the  Mercantile  Marine^  the  same 
dimensions  wonid  hold  good  in  the  Navy, 
though  tbere  were,  of  course,  other  eon- 
tingencies  that  must  be  considered  in  the 
construction  of  a  man-of-war.  Vessels  io  the 
Navy  must  be  fully  t|Ualitied  as  tightiug 
ships,  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  thong ht 
the  tjuesltoa  of  steam  power  should  \ni 
well  considered  by  the  Govt*nmieat.  If 
we  were  a  Power  like  Russia,  and  could 
concentrate  our  ships  for  the  defence  of 
our  coasts,  and  had  not  to  look  after 
colonies  all  over  the  world  and  commerce 
all  over  the  world,  then  possil*ly  it  wonld 
be  right  to  give  all  our  atteutiou  to  the 
fighting  power  of  our  ships.  The  noble 
Lord  who  was  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  in  the  late  Goverumeut  took 
the  view  that  we  should  be  supplicnl 
with  6ghting  shipfl  coDceutrated  in  the 
Channel  to  defend  our  coasts  in  the  case 
of  a  possible  attack.  With  that,  bow- 
ever,  he  did  not  agree*  We  liad  too 
mauy  interests  all  over  tl4c  Wrld  Ui 
abandon  altogether  the  questionkof  tlie 
8teamiug  qualificattons  of  ouri  tshtpj:(. 
Questions  such  as  how  much  coif  of  ship 
Mr.    ffh/J 
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could    carry   aod    with    what    speed    it 
could  go   were  of  enormous  importance^ 
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consider  big  that  we  had  interests  to 
protect  all  over  the  world,  and  he  would 
press  on  the  Admiralty  that  lu  their 
prefieut  programme,  or  any  future  pro- 
gram rue  they  n>ight  devise,  they  should 
give  that  matter  their  most  serious 
consideration.  That  brought  him  to 
the  question  as  to  how  far  they 
were  jus  titled  in  throwing  the  whole 
])rogramme  of  eonstrnction  on  the  officials 
of  the  Admiralty.  He  knew  those  men 
were  thoroughly  competent  for  the  work- 
He  knew  of  no  one  better  qmilified  for 
designing  or  constructing  a  battleship 
than  the  present  Chief  Constructor  of 
the  Nav3%  and  that  gentleman  was  not 
only  advised  but  controlled,  to  a  great 
extent,  by  the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty, 
at  id  naval  men  of  experience.  He  had 
no  doubt  that,  in  their  way,  they  gave 
the  Chief  Constructor  of  the  Navy  their 
best  assistance  ;  hut  he  had  always  found 
that,  when  people  were  engaged  iu  & 
certain  business,  they  were  reluctant  to 
receive  coutrol  from  the  outside,  aud 
they  were  prone  to  imagine  that  ihey 
were  the  only  people  who  knew  anything 
about  the  business.  It  would  lie  a  great 
advantage  to  people  engaged  in  mercan- 
tile construction  to  get  advice  from 
people  wlio  were  similarly  engaged,  and, 
therefore,  he  thought  that  the  suggestion 
that  a  Committee,  or  a  Commission  of 
some  kind,  should  be  appointed  to  super- 
intend the  naval  programme  of  the 
Government,  and  to  give  their  opinions 
on  the  plans  drawn  up  by  the  Ad- 
mi  ml  ty,  WHS  one  that  was  well  worthy 
tlie  consideration  of  the  Government, 
There  were  nmny  points  of  a  ship  which 
(*ould  be  improved  besides  its  poiuta  for 
olTensive  and  defensive  purposes.  He 
wiis  not  ht  to  give  advice  with  regarti  to 
fighting  shijjs,  because  that  was  not  his^ 
business,  and  he  hatl  nothing  to  do  with 
guns  and  armour  ;  but  so  far  a^s  the 
principles  of  construction  were  coucerneil^ 
he  believed  that  if  the  suggested  Com- 
mission were  appointed  great  advantage' 
would  follow  from  having  oti  it  men  whO' 
were  engaged  in  the  Mercantile  Mariuc^. 
Then  there  was  the  question  a«  to  wbe- 
iher  it  was  ilcsirahle  to  continue  the 
transport  ships  between  tins  country  aoil 
India,  or  Inind  over  the  work  of  trans- 
port to  ships  of  the  Mercantile  Mariuo. 
It  waa  iiow  »ODie  years  since  those  trann- 
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port  ships  were  built,  iiiid  be  did  not  he- 
Jiev©  aay  ghips  in  the  Nrivy  hat!  dojie 
tJieir  work  so  well.  Hut  tboy  were  now 
oat  worn,  ami  the  time  hud  come  for  the 
Ooverntneiit  to  msike  up  their  miudt* 
whether  they  would  huild  other  tnms?- 
port  §hip8  or  adopt  the  plati  of  cbartt^ring 
«hip8  of  thfs  Mercantile  Marine  for  the 
¥rork  when  required.  He  <hjuhtcd  whe- 
ther liny  ship  of  the  Mercian  tile  Marine 
would  break  down  four  times  in  sncces- 
iiion  on  the  voyage  to  India  as  the  Mata- 
har  had  done.  The  right  hon,  Geotlo- 
luau  ibe  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  bad 
said  that  the  ehip  had  worke<l  for  26 
yeari  ;  that  she  had  done  her  dnty  well 
aod  ought  to  be  excused  now,  Bnt  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  had  not  told  them 
that  it  wa^  not  the  f^hip  that  had  broken 
down,  but  the  engines^,  anil  that  though 
the  ship  was  26  yearn  old,  the  enginei* 
were  put  in  about  six  years  ago, 
and  yet,  despite  that  fact,  ibe  ship  had 
broken  down  four  times  in  MiieeesBiorL 
The  right  iion,  Geutlenmn  bad  abo  told 
them  that  it  cost  £6  more  to  send  a  trans- 
port to  India  than  to  charter  a  Mercantile 
Marine  ship  for  the  pnrpose.  It  would 
be  a  great  mistake  for  the  Government 
to  build  more  transport  %x\s8el a,  especially 
MM  the  Mereautile  Marino  had  greatl^v 
^•Dged  since  the  time  the  I ransport  ships 
were  built.  In  those  days  the  Mercan- 
tile Marine  vessels  capable  of  convey intj 
rroopd  to  India  were  very  few  in  number, 
whereas  now  the  Government  could  ^et 
any  number  they  liked*  The  gallant 
Admiral  the  Member  for  EasstlK>urne  had 
urged  t hat t he  zid vantage  of  the  transports 
was  that  they  affbrdod  a  capital  training 
for  the  men  employed  cm  them.  But  he 
though t  that  if  tlie  money  dcvoteil  to 
transports  were  spent  on  coal  iti  sending 
tibipe  like  the  Resoluttou  to  sea  in  bad 
weather,  there  need  be  greater  advan- 
tages to  the  crew  than  were  derived  from 
training  in  transports.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Middlesbrough,  who  be  was  very 
©orry  to  see  was  not  in  bis  place,  had 
made  strong  charges  about  the  treatment 
of  men  in  the  Navy.  He  had  mixed  a 
great  deal  with  men  in  tiie  Navy,  but  he 
had  Dot  the  personal  knowledge  whieb 
would  enable  him  to  contradict  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesbrough,  though  he 
was  fully  convinced  from  what  bad 
fallen  from  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
I  he    Secretary    to    the    Admiralty    and 


from  other  hon.  Gentlemen  of  experience 
in  naval  aifairs,  that  those  charges  of 
nnder- feeding  and  ill-usage  couhl  hardly 
lie  borne  out  by  facts*  The  hou.  Mem- 
ber also  said  that  we  would  have  to  go 
to  the  Mercautile  Marine  to  recruit  our 
Navy  if  any  sudden  emergency  arose  ; 
and  the  hon.  Member  regret tctl  — a  regret 
in  which  everyone  would  join — that  so 
many  sailors  employed  in  the  Mercan- 
tile Marine  were  not  Englishmen,  Vnit 
fore i g ne rs .  There  was,  b o w e  v er ,  a  gr ea t 
deal  to  be  said  in  excuse  for  British  ship- 
owners, who  preferred  to  employ  foreign 
sailors  rather  than  sailors  of  their  own 
country.  There  was  no  doubt  whatever 
about  it,  that  the  foreign  sailors  cost  less 
than  the  English  sailors  :  but  besides 
that,  rhe  foreigners  were  more  amenable 
to  discipHne,and,  above  all,  they  were  not 
sul*ject  to  those  continuous  strikes  which 
interfere*!  with  the  men  of  this  country* 
He  won  Id  not  enter  into  the  question  as 
to  whether  the  strikes  were  jus  tilled  or 
not ;  but  he  should  point  out  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlcsbrongb  had 
been  connected  with  the  gettiug-up  of 
more  strikes  than  any  man  in  the  coun- 
try ;  and  when  the  hon.  Member  cou- 
sidered  that  one  of  the  results  of  tbosi 
strikes  was  the  employment  of  fore  _ 
sailors  in  preference  to  British  sailors, 
perhaps  he  would  cease  to  complain 
of  the  action  of  the  shipowners.  If 
the  Government  carried  out  the  points 
iie  had  suggested  they  would  win  general 
approval, 

•Mu,  WEIR  (Ross  aud  Cromarty)  said, 
in  a  multitude  of  counsellors  there  waa 
said  to  l>e  safety.  No  one  would  dispute 
that  there  were  a  large  number  of  coun- 
sels given  in  that  House  as  to  the  way 
in  which  onr  ironclads  should  be  con- 
structed :  but  with  all  this  advice  our 
ironclads  rolled  over,  turned  turtle,  and 
went  to  the  bottom  of  the  sea.  Ho  did 
not  know  anything  abonr  the  construction 
of  ironclads,  Init  he  did  know  that  there 
was  a  great  deal  of  unsatisfactory  work 
carried  on  in  out  dockyards  under  the 
control  of  officers  who  knew  very  little 
about  mechanical  matters.  He  was  con- 
Tinced  thatihe  mistakes  made  in  the  dock- 
yards would  not  be  made  in  any  private 
workshop.  He  pariiciilarly  wished  to 
say  a  few  words  about  the  treat meni 
of  the  Naval  Reserve  men  in  the  Island 
of  Lewis.     Before  doing  so,  however,  he 
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shouid  like  to  refer  to  the  obaervatioas^ 
wbith  were  made  oo  Tuesday  night.  The 
Member  for  St,  George's  (Mr.  C^oschen) 
was  premature  in  his  remark  that  uo  Mem- 
ber below  the  Gaugway  oii  that  Bide  of 
the  House  objected  to  this  large  imval 
expenditure.  He  objected  to  this  euoniious 
expenditure.  But  what  was  Ins  po.-ition  ? 
He  wasl>etween  the  devil  ami  tlie  ileepsea. 

Mr.  VV,  JOHNSTON  :  Which  i^  the 
devil  ? 


Mk.  weir  waid,  if  he  voted  with  the 
Oppositiou  the  iiitorej*ta  of  the  couKtitu- 
enta  be  represented  would  bo  i*(iiorcd  for 
iUiotber  ^<ix  years,  while  if  he  stood  by  the 
Government  there  was,  at  luast,  some 
olmtiee  of  gettfug  tbetn  to  improve  the 
state  of  things  now  existing.  With 
regard  to  tlje  Naval  Reserve  men,  tho«e 
in  ibe  Ibland  of  Lewis  stood  Al,  hut 
Ibeir  treatment  was  bad»  He  couhl 
only  account  for  it  by  the  fact  that  they 
were  so  far  removed  from  Loiulon — ^uiue 
750  miles.  They  were,  in  bi«  opinion,  nti- 
fairiy  treated  by  the  Naval  Anshoritic.s, 
aud  badly  looked  after  by  their  olticcrs. 
These  men,  as  the  hou.  Member  for  East- 
bourne liad  stated  iti  tbe  House  only  a  sbort 
time  ago,  formed  the  very  bestclHSs  from 
which  our  Navy  conld  he  sii|tpbefl.  No 
better  men  for  onr  shipB  con  Id  be  fonnd 
any  where  than  tbe  hsbermeu  of  the  North, 
who,  he  submitted,  wo»dd  ho  willing 
enough  to  join  the  Navy  if  a  fair  induce- 
ment to  do  so  were  offered  them.  He 
Btropgly  endorsed  the  remarks  made  l*y 
that  bon.  Member,  to  the  ellbct  that  the 
Admiralty  sbotild  exhaust  the  supply  of 
respectable  lisbermen  before  they  took 
Bailors  from  the  shmis  of  the  East  End 
and  the  dock  popidation  of  our  large  sea- 
port towns. 

•.Sir  E.  J.  REED  (Cardii!)  sard,  he 
wished  to  say  a  few  words  in  reference 
to  some  remarks  which  had  been  made 
by  bis  right  hou.  Friend  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  with  regard  to  some 
«tRtO(nenfs  he  bad  addressed  to  tbe  House 
on  tbe  buoyancy  of  ships  of  the 
Admirafhf  class.  His  right  bon.  Friend 
bad  represented  that  the  advaut^ige  of 
this  class  of  ships  was  recognised  by  the 
Committee  presided  over  by  Lord 
Dntferin. 

Mr.  Weir 
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•The  SECRETARY  to  tue  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir   U.  KaT-SBUTTJJI WORTH, 

Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  said,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff,  the  sugges- 
tiou  of  Loitl  Dufferiu's  Committee  was  in 
favour  of  the  concentration  of  armour  oo 
the  citadel  as  distingnisljed  from  the  ends 
of  the  ship.  He  had  not  sairl  that  Lord 
Dtifi'orin's  Committee  recommended  sbipa 
of  the  Admiral  type,  bnt  a  concentration 
of  armour  on  tbe  citajlel.  His  bon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sunderland 
a»ked  a  question  as  to  whetiier  any 
policy  had  been  laitl  down  by  the  Ad- 
mi  ml  ty  afi  to  the  number  of  men  in  tbe 
Navy  in  time  of  peace  and  in  time  of 
war.  On  this  point  he  would  refer  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  to  the  opening 
portion  of  his  statement  made  on  March 
20,  wherein  this  question  wa»  fully 
dealt  with,  both  as  to  jwrmanent  list  and 
Royal  Naval  Reserve,  and  when  be 
explained  that  the  matter  ba*i  been  well 
considered  by  the  Manning  Committee 
of  the  Admiralty,  The  points  mentioned 
were  not  being  overlooked  ;  they  were 
the  snhf"ct  of  close  and  careful  con- 
sideration by  the  Admiralty.  As  to 
the  greater  need  of  harbour  aud  dock 
m?cotnmotlation  in  the  Meiliterranean,  the 
Admiralty  were  alive  to  tbe  necessity,  as 
was  shown  by  the  steps  that  wero  being 
taken  to  improve  tbe  harlKinrand  provide 
a  dock  at  Gibraltar.  The  question  of 
large  and  small  ships  had  been  discussed 
with  great  ability  by  liorh  Members  on 
both  sides,  but  he  must  refmin  from 
entering  into  eonsidenition  of  the  subject 
that  evenini:.  The  Admiralty  bad  also 
been  t^iviug  close  attention  for  some  time 
to  ex jieri merits  for  eoalinji^  ships  at  sea.  A 
considerable  advance  had  been  made  in 
this  direction »  though  he  admitted  that 
uuudi  still  remained  to  be  learned  on  that 
subject,  and  it  wouhl  therefore  be  neces- 
sary to  carry  those  experiments  further. 
It  appeared  to  be  ihoutrbt  that  batile* 
shipf  and  men*of*war  coidd  not  t^et  from 
one  port  to  anotiier  without  coaling  at 
sea,  hut  lie  rcniiiMlcd  hon.  Members  of 
tbe  remarkable  fact  that  tbe  Rof/ai 
Sfwereifffi  steamed  from  this  eonntry  tt> 
Gibraltar  at  an  average  rate  of  lo  knots, 
and  at  tbe  end  of  the  voyage  bad  bnrtHjd 
only  one-third  of  her  coal.  The  faet 
showed  how  mucli  advantage  was  gainad 
by  that  large  coal  capacity  which  it  w»i^ 
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of   the    Ext'hbquer    bad    ^pokeu    of   ttie 
diver&iau   of     new    cotistructiou    nioijej 
from  one  class  of  ship  to  another.     But 
lie  would    point    out   to  the  right  hou. 
Gentletnnn    that  this    might  be    a    most 
]irgt'uf    TiecPHsitj    on     jicrounds  of  public 
pecuiitj.     No  doubt  it  was  desimbk*  that 
the  i^a motion    of  the  Treasury  should  be 
obtatnetl  ;     but  when  such    a  step    w»8 
necej^Mary  as    a   matter  of  policy,  or  for 
!<afety  of  our  s^bip?*  aud  the   preBerratJon 
of    security    and  peaee,    a     Government 
which  shrank   from  the  ret^ponsitiility   of 
Mich  A  ehange  in   their  proposals  and  in 
the   use   of  the  money  voted  would  be 
culpable  ;  and  [Utbougb   be  agreed  with 
theCbanetdlor  of  the  Exchequer  that  the 
enrliet?t   infonnation   should   he  given   to 
Parliament,  ii  Govermneni  which,  dimply 
on  a  point  of  tinaneial  t«trictoest<,  refused, 
from  fear  of  being  called   to  account,  to 
take  a  step  which  wa*<  prei'sed  upon  them 
by  tbcir  naval  advicer:^,  or  b}'  gtra(egieal 
necess^ity,  \v<iuh!  be  wanting  in  its  duty 
to  the  House  and  the  couotry.     The  Go- 
vernment had  d(*ne  its  duty,  aod  ho  was 
eoiifiilcnl  that  Parliament  would  support 
them.       If    the    facts    presided    on    Lord 
SpencerV  attention  by  his  naval  ad  viscera 
could  be  fully  stated  to   the   House,  no 
Member  woubl  bej^itate  in  believing  that 
it   was  clearly  the  duty  of  the  (Govern- 
ment to  apply  file  money  voted  by  Par- 
liament towards  providing  a  larger  num- 
ber of  tcjrpedo-t>oal  destroyers   than  iiad 
been    applied    for    in      the     Estimate^^ 
A  great  deal  has   been   said  against  the 
action    of  the  Govcriuneiit  in  spending 
money  on  new  ships  not  provided  for  in 
the  annual  naval  programme.     I  do   not 
want    to    be    controversial,    but    I    am 
bound  to  point  otit  that  those  who  went 
before  the  f>rcscnt   Government  pursued 
a    similar    course.      In    the    Statement 
which    he    isstied    explanatory     of    tbe 
Aaval  I'>timates  for   18HH-89   the  noble 
Lord  opposite  said,  with  reference  to  tbe 
advjirifcnient     of    sltips     laid    down     in 
1SH7-88— 


and  had  been,  tbe  poh'cy  of  the  Admi- 
rahy  to  provide  in  our  ships.     Ho  would 
leave  the  question  as  to  the  efficiency  of 
that  part  of  the  Navy  which  had  muzzle- 
loading  gnns  iu   the   i>osition  in  which  it 
had   beeo   left   after  the  answer  of    tbe 
Doble  Lord   the  late  First  Lord  of    the 
Admiralty,  to  which  he  bad  nothing  now 
to   add*     The    bon.    Member    for    Easr 
Cork  had  raised   the  fiuostion   of  Haul- 
Itowliue.  But  it  was  not  the  policy  of  the 
Government  any  more  than  it  had  been 
the  ^*olicy  of  the  late  Board  of  Admiralty 
to  convert   Haulbowline   into  a  building 
yard.     It   was   their  opinion   that  there 
were  enough  building  yards  already^  and 
they  did  not  propane  to  establish  another 
al  Haulbowtine.     They  were  eontinually 
making  it  more  efficient  if  tbey  could  for 
the  re|>ttir  of  ships.     They  were  anxious 
to  continue  that  policy  and  to  increase  the 
appliances,  so  as   to  make  tbe  yard  more 
ttsefuL     His  hon.  Friend  hail   suggested 
that  Ireland  had  not  a  fair   share  of  ex* 
penditure  of  money.  With  regard  to  tbat, 
he  could  only  say  he   regretted  that  tbe 
Irish  firms  were  not  more  successful  in 
ohtainiug   contracts  ;    but    he    congratu- 
lated   Ireland    on    the  fact   that    it    bad 
obtained  an   importiint   contract  in  con- 
nection with  one  of  otir  ships,     Tbe  late 
First    Lord    of   the    Admiralty,  judging' 
from  his  criticism  that  evening,  appeared 
to  Ihj  a  little  difficult  to  please,    if   he 
wouhl  forgive  him  for  saying  so.     Last 
y*»ar  the  noble  Lord   criticised   the  tirst- 
class  cruisers,  and  now,  when  the  Admi- 
ralty proposed  to  construct  a  number  of 
•econd-elass    crui^rs,  he   also   oriticis^eil 
tbem.       The     noble     Lord    apparently 
wanted  something  between  the  two.     He 
had    indicated     that    there  were    newer 
tjpes  in    the   Admiralty  progi*amme,  and 
he  must  ask  tbe   noble  Lord   to  wait  a 
Uttie ;    hut    he    was   glad    to    find    that 
generally  the  proposals  as  to  the  Tftlbt^is 
and  the  Puwerftii  and  tbe    Ttrriliie   had 
met  with  the  approval  of  the  Committee. 
It  had  been  asked  what  became   in   past 
years  of  money  not  spent  on   contracts. 
Uo    wa«    not    responsible    for    ar»ythin{,^ 
before    the    end    of    August,    1892,    but 
before  tbat   time    money   not  sperjt  had 
inther  heet-  divert©*!  to  other  Votes  wiih 
Treasury  sanction  or  surreinlered*  and  to 
»ay    that    there    was   an    utter    want  of 
(iuancial    control    was   not    just   to   the 
Admiralty  officials.     The  late  Chancellor 


'•It  was  found  to  ht!  advantageous  for  the 
^'Cnnoinicnl  emiiloynient  nnd  distribution  of 
v%f*rkiiiiin  tlmt  fottr  sliipH  not  contAiiuHl  in  the 
EstiumteN  of  isKT'SM,  and  a«klitiunal  to  tbe 
aathuriseii  prog rainaie,  should  be  laid  down  and 
coDiniciiced  durinif  tbat  nnancial  year.  Those 
resseU  were  re<|uirt'd  for  i  '  tvice  and 
reliefs*  ami  conaisfce*!  of   tl^  ■;«  (of  the 

Jlattler  class  modifiol)  anti  .»  ^u,  .,.ic  st'CAaieir 
for  surveying  service.** 
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The  expenditure  on  those  four  vessels 
amounted  to  £3t\0fX>,  but  tlie  groaa 
liability  tliereliy  iticurreil  wan  £150^000. 
It  ifl  not,  therefore,  open  to  the  noble 
Lord  or  his  colicugtiea  to  find  fault  with 
the  present  Board  ot  Admiralty  for 
jiiiri*uing  a  eourse  ou  all-fours  with  that 
which  their  own  Government  adopted  in 
diverting  money  vote<l  for  other  purposes 
to  the  bnililing  of  ^liips  whitdi  were  not 
mentioned  in  the  E.^timate^,  and  for 
which  no  money  was  specially  provided 
by  Parliament.  But  I  have  another  ease 
to  mention.  What  I  have  men  Ho  tied 
was  done  by  the  late  Govornmeut  at  the 
commeneemeiit  of  their  term  of  Office, 
and  at  the  end  of  it  they  ordered  four 
tor  j>edo-boat  d  estroyers,  w  lii  le  prel  i  m  iiiary 
arrangements  were  made  for  four  others, 
the  total  cost  beiu*?  £210,000,  and  there 
was  no  Parliamentary  authority  for 
this  liability,  the  greater  part  of  which 
fell  on  future  years,  I  do  not  blame  the 
late  Government  for  tuking  that  course* 
On  the  contrary,  I  say  they  were  per- 
fectly right  in  what  they  did  on  those 
occasions,  but,  in  thei?e  eireumstanccs»  it 
is  certainly  not  for  the  noble  Jjord  to 
find  fault  with  tlie  present  Govern- 
nient  for  having  aeted  in  like  manner. 
Reference  has  been  made  to  the  ad- 
vautages  which  were  derived  from  a 
Naval  Defence  Act  in  the  way  of  speed 
in  the  building  of  ships,  but  I  venture  to 
aay  that  without  an  Act  of  Parliament 
the  speed  of  buihling  attained  under  the 
Naval  Defence  Act  is,  to  say  the  least, 
being  maintained,  and  I  hope  it  may  be 
iocreased.  The  right  lion.  Gentleman  also 
referred  to  financial  irregularities  at  the 
end  of  the  financial  year  in  order  to  get  rid 
of  surplus  money,  and  said  that  tlie 
Naval  Defence  Act  diminished  the  risk 
of  these  irregularities,  ruder  the  effi- 
cient system  of  check  which  now  exi.sts, 
I  do  not  believe  there  will  be  many  more 
financial  inegnlarities,  and  with  good 
management  the  surpluses  to  be  sur* 
rendered  at  the  end  of  the  year  will  bu 
small.  There  was  one  remark  made  by 
my  bon*  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
KiDgBton  Division  which  was  not  charac- 
terised by  that  accuracy  I  would  expect 
from  one  who  has  been  so  long  a  mem* 
ber  of  the  Public  Accounts  Committee 
and  is  now  ita  Chairman.  He  seems  to 
think  that  a  Government  Department 
knows  on  the  ♦Hst  of  March   what  is  to 
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be  its  surplus.  It  cannot  know  on  that 
date  what  will  be  its  surplus,  l>ccause  the 
accounts  are  not  closed  until  very  much 
later  in  the  year,  and  until  they  are 
closed  no  one  cau  tell  what  is  the 
surplus.  Sometimes  it  is  only  much 
later  that  the  discovery  is  made  that 
there  has  been  an  excess.  As  to 
the  appeal  which  the  lion.  Baronet  has 
made  as  to  the  accuracy  of  the  version 
given  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excbe- 
qner  as  to  the  surrender  of  surpluses,  I 
think  it  ought  to  be  addressed  to  the 
Treasury,  and  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  goes 
to  the  Treasury  he  will  find  that  the 
statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer is  perfectly  correct.  It  dis|K>9es 
of  the  public  delusion — a  delusion  which 
exists  In  the  minds  of  some  people 
who  have  been  connected  with  the 
Spending  Departments — ^that  the  money 
which  cannot  be  spent  in  the  financial 
year  goes  on  the  3 1  st  of  March  of  that  year 
at  once  to  the  relief  of  tlie  National  Debt, 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  stated  that  the  money  can 
be  used  if  wanted  in  the  course  of  the 
next  financial  year,  and  a  Supplementary 
Vote  is  asked  for.  ["  No,  no  ! "  ]  I  have 
the  statement  here  and  can  quote  it.  It 
assumes  that  a  sum  of  £20<\(RX>  has  not 
been  spent  in  the  year  1893-4,  and  is  sur- 
rendered, and  says — 

"  But  AS  tbe  Chan  cello  p  of  the  Exchcqner  has 
pmvidetl  for  the  full  naval  j^rants  in  1894-ft, 
it  is  open  to  the  Admiralty  to  present  a  Sufiple- 
meatary  Estimate  for  a  re. vote  of  that  sura  of 
£20(1,01X1,  (sup^iofting  that  the  Admiralty  can 
spead  that  mouey  in  1894-5  in  addition  to  their 
^fpanti  for  that  year),  without  upsetting  his 
arrangements/' 

T  pass  from  that.  Perhaps*,  as  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  W,  Harcourt)  is  here,  ho 
will  forgive  me  if  I  Ui*e  a  jdirajae  about 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lonl  opposite. 
I  think  tlie  noble  Lord  began  his  speech 
with  a  little  display  of  what  I  may  call 
anti-llarcourt  fireworks.  I  do  not  think 
they  should  be  taken  very  seriouBly.  He 
was  endeavouring  to  make  out  that  there 
was  a  j^^rcat  <lifierence  lietween  the  opinion 
of  my  right  ijon.  Friend  (Sir  W.  Har- 
eourt)  and  that  of  the  re^t  of  the  Govern- 
ment. He  endeavoured  to  nhow  that  the 
programme  which  it  had  !>een  my  duty 
to  describe  on  beliatf  of  the  CTOvernment 
hml  disappeared.  Well,  that  !*ort  of  work 
had  to  be  done  by  gentlemen  who  want 
to  fire  oflT  a  few  fireworks.     The  noble 
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Lord  nskerl  who  wa»  to  bo  believed— the 
Admiralty  or  the  ChanceHor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, I  repeat — aud  I  am  j^nre  my 
right  hon.  FrietiU  will  approve  what  I 
am  sajing — that  the  five  years'  scheme 
has  been  approved  of  bj  the  Govern- 
ment,  and  will  he  enrried  ont  by  us  if  we 
have  the  opf>ortiiiiity.  The  di.^covery 
which  the  noble  Lord  opposite  has  made, 
chat  there  is  any  unwillingness  to  carry 
out  ihia  geheme,  or  any  intention  not  to 
carry  it  out,  is  a  mere  mare's  neM, 
What  the  noble  Lord  alluded  to 
waa  a  mere  abstract  argument  used 
by  my  right  hon*  Friend  dircetcd 
to  this- — that  a  Naval  Defence  Act 
mi^ht,  under  the  hypothetical  circum- 
stances  be  stated  to  the  Houste,  be  iti- 
eonvenient  to  the  Goveru merit.  Upon 
that  hypothetical  case  the  noble  Lord 
founded  the  theory  that,  in  spite  of  tiie 
solemn  declaration  made  in  this  House 
on  behalf  of  the  Government,  they  did 
not  mean  seriously  to  carry  out  their  pro- 
gramme. He  fell  into  a  great  inaccuracy  in 
saying  that  if  a  Bill  to  alter  a  Naval 
Defence  Act  were  sent  up  to  the  House 
of  Lords,  the  Lords  could  do  nothing  but 
pass  it.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  if  it 
were  a  Money  Bill  the  Lords  con  hi  not 
atnend  it,  but  they  would  be  perfectly 
able  to  throw  it  out.  The  noble  Lord 
referred  to  the  necessity  of  having  a 
budiness-like  procedure.  As  my  right 
bon.  Friend  has  already  said,  we  have  re- 
verted to  the  old  procedure*  It  is  a  pro- 
cedure which  worked  well  for  years. 
There  may  be  a  difference  of  opinion 
about  it,  but  that  it  is  an  uubusiues.H-likc 
procedure  I  do  not  admit.  There  \a  one 
part  of  the  no! tie  Lord's  speech  into 
which  I  cannot  follow  him.  He  indulged 
in  several  guesses  as  to  the  dimensions  of 
the  programme  of  the  Government,  and 
entered  into  calculations,  which  were 
based  upon  those  guesses,  as  to  the  post- 
poned liability  of  the  Government.  I  will 
only  say  to  him:  "In  vain  is  the  net  spread/' 
My  right  hon.  Friend  explained  to  the 
House  that  the  Government  on  grounds 
of  high  policy  have  determined  that  it  is 
better  not  to  announce  to  the  House 
more  than  what  ships  are  to  be  com- 
menced in  the  present  year,  and  what 
amount  of  motiey  we  ask  the  House  to  vote. 
The  reasons  for  that  policy  have  already 
been  given  to  the  Committee,  and  I  de- 
cline to  be  drawn  into  a  further  state- 


ment on  the  subject.  I  think  I  may  now 
appeal  to  the  Committee,  cousidei*ing  the 
very  long  discwssiou  that  has  taken  place 
— nearly  two  days  befcire  Knster  and  two 
days  now — to  pass  this  Shipbuilding  Vote, 
and  to  enable  us  to  go  on  to  discuss  some 
very  important  questions  liiat  still  remain 
to  be  considered  on  the  Works  Vote,  It 
is  extremely  important  that  we  should 
obtain  the  Works  Vote  to-night.  That 
Vote  contains  a  very  large  number  oil 
new  and  important  proposals.  None 
them  can  be  commenced  until  the  money 
haii  been  voted  by  Parliament,  If  the 
money  is  not  votetl  now,  early  in  the 
Session,  valuable  time  will  be  lost  during 
the  best  and  longest  days  of  the  year, 
and  on  that  ground  I  appeal  to  the  Com- 
mittee to  give  us  the  Works  Vote. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale)  said,  hon.  Members  had 
been  told  tliat  they  would  have  an 
opportunity  on  these  two  evenings  of 
discussing  the  naval  programme  of  the 
Government,  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  LT,  Kay-Shuttle  worth),  who  had 
addressed  the  Committee  at  considerable 
length,  had  entirely  abstained  until  the 
conclusion  of  his  speech  from  making 
any  reference  to  that  programme.  The 
speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
clieT|uer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  had  made  it 
plain  and  distinct  that  the  Government 
declined  to  allow  the  House  of  CommoTia 
to  enter  into  their  confidence^  and  that 
they  were  asking  the  House  blindfold 
to  assent  to  a  progmmme  which  they 
refused  to  explain.  The  main  objection 
to  the  policy  of  the  Government  was 
that  they  intended  to  bind  themselves 
simply  to  the  expenditure  that  could 
be  carried  out  in  one  year.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  saiti  that 
the  House  of  Commons  had  no  right 
to  bind  itself  beyond  one  year 

Sitt  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  beg  pardon, 
but  I  have  been  slightly  misundcrsfooil 
on  this  point*  The  Government  have 
a  plan  extending  over  several  yeara,- 
but  they  will  not  put  out  of  theirl 
own  power  or  hand  over  to  anybody  else 
the  right  to  deal  with  the  programme 
as  they  think  lit  at  any  time.  That 
is  what  I  stated. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  said,  hia 
point  was  that,  although  the  Govern- 
ment had  a   policy  for  live  years,  they 
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asked  the  House  to  provide  money  for 
only  one  year's  work,  and  would  not 
explain  what  the  five  years'  work  was  to 
be.  It  was,  of  course,  impossible  to 
disfiUiis  the  na%^al  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  ftny  effect  if  that  policy  was  to 
he  confined  to  one  ye^r, 

Mh,  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk)  said,  that  after  the  very  conf.ro- 
versinl  speech  delivered  by  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  (Sir  U,  Kay-Shuttle- 
worth)  and  the  tone  in  which  it  wa?^ 
delivered  it  was  necessary  that  a  word 
&houJd  he  mul  from  the  OppoaitioK 
side  of  the  House,  Ad  to  what  hud 
been  said  about  the  diversion  of  ti 
certain  sum  of  money  by  the  Admi- 
ralty from  one  purpose  to  another, 
no  one  wanted  for  a  moment  (o  tra- 
verse the  right  of  the  Adminiky 
under  circurnstancGfj  of  urgency  having  a 
free  hand  to  extend  or  alter  their  tihip- 
building  programme,  but  it  was  certainly 
necessary  that  the  House  should  he  in- 
formed at  the  earliest  possible  moment  of 
the  exercise  of  that  right.  He  believed 
the  20  extra  torpedo-boats  to  which 
reference  had  been  naade  were  laid  dowD 
many  mouths  ago  during  the  time  the 
House  was  in  Session,  bnt  no  eoinmnni- 
catinn  whatever  was  made  to  the  House 
of  the  intention  to  lay  I  hem  down. 
What  he  eoniplaiueil  of  was  not  that  the 
Admiralty  shoidd  have  laid  them  down, 
but  that  they  .**hould  have  laid  them 
down  at  the  cost  of  the  more  iniportaut 
battleships.  If  the  extra  boats  were 
needeil  a  Supplementary  Estimate  ought 
to  have  been  brought  in,  po  that  the 
authority  of  Parliament  could  be  obtained. 
It  had  been  j^aid  that  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  G.  Hamilton)  took  similar  action. 
The  action  of  his  noble  Friend,  however^ 
in  laying  down  additional  shijis  had  thu 
effect  not  of  curtailing  but  of  mlding  to 
the  programme  approved  by  Parliament. 
The  six  additional  torpedo-lwuats  laid 
down  by  the  late  Government  were  con- 
structetl  for  the  experimental  purpose  of 
ascertaining  wliat  was  the  best  class  of 
machinery  to  have  in  them.  There 
seemed  to  have  been  a  serious  misuuder- 
slanding  witli  reference  to  what  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exehetpier  had  said 
concerning  the  Admiralty  snrplus^es. 
There  was  all  the  difference  in  the  world 
between    having    the   power  to  use  un- 
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expended  balances,  and  having  to  go  to 
the  House  of  Commoiifi  for  a  Supple- 
mentary Estimate. 

Sir  W,  HARCOURT  :  I  do  not  want 
to  have  any  misunderstanding  on  the 
point.  It  has  been  my  fault  entirely 
that  there  has  been  any  misuoderstand- 
ing.  When  1  spoke  of  re- voting  the 
money,  I  meant  re- voting  on  a  Supple- 
mentary Estimate. 

Mk,  FORWOOD  went  on  to  say  th&t 
he  and  others  had  understood  the  Cbau*- 
eel  lor  of  the  Exchecjiier  to  say,  wheo 
dealing  with  the  question  of  the  Naval 
Defence  Act,  that  circumstances  might 
arise  which  might  make  it  desirable,  in  the 
interests  of  the  taxpayers,  that  the  ex- 
penditure which  had  been  contemplated 
on  the  Navy  should  not  bo  undertaken 
or  should  be  postpoued»  The  whole 
object  of  the  Naval  Defence  Act  wa^  to 
prevent  any  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
being  able  to  interfere  with  expenditure 
on  tbe  Navy  owing  to  any  ebange  of 
financial  policy.  He  hail  clearly  uuder- 
stoo<l  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
allude  to  the  possibility  of  being  able  to 
reduce  the  expenditure  on  the  Navy  ad 
one  of  the  tid vantages  of  not  having  a 
Naval  Defence  Act. 

Mr.  COHEN  (Islington,  K)  did  not 
think  the  Se^'retary  to  the  Admiralty  had 
thrown  any  light  on  the  very  .stiirtling 
iloctrine  laid  down  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequor,  that  the  money  voted  on© 
year,  and  iiuexpended  in  that  year,  couUl 
be  applied  in  relief  of  expenditure  of  s 
cognate  character  in  the  ensuing  year. 
He  wished  to  |>oint  out  that  under  tbe 
Act  of  Purliameut,  38  &  39  Vict.,  c.  45, 
the  Treasury  had  to  pay  surpluses  over 
to  the  National  Delit  Commissiouere* 
lie  would  like  to  know  w^hat  possible 
connection  with  this  matter  any  Supple* 
mentary  Estimate  could  possibly  have  ? 
A  Supplementary  Estimate  was  simplj 
to  defray  any  extra  cost  incurred  during 
that  financial  year.  The  Committee 
would  be  gliMl  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  won  hi  tell  them  wlicther  their  ylew 
was  cnrrect*  and  how  the  discrepancy 
pointed  out  by  his  hon.  Friend  in  the 
past  financial  year  had  been  properly 
met  imder  the  Act  of  Parliament  ? 

Sir  W.  HAHCGURT  said,  he  had 
already  explained  the  Supplementary 
Estimate,  and  did  not   think    he   could 
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usefully  occupy  the  time  of  the  House  in 
goiug  further  iuto  the  iimtter, 

Mic.  COHEN  pointed  out.  that  the 
Vote  WQiilil  not  be  ^npplementiiry  unless 
It  were  taken  before  the  3 1st  of' March, 

Vote  ftgreeil  to. 

2.  £2,294,000,  Shipbuilding,  Repairs, 
Maintenarice,  Sec, — Mateneh 

Mit.  POVVELL  WILLIAMS  (Bir- 
mingham, S,)  8aid,  it  iiad  beeii  his  inten- 
tiou  to  Tcake  some  inqnirj  a*f  to  the 
character  of  the  armour-plates  provided 
for  ship^  now  buihliujj^j  bul  ri,s  lie  uuder- 
Btood  that  the  House  desired  to  proceeil 
to  another  subjeet,  he  would  not  press 
the  point  now  if  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admii'alty  won  hi  pluee  hira  and  the 
House  in  possession  of  evidence  that  the 
result  of  the  test  to  which  the  araaour 
had  been  pue  in  this  country  was  satis- 
factory. 

•Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLE  worth 
said,  he  would  be  very  iiappy  to  give 
the  hon,  Meiul>er  any  infoiTuation  in  his 
power.  The  experiments  with  regard 
lo  armour  liad  been  fully  eoufidcred, 
and  the  hou.  Member  would  find  that 
the  results  were  satisfactory.  Other 
facts  could  be  stated  showing  ihat  the 
very  best  description  of  armour  suitable 
for  the  ships  had  been  adopted ♦ 

Mr.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  was 
well  acquainted  with  the  document  re- 
ferred to,  and  the  conchisiona  there 
arrivetl  at  were  emphatically  traversed  in 
official  comiuunication^  made  to  the 
United  Stateii  Government, 

Mr.  a,  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  hon. 
Member  was  quite  right  in  saying  that  the 
House  wanted  to  know  sometbijig  about 
the  matter.  The  arrnngemeiit  come  to 
was  that  the  Government  sliould  get  the 
Dockyard  Vote  and  the  Vote  for  Works 
by  12  o'clock,  and  there  was  still  an  hour 
and  a  half  for  discussion. 

Sir  W.  HARCOUKT  said,  he  had 
been  a&ked  to  take  the  Mutiny  Hill  at  an 
early  hour,  and  he  hoped  that  iiie  Votes 
might  l^e  taken  by  half-[niht  11,  so  that 
the  discussion  on  that  Bill  might  eom- 
meoce  then. 

Mk.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  saiil,  eon>ider- 
iDg  tlio  peculiar  circumstances  tinder 
which  this  great  programme  was  brought 
before  the  House,  he  thought  it  was  a 


great  concessiim  lo  give  the  two  Votes 
mentioned  by  the  end  of  the  evening  ; 
ami,  knowing  that  some  of  hi«  hon. 
Friends  wished  to  speak  on  three  Votes 
which  involvetl  an  expenditure  of 
£4,(KM>;000,  he  ilid  not  see  how  the 
discussion  could  terminate  by  half -past 
11,  If  the  Government  preferred  to 
leave  over  the  second  Vote  in  order  to 
take  the  Army  Bill  at  half-past  U, 
he  was  quite  ready  to  agree  to  that 
conr»e. 

Sin  W.  HARCOLTRT  said,  he  hml 
made  the  apipeal  to  the  House,  heeause  he 
observed  that  nobody  except  the  right 
hon.  (ientleman  rose  to  speak  on  the 
Vote  before  the  Committee.  If  the  Vote 
was  taken  now  there  would  still  he  an 
hour  for  the  discussion  of  the  remaining 
Vote.  But  he  did  not  desire  to  press  the 
matter  against  the  wish  of  the  House. 

Mu.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  said,  be 
was  rpiite  prepared  to  go  on  now.  What 
he  hat  I  to  say  wai*  upon  a  matter  of  con- 
siderable importance,  but  it  would  not 
take  long. 

Sir  G,  OSBORNE  MORGAN  nnder- 
j^tood  that  the  Army  (Annual)  Bill  could 
be  taken  at  any  time  after  12  o'clock.  It 
had  been  so  laid  down  by  the  Speaker. 

Mu,  A.  C.  MORTON  mul,  it  was  dis- 
tinctly understood  that  the  Arniy(  Annual) 
Bill  would  be  taken  at  an  early  hour, 
and  half-past  11  could  not  be  called 
early.  He  trusted  the  Governnient  would 
give  some  indulgence, 

Mu.  HANBURY  confirmed  the  state- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend.  The  jiromise 
was  that  the  Bill  would  he  taken  at  a 
reasonable  hour.  Half-pjist  11  was  not 
a  reasonahle  hour,  quite  apart  from  any 
cpiestion  of  pledge  given. 

Mu.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  said,  he 
thought  it  Would  be  admitted  that  U  any 
mistake  was  made  by  Her  Majesty *s  Go- 
vernmciil  in  this  matter  the  consequences 
wotikl  be  very  serious,  and  the  Cuunnittee 
might  well  expend  a  little  time  in  con- 
sidering them.  If  Her  Majesty's  shlpa 
were  to  l»e  armed  with  plateti  which  the 
gims  op  other  countries  could  pierce,  and 
if  British  guns  could  not  pierce  the 
armour  plates  of  foreign  ships,  it  would 
be  much  better  not  to  build  any  more 
tships^  but  devote  the  money  to  some 
other  purpose.     The  total  additional  cost 
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for  Iliirvey  nifkel-steel  plates  wu^  only  2 
per  cent*  He  bml  no  interest  m  nickel, 
bnt  there  could  be  no  ibiibt  aa  to  which 
wfts  superior.  America,  Austria,  France, 
and  probably  Kus?)ia,  after  the  most  ex- 
hauistivc  teati*,  had  adopted  nickel -steel 
Harvey  plates*  He  referred  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  report  in  The  Times  of  a 
lecture  delivered  by  a  stuff  officer  of  the 
Austrian  engjueers,  where  it  was  stated 
that  the  nickel-steel  plates  were  the  best 
now  known.  That  was  also  the  verdict 
of  an  officer  of  the  United  States  Navy. 
It  was  Rhowu  that  nickel  steel  Harvey  isstnl 
bad  alwajB  given  better  results  than  plain 
ateel  similarly  treated,  and  that  the  nickel 
steel  was  undoubtedly  the  best  for  naval 
purposes.  Yet  it  was  plain  steel  plates 
which  the  Goverument  fmd  adoptcij  for 
the  new  vessels  of  the  Navy.  An 
Official  Report  recently  made  to  the 
United  States  Government  of  experi- 
ments with  plates  composed  of  two  kinds 
of  iiteel  started  that  unquestionably  the 
nickel  plate  Harvey izcd  was  the  best 
armour  plate  ever  tested.  In  France, 
also,  similar  experiments  had  been  tnade, 
and  the  results,  accorditig  to  a  Report 
from  the  Creuzot  Works,  which  he  could 
show  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman, /were  of  a 
like  character,  and  strongly  in  favour  of 
the  uickel  steel.  The  Committee  hnd 
heard  from  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Belfast,  in  the  discussion  on  the  Navy 
Estimates,  how  errors  had  been  previously 
made  in  connection  with  oitr  ships  of 
war  through  our  Governments  ti  eg  lee  ting 
to  tjike  advantage  of  the  results  of  ex- 
periments in  foreign  conutries,  and  he 
feared  the  Government  might  fall  into 
error  in  regard  to  the  armour-plates  for 
the  new  ships  unless  they  had  the  most 
certain  evidence  that  the  description  of 
plates  they  bad  adopted  were  the  best 
tbey  could  obtain  for  the  pnrpose.  He 
haii  lieen  informed  that  the  Government 
had  given  orders  for  armament  in  connec- 
tion with  the  new  vessels  to  certjiin 
makers  of  armonr-plates.  Experiments 
in  connection  with  armour-phites  were 
ve  ry  expensive  to  a  p r i  va  t  e  m  a ii  n  f ac  t  u  rer . 
The  (Government  con  hi  not  expect  a  pri- 
vate manufacturer  to  adopt  more  expen- 
sive means  for  the  production  of  other 
kinds  of  plates  when  he  could  sell  those 
for  which  he  bad  the  neceasary  means  of 
production  and  as  long  as  the  Government 


continued  to  buy   them.     The  difficulty    money  to  be  expcndod.     This  Vote 
Mr,  Powell  fFilliam* 


of  finding  manufacturers  in  this  country 
who  could  do  in  regard  to  experiments 
what  some  foreign  manufacturers  were 
now  doing  had  probably  had  something' 
to  4o  with  the  decision  at  which  the 
Goverument  had  arrived  with  regard  to 
armour-plates*  But  if  this  decision  had 
lieeu  adopted  for  the  sake  of  saving  only 
2  per  cent,  in  the  cost  of  the  construction 
of  the  new  ships  and  at  the  expense  of 
real  efficiency,  a  great  mistake  had  been 
made.  At  any  rate,  looking  at  the  vast 
importance  of  the  snliject,  lie  felt  that  he 
bad  no  need  to  make  any  apology  for 
having  called  attention  to  the  subject, 
especially  in  view  of  the  facts  which  b© 
bad  brought  under  the  attention  of  the 
Committee. 
•The  secretary  op  STATE  ron 

WAR        (Mr.        CAMFBELL-BANNERMArf, 

Stirling,  &c.)  rose,  not  for  the  pnrpose 
of  taking  part  in  the  discussion  of  the 
subject  raised  l>y  the  lion.  Member  for 
South  Birmingham,  but  to  say  sometbiug 
with  regard  to  the  cottrse  of  busiueas 
that  nigbt.  The  Government  were  very 
anxiouti  indeed  to  obtain  the  Votes  in  the 
Navy  Estimates  whicli  had  been  under 
discussion  J  and  also  the  Worka  Vote, 
which  it  WHS  desirable,  for  peculiar 
reaaona,  to  obtain  as  soon  as  possible, 
at  an  early  period  in  the  evening- 
Jn  order  to  secure  this  be  was  quite  pre-* 
pared  to  postpone  the  Army  (Annual) 
Bill,  and  thought  it  was  the  best  course* 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  inquired 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  meant 
that  the  Army  (Annual)  Bill  would  not 
come  on  that  night  at  all  ? 

Mk,  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

Yes. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

£4,650,000,  Works,  Buildings/  and 
Repairs  at  Home  and  Abroad. 

Sin    E.    ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 

(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  said  that,  as  had 
already  been  slated  by  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  this  Vote  contained  very 
many  new  works  of  importance,  and  the 
same  criticism  was  applicable  to  it  which 
hud  already  been  extended  to  proposals 
for  shipbuilding  and  new  construction, 
that  the  amonut  taken  in  the  present 
year  was  altogether  below  the  proportion 
it  should  bear   to   the   total    amount  of 
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even  more  remarkable  in  tliat  respect 
tbaa  tbe  Sbipbuildiag  Vote.  A»  hitd 
been  poiuted  out  frequently  in  tlie  eourt^e 
of  that  Debate,  in  the  Sbipbuildiug  Vot<* 
out  J  £1,360,000  was  to  be  expeudeil 
during  the  prci^ent  year,  and  taking  ii 
large  number  of  tbe  more  important 
items  of  tbe  works  voted,  the  irouHe 
would  scarcely  credit  it,  but  it 
appeared  ou  the  Estimatet*,  that  out  of 
items  of  new  works  amouuting  to 
£4,048,000,  there  was  only  £122,0(X) 
do  WD  iu  the  Estimates  for  the  comiug 
year.  That  disproportion  was  utterly 
absurd.  It  justified  the  charge  which  he 
brought  ou  the  preYions  night,  that  these 
naval  proposals  both  for  ships  aud  other 
works  were  more  iu  the  nature  of  a  public 
advertisement  that  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  do  somethiug  for  the  Navy  than 
iu  the  nature  of  a  real,  practical  and 
feasible  programme.  For  dredging  there 
was  £95U,tKK>  proposed,  ouly"  £H5,000 
was  to  be  spent  this  year.  That  was,  he 
thought,  about  one- twelfth,  hut  that  wan 
the  most  favourable  of  all  the  items  to 
which  be  had  referrckl.  Take  the  ease 
of  home  barracks,  put  dowu  for 
£350,000,  only  £1,000  was  to  be  spent 
during  the  comiug  year.  Tbe  thing  was 
absurd.  Take  the  case  of  the  Key  ham 
Basin  and  D<ieks,  the  impjortance  of  which 
was  generally  admitted  ;  £2,000,*K>0  Wiit* 
put  dowu  in  tbe  Esthnates,  ouly  £1,000 
waa  to  be  spent  m  the  comiug  jear. 
Again,  the  proposal  was  absurd.  Take 
ihc  case  of  the  two  extensions  of  tbe 
mole  at  Gibraltar,  one  was  to  cost 
£8o,000  and  the  other  £320,000.  For 
the  first,  £20,(XK)  was  takeu,  and  for  the 
second  only  £1,000  was  taken.  For  the 
most  important  proposal  of  all — ^namely, 
the  proposal  to  construct  a  naval  dock  at 
Gibraltar,  £360,000  was  to  be  taken,  and 
.  only  £1,000  was  put  dowu  iu  the  Vote 
of  this  year.  Of  all  these  itemt^, 
amouutjug  to  £4,048,000,  for  new  works, 
to  suppose  thnt  only  £122,000  was  to  be 
spent  iu  the  coming  year  was  to  reduce 
tbe  Estimates  to  a  practical  absurdity. 
Iu  fact,  the  Government  had  thrown  at 
tbeir  heads  as  mauy  proposals  as 
they  could  in  this  way  iu  order  ap- 
parently to  get  credit  for  their 
uomiiial  proposals,  and  really  devise  no 
practical  arraugemeuts  for  carrying  them 
out.  Tbe  House  had  already  heard  a 
Terj    instructive    dispute    between   the 


Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  on 
the  one  hand,  aud  the  noble  Lord  the  late 
First  Lord  of  tbe  Admiralty  a  nil  the  late 
Fiuaucial  Secretary  on  the  other  baiul, 
and  at  oue  moment  they  had  heard  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
ilenouncing  tbe  hou.  Baronet  tbe  Member 
for  Kingston,  and  reproviug  him  because 
as  Chairman  of  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee  he  bad  made  an  unjust 
criticism  on  the  tinancial  arrangement* 
of  the  Government,  The  next  moment 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  got  up 
and  threw  over  hts  colleague,  in  despite 
of  his  egregious  reference  to  anti-Har- 
court  fireworks,  aud  explained  that  the 
mistake  was  his.  They  understood  from 
the  result  of  the  dispute  between  these 
gentlemen,  and  the  statements  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  tbe  Admiralty, 
that  there  was  no  practical  provision  for 
these  works,  either  in  shipbuilding  or  in 
the  construction  of  new  dockyards  and 
barracks,  arranged  by  the  CTOverrmient  for 
the  future.  He  wished  to  ask  a  few 
questions  in  regard  to  the  new  dock  at 
Gibraltar.  They  understood  that  the 
dock  was  to  be  eonstructed  by  excavating 
a  space  out  of  the  New  Mole  Parade,  and 
it  was  the  opinion  of  the  late  Board  of 
Admiralty  that  that  was  the  most 
ecouomical     site,    and    the    one    which 


ofiered       tbe 
attack      by 
doubt  that    a 
Mole  Parade 


liest 


from 


protection 
sea.  There  was  uo 
ilock  cut  out  of  tbe  New 
won  hi  be  practically  safe 
from  shells  fired  from  the  open  sea,  and 
very  largely  protected  also  from  attack 
from  a  south-westerly  direction.  Uf  course, 
there  was  no  position  on  the  western  or 
the  south-western  side  of  the  Gibraltar 
rock  which  could  be  protected  from  laud 
fire.  He  would  like  to  hear  something 
from  the  Civil  Lord  as  to  the  extensions- 
of  the  mole,  It  was  well  known  that  all 
the  naval  authorities  reganled  the  ex- 
tension as  of  first-class  importance.  It 
WHS  uecessary  in  these  days,  when  there 
would  he  torpedo  attacks,  that  there 
should  lie  some  shelter  provided  for  our 
ships.  He  understood  that  the  existing 
mole  was  to  be  lengthened  by  1,200  feet, 
and  that  the  cost  of  the  work  would  be 
£85,000.  He  supjajsed  tbe  lengthening 
was  to  be  in  a  straight  line  with  the 
existing  mole.      Two   thousand    feet  of 
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protection   would  give  slioltor  to  a  coti- 
«itleml»le    number  of  tlie  vaisels  of  the 
Medit^rnuioaii    Squiulruiu      There    was 
some  information  wanted  wiilj  regard  to 
the   KCf-'ond  extension,  which  was  to  cost 
£320,(X>0,    of   whieh    ordv    £1,(K)0    was 
taken  in  this  year's  Estiiiutte.   He  utider- 
i^tood  this  seoond  extension  was  in  reality 
to  take  the  form  of  a   se[mrate  mole,  and 
he    deaired   to  know  whether  that  mole 
was    to    he    eonHtrueted   in    a    straight 
line  with  the  existing  mole,  or  whether  it 
wastoheconstruetcd  transversely  ?  ThtMu 
he  would  ask  the   Government  whetiier 
they  were  satisfied  that  it  con  Id  he  used  as 
«  mercuntilo  coaling  station  ?   Every  hon. 
Gentleman    who    had    visited    Gibraltar 
was  well   aware  that  its  importance  as  a 
coaling  station  was  increiistug  year   by 
year.     Ho  thong) it  the  last  Return  showed 
that  700,000  tons  of  coab  were  shipped 
during  the  last  year  on  board  vessels  of 
the  Mercantile  Marine  at  G  iliraltar.    This 
coal  was  stored  in  a  numJier  of  ohl  hulks 
scatiercfl     about    the    upper    portion   of 
Gibraltar  Harbour,  and   in  case  of  war 
these  hulks  coidd  be  ea&ily  dcstmyed  by 
an    attack    from    two   or    three    hostile 
torpedo-boats  ;  and  it  was  of  the  ntmost 
imjjortance  that  somenrniugetnent  should 
be   made,  now  that  Gibraltar  was  to  be 
recognised  as  a  i^reM  naval  dockyard,  for 
the  coaling,  not  only  nf  men-of-war,  but 
of  vessels    of  the    Merchant    Navy.     If 
there  was   proper  coaling  arrangements 
at   Gibraltar  there  was  no  doubt  that  h 
much   larger    mimber   of   vessels    wotdd 
call     there    in    future    than     at   present* 
He  diti  not  say  that  was  altogether  desir- 
able, regarding  (Tibraltar  as  a  uaval  and 
military  torlress^    but   it   was   necessary, 
having  regard   to  the   inferiority  of  our 
Mediterranean  Fleet,  that  in  case  of  war 
the  squa4lron  should   retire  upon  Gibral- 
tar for  reiidbrcements.     Undoubtedly  any 
grc^ai  naval  conflict  of  the  future  would 
take  place  in  waters  close   to  Gibraltar, 
and  if  wc  lost  command   of  the  Mediter- 
ranean our  merchant  ships  would  not  be 
able    to  procee<l    to  India   and    the   Far 
East    through    the   Mediterranean,    but 
must  go  down  the  West  Coast  of  Africa, 
and  take  the  old  route  to  India  and  the 
East.     That  consideration   gave  import* 
anee  to  Gibraltar  not  only  as  a  workshop, 
but  it  would  give  to  it  vastly  greater  im- 
portance as  a  secure  and  efficient  coaling 
station  for  our  Mereantilo  Marine.  That^ 

Sir  E.  Ashmmd'Bartktt 


he  thought,  must  be  yierfectly  clear  to 
every  Mem  Iter  of  the  Cimimittee.  He 
did  not  propose  to  trotible  the  Committee 
any  further  with  reganl  to  this  <^nes- 
tion.  He  congratulated  the  Govern- 
ment that  they  were  making  a  begin- 
ning with  this  important  matter^  and 
he  only  wii^hed  they  had  seen 
their  way  to  spend  more  money 
than  the  infiuitcsimal  sum  of  £1,000* 
He  would  rather  have  seen  a  slight 
diminution  of  the  proposal  for  new  ship* 
building  if  they  could  have  succeeded 
in  advancing  the  works  at  Gibraltar ; 
but  he  won  hi  be  content  with  urging 
upon  the  Government  the  great  im- 
portance of  the  considerations  he  had 
laid  before,  the  House. 

♦Mit,  EGERTON  ALLEN  (Pembroke, 
&c.)  said,  he  thought  he  was  justified 
in  taking  up  a  short  space  of  time  in 
order  to  bring  before  the  Committee  and 
the  country  the  extraordinary  way  in 
which  Pembroke  Dock  had  been  neglected 
by  the  Government.  lie  had  no  desire  to 
deprecate  the  spend iug  of  money  on  other 
dockyards,  but  he  did  want  to  urge  upon 
the  Admiralty  that  they  ought  to  spend 
more  money  in  the  development  of 
Pembroke  Yard.  He  was  very  much 
struck  by  a  remark  made  by  the  lat^ 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  when  be 
said  wc  had  only  three  ports — Chatham, 
Devonport,  and  Portsmouth  —  and  he 
wontlerod  whether  the  noble  Lord 
knew  that  Milford  Haven  could 
swallow  up  the  three  and  think 
little  of  it.  Milford  Haven,  with  its 
depth  of  water  and  position  on  the  coaat, 
was  a  port  of  refuge  of  the  first  import- 
ance. The  capacity  of  the  dockyard 
for  the  building  of  ships  was  v&ty 
great,  but  the  facilities  for  thecompletiou 
and  fitting  of  new  ship?  and  for 
the  repair  of  injured  ships  were 
very  small,  and  there  was  a  want 
of  proper  jetty  accommodation.  The 
Hobbs  Point  Jetty  was  situated  three- 
quarters  of  a  mile  from  iiie  dockyard, 
and  the  whole  of  the  material  required 
for  fitting  up  a  vessel,  and  the  whole  of 
the  men  employed  in  completing  a  veBsel, 
had  to  be  taken  backwards  and  forwards  in 
order  that  the  work  should  be  done.  Th&t 
was  so  much  wasted  time  and  money.  AU 
the  machinery  which  had  to  be  put  on 


I 


I 


\ 


% 


J 


297 


Supply — Navy  {12  AruiL  1894}  Estimates^  1894-5, 


298 


board  a  ship  after  laimebitig  bad  to  be 
brought  first  to  the  doekyanl  aud  beaded 
there,  aod  then  bad  to  be  reloaded  ou 
barges  aod  takeu  to  Hobbs  Point,  there 
to  be  pat  on  board  the  vessel.  Th'ia  was 
a  case  of  enormous  wasto  of  time  ami 
money.  Agaiu,  tba  power  of  the  sbeer 
legs  at  Hobbs  Point  wan  uot  smffieieut  to 
pill  rlie  largest  boilers  into  verisels, 
and  the  consequence  was  tbat  a  vessel 
had  ou  one  occaeiou,  and  probably  others 
would  have  on  other  occa>ions,  to  be 
fient  away  elsewhere  to  bavo  the  work 
done.  All  tbe^^e  matters  were  perhaps  tire- 
some  ID  detail,  but  they  were  at  the  same 
time  matters  of  practical  importance, and 
matters  in  respect  of  which  a  good  deal 
of  money  would  be  saved  if  th^i  dock- 
yard was  put  into  a  tborougb  state  of 
efficiency.  The  necessity  of  these  works 
had  been  admitted  and  sanctioned  by 
successive  Goveniments  since  18S4»  but 
oothiug  bad  been  done.  He  thought  the 
Committee  would  agree  with  him  that  a 
matter  of  this  kind  was  one  to  wbicli  ilje 
attention  of  the  Goveniment  ought  to 
be  drawn, 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  sahi,  tbat  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  Vote  had  to  be  takeu 
that  night,  he  thought  the  Government 
ought  to  reconsider  their  position  and  give 
the  Committee  some  information  as  to  the 
immenee  works  which  were  contemplated 
upon  these  vessels.  They  were  being 
made  liable  for  an  enormous  sum.  That 
sum  of  £4,000,000  was  to  be  taken,  aud 
there  was  very  little  inforraatiou  m  the 
statement  issued  by  the  First  Lord.  He 
thought  the  Admiralty  origbt  to  tell 
them  what  was  intended  to  be  doue. 
The  Committee  was  asked  to  hurry  this 
Vote  through  without  anything  like 
sufficient  information.  The  Government 
could  not  complain  of  the  hours  tbat  had 
been  devote*!  to  it.  Here  there  were 
a  number  of  items  in  respect  of  which 
they  had  no  information.  If  ihay  were 
really  neceisary  why  was  so  little  money 
taken  for  them  ?  Something  had  l»een 
said  earlier  in  the  evening  as  to  liabilities 
imposed  by  one  Government  upon  its 
aitccessors.  He  must  say  that,  so  far  as 
these  liabilities  were  concerned,  they 
would  come  upon  them  in  future  years  to 
a  very  large  extent,  and  bow  they  were 
to  be  carried  forward   he  did  uot  kuow* 


The  total  amount  for  new  works  was 
£4,000,000,  and  it  wm  stated  that 
£129,000  was  to  be  takeu  m  this  year. 
All  tliat  might  be  necessary  or  not  neces- 
sary, and  possible  or  uot  possible  ;  but 
be  thought  they  ought  to  know  from  the 
Government  whether  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  to  begin  the  works  this  year, 
or  whether  the  execution  of  them  could 
not  be  delayetl  until  the  actual  money 
for  the  m  co  u  1  d  b  e  f  o  u  n  d .  H  o  m  u  t?  h  d  o  n  b  t  ed 
the  utility  of  laking  such  small  sums 
of  money  for  such  large  undertakings* 
Supposing  the  expenditure  was  spread 
over  10  years,  it  would  be  a  sum  of 
£400,000  in  place  of  the  £129,000. 
^^ow,  it  was  said  they  had  left  certain 
legacies  to  their  successors.  When  they 
left  Office  they  left  a  liability  of  uncom- 
pleted works  of  £650,000,  but  if  the 
present  Goveromeut  went  out  of  Offit^e  in 
the  present  ye^r  they  would  leave  for 
their  successors  about  £4,o00,00(),  which 
was  a  verj'  large  sum,  aud,  therefore, 
Momliers  in  all  parts  of  the  House  would 
think  they  were  entitled  to  call  attention 
to  this.  What  be  asked  for  now  was 
thai,  at  all  events,  the  Government 
would  give  them  some  explanation  as  to 
these  matters — ^ whether  they  thou*>ht 
them  so  absolutely  necessary  tbat  they 
must  be  begun  this  year  with  these  small 
amounts,  or  whether  the  whole  question 
ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  stand  over 
until  such  years  when  the  money  couid 
really  be  found  to  coinplete  the  work. 
It  appeared  to  him  almost  to  be  playing 
with  those  large  nntlertakings  to  put 
down  such  very  small  sums  as  were  put 
down  for  the  present  year,  and  he  was 
surprised  that  more  attention  should  not 
be  given  to  works  of  this  magnitude 
which  involved  such  targe  amounts.  The 
Admiralty  would  understand  he  did  uot 
dispute  such  works  were  indispensable, 
but  every  fair-minded  man  would  acknow- 
ledge tbat  they  w^ere  entitled  to  more  in- 
formation. 

The  civil  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  E.  RoBEBTSox,  Dundee) 
said,  be  rose  at  once  in  response  to  the 
appeal  m*ule  by  the  right  bou.  Gentle- 
mau  who  had  Jost  sat  down  to  give  an 
explanation  of  the  new  items  in  this , 
Vote.  One  reuiark  made  by  the  rigL 
hou.  Gentleman  he  would  like  to  revert^ 
to  at  once.     He  assumed  that  the  Admi- 


299  Supply— Kavi/  {COMMONS}  Estimates,  1 8^4-5.  300 

Parliamentary  Vote,  a  vaBt  variety  of 
prelim iiiitry  op^ratioim  that  took  up  time, 
Hucli  as  tbe  preparation  of  plans*  the 
taking  out  of  quantities,  tlio  is^suiug  of 
tenders,  the  visits  of  contractors  to  tbe 
site  of  the  works,  and  tbe  time  taken  for  tUe 
cont^ideratiou  of  the  tendera,  and  wheu 
all  that  was  done  and  the  tenders  Ijad 
been  coni^idcrcd  and  accepted,  there  were 
only  two  or  three  months  loft  in  an  ordi* 
nary  year  for  the  contractor  to  work  in, 

Mit.  FORWOOD:  May  I   ask  if  the 

phuiiJi  fur  the  expensive  large  works  are 
provided  already  ? 

Mk,  E.  ROBERTSON  said,  that  in 
detail  no  doubt  they  were,  hut  the  Direc- 
tor was  the  responsible  officer  for  all 
that.  There  was  not  a  single  item  tbitt 
had  been  reduced  in  consideration  of  aujf 
financial  difficulty  of  tbe  Goverutneut, 
or  with  tbe  view  of  transferring  to  ibeir 
successors  any  undue  portion  of  the 
burden  of  thej'o  works.  Every  figure 
tliat  appeared  in  the  Estimates  for  the 
tiiM  tiiiio  was  placeil  there  by  the  pro- 
fesbionul  head  of  tlie  DepartmeDt  of 
Works,  and  represented  what  in  hid 
opiniotj  was  tbe  full  amount  that  the 
contratitors  were  likely  to  earn  in  the 
current  year.  Someone  had  **aid  that  to 
take  £1,000  for  ibe  dock  at  Gi?>raltar 
mcAnt  taking  360  years  to  complete,  ami 
that  the  extension  at  Key  ham  w^onld 
take  he  did  not  kiu>w  how  many  thou- 
sand years,  because  they  took  a«  little 
for  tbe  enormous  work  at  Key  bam  as 
they  did  for  Gibraltar.  He  would  not 
refer  to  any  controversial  question  raised, 
but  he  would  remind  the  Committee  thai 
much  ohjection  had  been  taken  by  the 
AeconutAni  Auditor  General  agaiost  the 
practice  of  voting  money  for  ^'avy  Votes 
and  not  spending  it*  That  was  a  prac- 
tice contlemned  ujkui  authority,  and  the 
desirability  of  avonJiug  that  practice  iu 
future  was  another  reason  that  no  more 
money  should  be  voted  thau  they  were 
likely  to  estpend*  lie  could  not  retort 
on  tbe  right  bon*  Gentleman  and  his 
Colleagues  that  they  followed  precisely 
tbe  same  practice,  for,  j*o  far  as  he  w»» 
aware,  tbey  did  not  embark  upon  auy 
great  works,  but  the  late  Civil  Lord,  to 
whose  Department  this  busioeee  belonged, 
made  a  curious  slip  when  he  declared 
that  hie  o^vn  GoverDment  took  £1,000. 


rally  bad  only  put  down  such  works 
&B  tbey  believed  to  be  indispensable 
in  the  sense  tbat  tbey  should  be 
commenced  at  once,  and  that  such  pro- 
gress shouhi  be  made  this  year  as 
could  l>c  made.  He  could  assure  tbe 
right  bon.  Gentleman  tbat  was  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  the  Admiralty  had  acted  ; 
thin  Vote,  large  as  it  was,  they  bad  cut 
down  to  the  naiTowest  limits  which  they 
believed  compatible  with  the  safety  of 
the  Empire,  and  not  a  single  item 
appeared  tbat  they  did  uot  believe  was 
justified  liy  the  necessities  of  the  case.  In 
making  what  remarks  he  had  to  make  be 
might  revert  to  tbe  questions  put  to  him 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield.  The 
ho«.  Gentleman,  like  the  late  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  like  tbe  late 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
had  fastened  on  this  peculiarity  in  the 
present  Vote,  that  while  the  total  liabili- 
ties involved  in  it  w^ere  very  large  the 
amount  taken  this  year  was  comparatively 
small  ;  they  had  all  fastened  on  that  and 
demaiKlcd  im  explanation.  He  did  nf>t 
know  whether  the  late  First  Lord  made 
that  proposition. 

Lord   G,    HAMILTON  :  No,  I  did 

uot. 

Mn.  E.  ROBERTSON  said,  he 
thought  not,  but  the  explanation  of  it 
was  this*  First  of  all,  the  Works 
Vote  was  a  peculiar  Vote,  they 
could  !iot  begiu  any  large  new  work 
without  the  sanction  of  the  Treasury, 
Nothing  eonld  he  doiio  until  that  bad 
l>rcu  obtained,  and  that  would  not  he 
given  for  large  sums  until  sanctioned  by 
the  House  of  Commons,  so  that  the 
Works  Vote  every  year  had  this  pecu- 
liarity— that  tbe  large  works  could  uot 
be  commenced  until  sanctioned  by  a  Vote 
of  tbe  Honse,  and  those  who  were  re- 
sporisible  for  the  drafting  of  the  Vote 
knew  it  might  be  very  late  in  the  year 
before  the  sanction  of  Parliament  w^as 
obtaiticd.  The  sanction  of  Parlia- 
ment for  this  Vote  last  year  was  not 
obtained  until  the  20th  of  September, 
and  tt  was  a  vast  improvement  upon  pre- 
vious years  that  they  were  allowed  to 
take  this  Vote  to-nigbt.  His  second 
observation  was  that  in  new  works  tbey 
had,  in  addition  to  the  delay  which  might 
l>e  caused   by  the  postponement  of  the 
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8iK  E.  A8HMEAD~BARTLETT  :  I 
witlidrew  it  last  night. 

Mft.  E.  ROBERTSON  said,  the  lion. 
Getitleman   Jeclaretl   it  before  aiKl   witb- 
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drew  it  to-night,  but  he  referred  to  it  as 
curious  that  the  sum  the  hnn.  Member 
Lad  in  his  mind  wtis  preeiselj  the  aum 
the  present  Government  took.  The  lion, 
Geotlenmn  wa.^  wron^  in  snppo.-^ing  his 
Government  had  taken  it,  but  the  anm 
Uiat  occurred  to  his  miud  was  that  s^nm 
of  £1,000. 

Sin  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
said,  be  must  explain  to  the  hon,  Geu tic- 
man  the  point  he  omitted  last  uight  and 
filled  np  to-night.  Under  the  late  Board 
of  Admiralty  the  whole  question  of  the 
Gibraltar  Docks  wan  most  carefully 
examined  by  a  Committee  and  a  deeision 
come  to.  It  was  a  mistake  with  regard 
to  the  sum  of  £1,000,  but  he  never  com- 
mitted himself  to  the  idea  that  that  was 
the  proper  sum. 

Mr,  E.  ROBERTSON  said,  it  was 
hardly  worth  while  eontinnJng  the  matter, 
it  was  made  by  iaadverteoee  and  was 
since  expJaiued  away.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  his  own  Governmeut  took,  two 
years  ago,  precisely  that  i^um,  and  that 
might  be  used  by  him  as  au  argument 
that  it  would  be  taken  as  the  first  time, 
but  he  need  hardly  say  more  on  that  point. 
Some  one  had  said,  "What  is  the  use  of 
beginning  with  such  small  sums  at  all  ?  ** 
Let  him  remind  the  Committee  that  even 
if  they  only  took  £5  a  tremendous  step 
in  advance  won  Id  be  gained,  as  they  would 
then  have  obtained  Parliamentary  sanc- 
tion and  wouhl  be  on  a  new  status 
altogether  ;  they  w^ould  ho  somewhat  in 
the  position  of  having  read  a  Bill  a 
aecond  time,  they  would  have  decided  the 
principle  of  the  works,  however  small  the 
anm  taken. 

Mr.  FOBWOOD  :  Will  the  bon. 
Gentleman  describe  how,  if  we  are  to 
read  it  a  second  ttme,  £2,000^000  is  to 
be  expended  this  year,  and  what  is  the 
plan  ? 

Mr,  E.  ROBERTSON  said,  be  would 
come  to  that  in  a  moment.  The  next 
thing  be  was  asked  about  was  for  some 
information  about  the  Gibraltar  Dock. 
The  dock  was  to  be  a  dock  of  the  first 
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class,    capable    of    holding    the    largest 
ship  they  bod,  or  wxtc  likely  to  have. 

Ci^MMAMiER  BETHELL  (York,  E.R., 
Holdernoss)  :  Cased  over,  or  in  the 
rough  ? 

Mr,  E.  ROBERTSON  believed  it 
would  be  cased,  and  the  dock  would  be 
on  a  line  with  the  new  mole.  Then  as  to 
t  he  mole,  what  was  called  the  new  mole  but 
which  was  really  a  very  old  mole,  that  as 
theiCoramittee  knew  was  being  continued, 
hut  the  new  work  that  appeared  on  the 
Estimates  for  the  first  lime  was  the 
separate  mole  to  w^hieh  the  hon.  Gentle- 
inan  had  referred.  The  length  of  the 
new  mole  would  be  some  1,600  ft:!ei ;  the 
extension  of  the  existing  mole  would  be 
1 ,760  feet,  making  the  est  i  mated  extension 
the  whole  length  3,300  feet  in  the  line 
oi  the  present  so-ealle*!  new  mole. 

Commander  BETHELL  :  Arc  these 
Dew  works  to  be  faced  or  rough  ;  will 
they  be  faced  so  that  ships  can  go  along- 
side ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  said,  they 
would  be  faced,  and  if  the  hon.  Member 
would  look  at  the  maps  it  wi}nld  give 
bini  more  information.  Tlien  an  boo. 
Member  complained  of  Pern  broke  Dock 
being  neglected  in  comparison  with 
others.  Far  be  it  from  bim  to  say  any- 
thing disreijipectfnl  of  Milford  Haven, 
but  he  must  remind  his  hon.  Friend  of 
this — that  these  items  were  not,  and 
ought  not,  to  be  determined  by  con- 
siderations of  favour  to  oue  locality— 
that  was  entirel}'  out  of  the  question. 
It  was  a  matter  of  proper  consideration 
for  the  Admiralty,  Acting  on  the 
advice  of  their  professional  advisers^ 
they  had  placed  the  proposals  before  the 
House,  and  if  Pembroke  was  omitted  it 
was  because  other  proposals  were  greater 
than  could  be  made  on  behalf  of  Pem- 
broke, but  he  could  assure  his  hon. 
Friend  that  what  he  had  said  would  not 
be  lost  sight  of  when  occasion  arose  for 
making  further  proposals.  He  now 
came  to  the  other  points  put  to  bim  hj 
way  of  question  across  the  Table.  The 
most  important  work  of  all  was  the 
extension  of  Key  ham  Yard.  They  pro- 
posed to  build  that  yard,  and  the  work 
would  extend  over  a  period  of  10  years. 
They  proposed  to  huild  three  docks  of 
the  first  class. 
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An  boD»  Member  :  Wet  or  dry  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  said,  thej 
would  be  three  dnniutig  docke  of  the  iirst 
class,  one  entrance  dock  of  the  same 
capacity,  41  acres  iii  area,  elgbt  tidal 
basius^  certaiQ  gtcam^gibip  buildingi^, 
stores,  wharfage,  shops,  and  m  oOt 

Mr.  FORWOOD  :  For  ships  to  go 
in,  or  only  for  light  vessels  ? 

Mr,  E.  ROBERTSON  said,  they 
would  be  for  ships  to  go  aloogaide  of^ 
but  he  was  not  quite  sure. 

•Sir    E.    IIARLAND  (Belfast,  N.)  : 
May  I  aak  the  length  of  the  dock  ? 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON  said,  tbe  three 
docks  were  to  be  of  the  size  of  accommo- 
datiug  the  largest  ship,  that  was  all  be 
could  say, 

Mb.  FORWOOD  ;  Shall  we  have  an 
opportunity  of  seeing  them  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  supposed  so. 
This  exteasioa  of  Keybam  Yard  was  a 
proposal  that  came  to  them  on  profes- 
flioDal  advice,  and  they  were  assured  it 
was  work  that  ought  uot  to  be  post- 
poned. 

•Lord  G.  HAMILTON  said,  it  was 

understood  this  Vote  would  1*e  taken  to- 
night, and  he  would  not  detain  the  Com- 
mittee, but  this  Vote  they  were  asked  to 
consent  to  did  commit  them  to  enormous 
liabilities.  He  believed  the  expenditure 
that  was  contained  in  the  Estimate  was 
necessary',  and  it  was  essential  if  this 
work  was  to  be  begun  the  Committee 
should  give  its  consent  to-night,  nor  did 
he  object  in  certain  instances  to  small 
sums  being  taken  for  big  work,  but  the 
peculiaTity  here  was  there  were  such 
large  numbers  of  big  work  in  which  case 
email  sums  were  taken,  and  however 
anxious  they  might  be  to  help  the  Admi- 
ralty the  broad  fact  remained  that  by 
this  Vote  the  proposal  was  to  take  fresh 
liabilities  on  their  shoufdors  in  additiou 
to  au  existing  liability.  It  was  quite 
clear  that  to  carry  this  work  out  a  large 
increase  iti  the  Estimate  would  be  neces- 
sary in  subsequent  years,  and  he  would 
suggest  that  the  hou.  Gentleman  should 
circulate  some  Paper  so  as  to  give  au 
idea  of  what  the  financial  arrangements 
were.  One  hardly  liked  to  commit  one- 
self to  so  large  a  share  of  liability  uoless 
one  saw  the  means  by  which  the  money 


in    subsequent   years  was  to   be   raised. 

Whatever  increase  there  might  be  in  the 
Vote  this  year  there  must  be  a  large  in- 
crease in  following  years.  He  thought 
they  ought  to  know  that,  and  it  would  be 
advisable  that  other  works  should  be  men- 
tioned that  were  to  be  commenced  in  the 
next  few  years.  Ho  saw  no  allusion  to 
Hong  Koijg,  and  something  must  be 
done  there  within  a  year  or  two,  ^ 
All  other  thing  was  that  a  great  deal  of  ■ 
this  expenditure  was  connected  with  ^ 
stationary  defences,  aiMl  he  would  there- 
fore ask,  was  tiiis  a  joint  scheme  of  the 
War  Office  and  the  Admiralty  ?  Of 
course,  under  the  circumstauces,  they 
assented  to  this  Vote,  but  be  did  not 
think  the  explanation,  such  us  it  was, 
^satisfactory  ;  but  if  the  hon.  Gcntlemaii 
would  undertake  to  lay  before  them  a 
docimieut  with  further  information  it  ^ 
would  do  mueb  to  allay  their  object iooa*   H 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  said,  be  con-  * 
sidered  the  demand  of  the  noble  Lord 
for  a  detailed  statement  was  reasonable, 
and  he  hoped,  after  further  consider!*- 
tiou,  that  he  might  be  m  a  position  to  ^ 
comply  with  the  demand  of  the  noble  | 
Lord.  He  admitted  the  fairness  of  the 
noble  Lord's  cotijecture,  that  iu  future 
the  expeodilure  must  be  increased  larger 
than  it  was  at  present,  but  however  large 
the  business  in  the  future  might  Ite,  the 
sum  they  proposed  to  take  this  year  was 
very  large  as  compared  with  the  suins 
taken  in  years  past ;  in  fact,  for  a  quarter 
of  a  century  he  did  not  think  any  Board 
of  Admiralty  had  proposed  to  take  so 
much. 

Mb.  SCOTT-MONTAGU  (Hanta, 
New  Forest)  said,  before  the  matter  waa 
settled  he  would  like  to  ask  for  some  ex- 
planation of  the  making  of  a  breakwater 
at  a  cost  of  £1 40,000  when  the  money 
might  be  better  utih'scd. 

iln.  E.  ROBERTSON  said,  he  did 
nut  think  the  hon.  Member  quite  under-   ^ 
stood  the   lire  sent   proposal,  which   was   | 
not   to   make  a    breakwater    to    form   a   ^ 
harbour,  but  to  lay  down   *'  dolphins  **  at 
the  entrance  of  the  present  dock  in  order 
to    prevent    any    hostile    torpedo-boat  a 
coming  io. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 
at  two  of  the  clock  ;  Committee  to  sit 
Again  To-morrow. 
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J      PLtJMBERfcJ'   KKarSTRATION  BILL. 
(No.  Si.) 

SECOND    REABING* 

Order  for  Secoml  Reading  rend, 

•Mr.  lees  KNOWLES  (Salfonl, 
W,)  moved  the  Secoud  HeadiQg  of  this 
Bill,  which  he  said  wa.n  in  effect  the 
name  Bill  as  thai:  which  was  he  fore  the 
House  la»t  year  and  tlie  year  before,  and 
twice  read  u  second  time. 

Motion  made,  aiul  Question  propose*!, 
**That  thtj  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,"' — i^^fr.  Lees  Knowles.) 

Ao  hon.  Member  :  I  object. 

niK.  LEES  KNOWLES  said,  it  was 
not  yei  12  oVdock. 

Mr.  1\  M.  HEALY  .said,  if  it  was 
not  yet  12o*clockhe  would  like  to  ask 
for  an  explanation  aa  to  whether  the 
Bill  had  met  with  the  approval  of  the 
Government  ? 

•Mr- LEES  KNOWLES  naid,  that  last 
jear  the  Grand  Committee  on  Trade  ad- 
journed the  conBideration  of  the  BiJi  in 
order  that  a  Minister  from  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  might  he  itpi^M>inted  a 
meinher  of  the  Committee  and  \fl\B  advice 
and  assistance  from  that  Department,  The 
Parliamentary  Secretary  was  appointed, 
but  unfortunately  he  was  unable  to  attend. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Thur.'^day 
oext* 

LAND  ACTS  (lEELAND). 
"       MOTION    FDR    A    SELECT    COMMITTEE* 

Motion  made,  and   Question  proposed, 

**Thiit  a  Select  Committee  he  appointed  U> 
inc[ulrc  into  and  report  upon  the  priaciplDis  an<l 
OTiicHce  of  the  Iriah  Land  Comnnsmotiera  and 
Cottnty  Court  Judge*  in  carrying  out  the  fair 
rent  iliuI  free  sale  provisions  of  the  Laud  Acts 
of  l^Tii,  1881,  and  1887,  and  of  the  Rodemptiou 
of  Benl  Act  of  1891,  and  to  suggtjst  such  ira^ 
l^rf^remenra  in  Law  or  practice  as  they  may  deem 
to  lie  desirable.**— (J/r.  John  Morley,) 

Sir  E.  HARLAND  (Belfaat,  N.)  :  I 
object. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALV  (Louth,  N.)  : 
Mfty  X  a^k  the  right  hen.  Gentleniao  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  wliat  he  m- 
tetuia  to  do  with  regard  to  this  Motion,  in 


face  of  the  persistent  opposition  of  the 
Tory  Party  to  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee  ? 

•Mr,  SPEAKER:  Order,  order  I 
Objection  is  taken  to  the  Motion. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  will  ask  the 
question  on  the  Adjournmetit  of  the 
House. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT   (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL     ORDER     (No.    2)     BILL, 
CNo.  6.) 
Reported,  without  Amendment  [Pro- 
visional Order  conlirmeil]  ;  to  be  read  the 
tLiird  time  To-morrow. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bills,  &c,, — 
That  they  have  appointed  a  Committee 
of  Six  Lords,  to  join  with  a  Committee 
of  this  House,  to  consider  all  Statute 
Law  Revision  Bills  and  Coiisolidatioo 
Hills  of  the  present  Session  ;  and  request 
this  House  to  appoint  an  equal  number 
of  its  Members  to  be  joined  with  the  said 
Lords. 

LAW    LinEAUY,   FnUU    I'Ql'RTa  (lRELANI>l 

[advance]. 

Resolution  reported  ; 

'■That  It  is  ex|>edk*nt  k>  authorisy  the  a<i- 
vnnce,  out  of  the  Cotisolirlated  Fund,  of  any 
sum  necessary  Uj  meet  .my  defideuej  in  the 
fund  of  the  suitors  in  the  Supreme  Court  ia 
Ireland  umler  aoy  Act  of  the  present  Session 
to  authorise  au  advance  out  of  the  general  fund 
of  monies  belougiog  to  Huitors  of  the  Supreme 
Court  in  Ireland  for  the  pmri^Rcs  of  the  Library 
usccl  by  the  Bar  of  lrelan4l  at  the  Four  Courte, 
Dublin." 

Resolution  agreeti  to, 

LAND  TENURE  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

(No.  7.) 
Considered  in  Committee, 

(Li  tiie  Committee.) 
Clause  L 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock, 

SOLICITORS'  EXAMINATION  BILL. 

(No.  112.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee,) 
Clause  2. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrowj  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
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ItriLDIXG    :^0('IET1£S    (xo,    2)    RILL. 

On  MotUm  of  Mr.  Herl>ert  Ghulatone,  Bill  to 
anieml  the  liuilHin^'  Sorieties  Acts,  onierecl  to 
lie  brtJUght  in  hy  Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone,  Mr. 
*Secrtjti*ry  ^Isquith,  and  Mr.  George  Rusadl. 

Bill  presented,  atid  read  firHt  time.  [Bill  157,] 

EDUCATIOX  (SCOTLAJ^D)  (CODE),  1894 
Copy  preseij ted, — ^tif  Ctxle  of  Rt*gula- 
liotis  for  Daj  8c'bcK>ls,  with  Ajipeutliceti 
(1»94),  of  the  Scotcb  Eiliit'iUion  Depiirt- 
iiieiit  [hy  Command]  ;  to  He  npou  the 
Tahle. 

EDUCATION  CfiCOTLAND)  (EVENING 
SCHOOLS)  (CODE),  18&4. 

Copy  preseuU^j — of  Code  of  Regula- 
tions for  Evening  Con  tin  nation  Sehools^ 
with  Schedule  and  Appetidiees  (1894), 
of  the  Scotch  Education  Department  [hy 
Command]  ;   to  lie  upon  the  Talde. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (IKE- 
LAND), 
Copy  presented^ — of  Special  Reporfc  of 
tlie    Board    in    relation    to  the    Atblone 
Provisional  Order,  1H94  [hy  Act]  ;  to  lio 
upon  the  Table. 

TRADE  REPORTS  (ANNUAL  SERIES). 
Copies  presente*!,— of  Diplomatic  ant! 
Conmilar  Reports  on  Trade  arul  Finance, 
Xos.  Ki47  (Algiers)  and  134^  ( Hou- 
duras)  [hy  Coimiiatid]  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion  miide,  and  Question   jjroposed, 
**  Tha!    this   Hourtc  do  now  adjourn*" — 
{Mr,  7\  E,  Ellis,) 

Mr,  T.  M.  HEALY  ^aid,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  I  re  bind 
whether,  in  view  of  the  action  of  the 
hoiL  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Guildford 
on  previous  occasions,  and  the  action  of 
the  hou*  Baronet  the  Member  for  Wet<t 
Belfast  to-night,  with  reganl  to  the  Mo- 
tion affecting  the  Select  Committee  on 
the  Iri.Nh  Land  Acts,  he  intended  to 
make,  or  bopetl  to  make,  or  saw  any 
advantage  in  making,  thie  Motion.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposed  this  Motion,  although 
the  right  hon.  Geuflemaii  tbe  Member 
for  Manchester  had  gaid  that  if  the  form 
of  Reference  was  amended  there  would 
be  no  opi)osition.  But  a  very  vahiable 
Bill  had   now  been  read  a  second  time. 


and  it  liecame  a  question  whether  later 
on  in  the  Session  an  opportuoiTy  could 
Iho  found  for  discussion  of  the  nmtter, 
and  a  day*»  discusftion  in  the  House 
would  be  a  gretit  deal  more  valuable  than 
a  great  many  days  upstairs  in  Committee. 
He  would  ask  the  Chief  Secretary, 
therefore,  having  regard  to  the  importance 
of  tlie  Bill,  and  to  the  opposition  of  hoij, 
C]Jcntlemeu,  whether  there  was  any  ad- 
vantage in  persistiug  with  the  Motion  ? 

Mil  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.) 
said»  he  differed  from  the  hou.  and  learned 
Member  for  Loutb  in  thinking  that  a 
day  in  the  House  on  the  Bill  would  ije 
more  valuable  than  many  dtty^  \n 
Comndttee  upstairs.  He  hoped  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  not  make  up  his  mind 
hastily  to  relinipiish  a  propo.'^al  which 
was  approved  by  every  party  in  Ireland. 
He  bimself  deeply  regretted  that  an  Irish 
Member  bbould  at  the  last  moment  oppose 
this  Motion,  and  risk  a  propo^^al,  tbe  loss 
of  which  would  certainly  give  rise  to  a 
great  deal  of  excitement  in  Ulster,  aud 
might  lead  to  results  which  the  hoiu 
Baronet  and  he  might  have  cause  to 
deplore. 

Mu,  J,  MORLEY  :  I  readily  join  with 
my  hon,  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Louth  in  deploring  (he  painful  want 
of  diisciplijie  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  The  rigbt  hon.  Gentleman  tbe 
Jjeader  of  the  Opposition,  as  I  said  more 
than  once  yesterday,  distinctly  invited 
me  to  modify  the  Order  of  Reference  iii 
the  way  in  which  I  have  actually  modi- 
fied it,  and  promised 

Mk.  a,  J,  BALFOUR  :  Hoped,  not 
promised. 

Uu,  J.  MORLEY  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  certainly  invited  me  to  modify 
the  Order  of  Reference.  1  presumed 
tijat  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
throw  out  that  inviiatiou  in  a  mere  empty 
form,  antl  that  it  carried  with  it  a  promise 
that  the  rigijt  hon.  Gentleman  would  do 
his  best  to  get  that  form  of  Reference 
accepted.  [Mr.  A.  J,  B a lf du r  :  No, 
no»]  Well,  I  withdraw  the  word 
**promi»e,**  hut  that  is  my  interpretation 
of  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
and  in  view  of  that  I  consented  to  cnl 
down  the  Order  of  Reference,  and  to  put 
it  on  the  Paper  iu  the  form  in  which 
it  now  sptAudft.  I  ^vill  require  a  little 
more  time  to  consider  the  course  I  will 
take,  but  if  gentlemen  opposite  persist  iia 
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refusing  to  buve  this  Committee  b|j- 
poiuted — a  Coinmirtee  winch  1  believe  all 
P&niet)  in  the  House  and  all  Partien  in 
Irdftud  desire — theu,  of  course,  I  iviH 
have  to  consider  wbetber  it  is  wortb 
wiiile  to  persevere  in  making  tJie  Motiou* 
I  have  been  making  the  Motion  in  one 
form  or  other  ever  since  the  Session 
began.  I  would  in  neb  prefer  that  the 
Committee  should  be  appointed,  as,  in 
my  opinion,  it  is  far  the  better  way  of 
ilealiog  with  the  duhjcet,  and  thtit  the 
Bill  wLieh  was  passed  yesterday  wiih 
only  eight  Irish  Conservative  votei* 
ttg&iust  it  should  be  referred  to  it*  I 
assented  to  the  Second  Reading  of  that 
Bill,  assuming  that  this  Committee  would 
be  appointed.  I  will  not  say  more  to- 
night, hut  the  matter  is  becoming  ratiier 
serious,  unless  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  OppcKsition  eaii  bring 
lODie  influence  to  hetir  on  his  colleague 
OD  the  Front  Bench,  and  oti  the  hon. 
Baronet  behind  him. 

Mr.  a.  J,  BALFOUR  :  A  personal 
appeal  has  been  made  to  me  by  the 
right  hou.  Gentleraan  which  1  can- 
not ignore.  With  regard  to  my  hon. 
Friend  who  sita  on  this  Bench  with  me, 
ami  to  whom  reference  has  been  made,  of 
course  he  docs  not  net  as  an  ex -official, 
but  as  one  concerned  in  certain  Irish  in- 
terests, atid  acts  on  bis  side  precisely  aH 
the  hou.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Uealy),  who  so  vociferously  interrnpts, 
acts  on  bis. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  But  he  does 
not  reprej^ent  an  Iri^b  constituency. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Bui  I  will 
not  occupy  the  time  of  the  House  io  dis- 
cussing the  position  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  Leaving  that  out  of  acconnt,  a 
personal  append  has  been  made  to  me, 
and  I  have  been  to  id  that  in  the  House 
I  had  given  gomething  in  the  natnre  of  a 
persooal  pledge  that  I  woald  exercise 
laj  influence  to  obtain  the  appointment 
of  this  Committee  with  the  reduced 
Order  of  Reference  which  now  stands 
upon  the  Paper.  That  is  perfectly  trne, 
and  at  the  time  I  made  that  statement, 
and  until  the  events  of  yesterday,  I  was 
of  opinion  that  a  Committee  to  intpiire 
into  the  working  of  the  Land  Act  of 
lt^8l,  now  that  the  end  of  the  15  years' 
term  is  approaching,  would  not  be  an 
inexpedient  Committee  to  appoint.    But,^ 

VOL.  XXUL  [fourth  seribs.] 


after  what  took  place  yesterday,  when  a 
Land  Bill  was  read  a  second  time,  I 
do  not  now  see  what  i«  to  be  lost  by  a 
couple  of  hours*  discussion  before  the 
Committee  is  appointed.  Of  course,  if 
progress  on  the  Bill  is  to  be  suspended 
until  the  Committee  lias  reported,  well 
and  good,  but  if  w^e  are  to  e^rry  on  con- 
currently both  an  iutjuiry  upstairs  in 
Committee  on  Irish  land  and  legislation 
downstairs  on  Irish  land,  it  will  be  a  pro- 
ceeding little  consistent  with  the  dignity 
of  tbe  House.  If  tlie  Bill  is  not  to  l>e 
proceeded  with  until  tbe  Committee  has 
reported  on  tbe  points  of  the  Bill,  then  I 
will  hold  to  the  opinion  I  expressed  a 
few  days  ago,  and  agree  that  the  Land 
Act  of  1881  is  a  proper  subject  for  Par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  The 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  North 
Belfast  has  not  condescended  to  explain 
his  position  or  the  motiv^e  of  the  sur- 
prising action  ho  has  taken.  The  hon. 
Baronet  must  be  well  aware  of  the  pro- 
cecnlings  in  reference  to  this  Motion* 
He  must  know  that  tbe  Cbief  Secretary 
has  time  after  time  conceded  the  sub- 
stance of  tbe  Amendments  %vhich  have 
been  put  down  on  the  Paper  to  the 
Order  of  Reference.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary excluded  incpiiry  into  the  Land 
Judges^  Court  and  into  the  Purchase 
Acts,  and  he  limiteil  the  scope  of  the 
inquiry  to  the  first  part  of  tbe  Reference. 
The  hon.  Baronet  must  be  aware  that 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  in  the 
House  the  other  day,  when  the  Chief 
Secretary  conceded  tbe  fonn  of  Refe- 
rence suggested,  made  it  abnndantly 
clear  that  in  his  view  the  nomination 
of  the  Committee  would  not  be  opposed, 
and  on  that  understanding  the  Chief 
Secretary  put  the  Order  of  Reference 
in  tbe  form  in  which  it  now  appears.  It 
is  strange  that  the  Tory  Party,  which 
lias  always  boasted  of  its  discipline — it  is 
strange  that  Members  of  that  Party 
should  resist  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee  the  terms  of  Refe- 
rence to  which  were  agreeable  to  the 
Leader  of  the  Party  to  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  and  tbe  Member  for  Guildford 
belong.  I  fail  to  see  how  the  fact  that 
this  lionse  has  affirmed  the  principle  of 
a  Bill  on  the  Irish  Land  Question  has 
altered  the  position  of  a  Motion  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  in  such  a 


way  as  to  render  diaeustiiou  od  the  ap- 
poiotmeiit  of  thiit  Committee  more  neces- 
sary than  before,  I  Biiouki  have  tlioiigbt 
tbut  the  fact  that  the  Mouse  had 
pa:<sed  tho  Secood  Reading  of  a  Bill 
would  have  reudered  discussion  on  the 
appointmeDt  of  a  Committee  less  neces- 
sary, beeause  the  subject  has  beea  cleared 
lip  by  tlie  Debate  of  yeelerday,  and  if 
there  waa  a  ease  for  the  appoiutment  of 
the  Committee,  that  ease  lias  becu  ren- 
dered more  apparent  by  ihe  Second 
Keadiu|^  of  the  Bill  to  which  1  have 
referred.  The  Leader  uf  the  Opposition, 
whose  ingenuity  is  never  at  a  loss  on  the 
epiir  of  the  momenf,  threw  out  a  sugges- 
tion to-night  that  there  might  be  no 
resistance  to  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee  if  it  was  understood  that  tin/ 
Bill  would  be  referred  to  it*  Might  1 
remind  the  House  that  the  Bill  is  now 
in  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  and  I 
must  say  for  myself  that  I  am  not  alto- 
get  I  ler  prepared  to  assent  to  the  proposi- 
tion that  the  Bill  should  be  refeiTed  now 
to  a  Seltict  Committee  ?  The  Committee 
has  only  to  make  a  limited  inquiry  into 
the  details  of  the  practice  of  certain 
officials  in  Ireland,  and  if  it  were  ap- 
pointed and  prot!eeds  with  expedition, 
there  is  no  reason  why  it  sliould  not 
complete  its  in<iuirie?!  by  Whitsuntide. 
If  that  h  uiiderstood,  we  hnva  no  objec- 
tion to  postpone  the  consideration  of  the 
Bill  until  after  Whitsuntide.  But  I  am 
not  prepared  to  assent  to  the  view  that  a 
Bill  wbieh  has  l>eeu  read  a  second  time, 
and  on  which  the  House  has  gouo  into 
Committee,  should  be  referred  to  a  Com- 
mittee upstairs.  At  any  rate,  whatever 
may  l>e  the  opinion  of  the  Tory  Party 
in  reference  to  the  Coimnittee,  we  shall 
claim  our  right  at  a  convenieiit  stage  of 
the  8essiou  to  ask  the  House  to  make 
progress  with  the  Bill. 

Mii.T.  W.  RUSSELL  sai.l,  that  after 
what  hml  been  said  by  the  lion.  Member 
for  Kerry  he  would  ask  his  right  bon. 
Friend  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  results  of 
the  opposition  to  this  Motion  in  Ireland 
«ud  in  the  Province  of  leister,  be  did  not 
think  that  tliore  should  be  no  further 
opposition.  The  Member  for  Kerry 
BtAted  that  Ue  did  not  propose  that  legis- 
iatiori  should  take  place  until  the  Com- 
mittee had  reported,  and  he  had  further 
Iff,  Sextati 
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stated  that  the  Committee  would 
earlier  than  he  had  thought  they  wou 
After  that  statement,  he  would  iippeal 
bis  right  hou.  Friend  to  use  his  inflaence 
with  the  Member  for  Guildford  aod  with 
the  Meml>er  for  North  Belfast,  with  a 
view  to  withdrawing  their  opposition  to 
the  appointment  of  this  Committee,  which, 
if  persisted  in,  would  bring  about  results 
in  Ulster  that  they  would  regret. 

Mh.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Do  I  under- 
stand the  boil.  Member  for  Kerry  to  say 
that  be  is  prepared  to  postpone  legislation 
until  the  Committee  has  reported  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Let  us  hear  from 
your  friends  first.  Let  us  hear  from  the 
hou.  Member  for  North  Belfast. 

Mu,  sexton  :  We  think  that  the 
Biil  siiould  proceed  this  Session^  but  that 
the  proceedings  of  the  Committee  should 
he  so  compressed  as  to  admit  of  that  being 
done. 

Mil.  A.  J.  BALFOUK  :  I  have  been 
iisked  to  use  my  iullueiice  with  bon. 
Members  on  my  side  to  secure  the 
a|ipoinrment  of  tiie  Committee,  seeing 
that  the  bon.  Member  for  Kerry  on  his 
side  has  engaged  that  there  shall  be  no 
legislation  until  the  inquiry  has  taken 
place.  I  understand  the  view  of  the 
iion.  Member  for  Kerry  to  be  that  the 
Committee  sliould  be  appointed  aod 
should  report  before  Whitsuntide.  I  do 
not  see  how  a  Committee  of  the  House 
is  to  go  through  such  a  difficult,  com  pli- 
cated, and  tawgled  subject  in  three 
weeks. 

Uiu  T.  W.  RU8SELL  :  It  will  not 
be  jKJssible  to  proceed  with  legislation 
while  the  Committee  is  sitting. 

Mr,  a.  J,  BALFOUR  :  If  that  is  so* 
I  have  no  objection  to  the  appointment 
of  the  Committee, 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Can  we  heftr 
what  the  Member  for  North  Belfast  hwm 
to  say  on  the  point  ? 

•8ut  E.  HARLAND:  I  am  quite 
prepared  to  withdraw  my  opposition  pro- 
vided the  suggestions  of  my  rtglit  hoti. 
Friend  be  accepted* 

Mr.  a.  J,  BALFOUR  :  Hear,  hear. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


I 


House  Adjourned  at  twenty-dve  tuiiiutes 
after  Twolre  o'cIooIk, 
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J  INDIAN  SALT  LAWS. 

OBSERVATION'S. QUESTION. 

•Lord  STANLEY  of   ALDERLEY 
called  the  attentiou  of  the  House  to  an 
article,  called  A  ^alt  hunt  in    Orissa^  in 
The  Pioneer  of  about  the  9th  of  Novem- 
ber last ;  and  asked  if  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  would  renew  the  Orders 
issued  bj  Viscount   Cross    against  pro- 
secutions for    trivial    infractions    of    the 
Salt  Laws  ;   and  whether  the  quantities 
of  consumption  of  salt  per  head  of  popula- 
tion given  in  the  Official  Salt  Report  in- 
cluded the  amount  of  salt  consumed  by 
cattle  ?     He  said,  this  was  the  first  oppor- 
tunity he  had  had  of  congratulating  the 
noble  Earl  the  late   Secretary   of  State 
for  India  on  having  reached  the  Foreign 
Office,  which  last  year  he  had  told  tiie 
House  was  a  haven  of  rest  as  compared 
with     the     India     Office.       India    was 
also     to     be     congratulated    upon    the 
arrangement   beins^  brought   to  a   close 
under  which  British  work  was   paid  for 
by   the   Indian  Treasury.     India,   how- 
ever,  gained   more   in    theory    than    in 
practice,  and  it  was  one  of  those  victories 
which  are   said    to   be   equivalent   to    a 
defeat,  for  it  had  pleaded  Her  Majesty's 
Government  tj  hand  over  the  destinies  of 
India  to  tyros,  or  "griffins  "  as  they  were 
called  in  India.     It  was  difficult  to  under- 
stand why  the  India  Office  had  been  put 
under  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whose 
chief  claim  to  administrative  genius  had 
been  shown  in  the  Parish  Councils  Bill. 
Not    satisfied    with    this     choice.    Her 
Majesty *s  Government  had  contemplated 
removing  the   permanent   Under  Secre- 
tary   and    depriving    the    Secretary    of 
State  of  the  experience  which  Sir  Arthur 
Godley  had  acquired  during  several  years. 
Fortunately  for  India  Sir  Arthur  Godley 
had  preferred  to  remain  at  the  India  Office. 
Her  Majesty ^8    Government   had,  how- 
ever, shown  that  they  did  not  altf^ether 
disregard  Indian  experience  by  tne  selec- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord  the  late  Governor 
of    Bombay    as     Parliamentary    Under 
Secretary.     That  noble   Lord  had   ful- 
filled his  ^m  of  office  with  credit  to 
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himself  and  advantage  to  Bombay.     It 
was,  therefore,  a  matter  of  surprise  that 
the  noble  Lord  was  not  at  the  head  of  the 
India  Office,  and  that  an  Office  which 
required  mor^  labour  and  attention  than 
the    Foreign    Office   should   have   been 
entrusted  to  one  whose  time  would  be  so 
much  taken  up  with  the  weary  attend- 
ance in  another  place.     The  only  con- 
ceivable    explanation     was     that     Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  been  afraid 
of   the  Member  for   Northampton,   and 
feared  that  another  Peer  in  the  Cabinet 
would  exhaust  his  endurance.     But  this 
deference  to  the  views  of   the  Member 
for   Northampton    had  not   secured    his 
approbation,   or    prevented   his   placing 
them  in  a  minority.     He  hoped  that  his 
noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  would  answer  him,  and 
not  leave  that  task  to  the  Under  Secretary, 
for  several  reasons.     It  was  hardly  fair 
upon  the  new   Under  Secretary  that  he 
should  on  the  first  occasion  on  which  he 
addressed  the  House  in  his  new  capacity^ 
have  to  dissemble  his  feelings  in  order 
to  palliate  harsh  conduct  which  he  could 
not  approve.     It  was  right  that  the  late 
Secretary  of  State  should  defend  his  own 
omissions   or   claim    credit  for  his  own 
merits,  as  the  case  might  be;  and  after 
speaking  so  often  as  Lord  President  on 
Indian    pay   it  would  be  reasonable  to 
expect  that  he  should  in  return  speak  on 
Indian  subjects  on  British  pay  ;  and  he 
hoped  that  his  noble  Friend  would  be 
able  to  inform  the  House  that  he  had 
anticipated  the  question  on  the  Paper, 
and  which   there  had  been  no  previous 
opportunity  of  asking.     The  case  he  had 
to  put  was  this:  In  August,  1889,  he 
brought  before  the  House  and  his  noble 
Friend  the  then  Secretary  of  State  for 
India    some    cases   of    hardship   where 
fines    of    two     rupees     had    been     in- 
flicted   upon    persons    who    had    been 
guilty    of     scraping     up    salt.       Upon 
that  occasion    the  noble  Viscount   said 
he  would  inquire  into  the  matter.     Sub- 
sequently his  noble  Friend  told  him  that 
he  had  given  orders  tostop  trivial  prosecu- 
tions, and  accordingly  two  or  three  years 
ago  a  Circular  was  issued  in  Bengal  in 
consequence    of    orders   from    Viscount 
Cross  forbidding  prosecutions  for  trivial 
infractions  of  the  Salt  Laws.     But  this 
had  become  a  dead  letter.     It  appeared 
from  the  Salt  Report  for  1892-3  that  in 
I  that  year  duty  had  been  paid  in  Bengal 
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on  10,138,924  mawnds,  ami  tluit  the  tialt  t'iisc,  Uiit  tliey  did  tiot  iipponl  nidcli  to 
revenue  oblaiiied  in  Orissa  from  suit  tlie  imnginafioD,  and  it  was  perhaps 
manufactured  and  imported   amounfetl  to    fortutuite    ibat    a    correspfindrnt  of   The 


Rs  J  ,773,362.  Under  tbe  bead  of 
oflences  against  tlie  Salt  Law  8  the 
Report  stated  that  885  maunds  of  salt  of 
illicit  manufacture  were  eon fi seated  ;  tbe 
loH8  of  duty  on  this  amount  if  it  was  not 


Pioneer  should  have  described  a  **  Salt* 
hunt**  in  Oris*sa,  and  thus  tille<i  lu  the 
vague  outlines  of  the  official  document. 
After  descrihiug  tbe  poverty  of  the 
houses   and  tbe  cooking  pots  on  a  tiro  in 


8old  woiiUl  W,  at  2i  rupees  per  maund,  a  bole  iu  the  ground  m  tbe  coutro  of  the 
Ki*.2,212}j.  Agaiust  this  has  to  be  ^et  I  but,  the  writer  said^ — 
K».4,H79  rewards  to  informers,  R«.  1,776  «  it  may  sugrg-cst  itself  to  you  that  there  can 
cost  of  additional  preventive  force  per  ;  be  not  niuch  t^cope  for  hiding  illicit  salt  in  such 
annum,  and,  according  to  tlic  Report,  the  '  *^^  arrangement  as  this.  But  for  all  that,  many 
',       '        .        '/ V  '  /    1        ruHUiiuB  01  salt  may  l^eaneartbeil.      .    .    .    '*A 

preventive  service   m   Uris.sa   was  lo  t>e 

re-organiacd  at  a  cost  of  RsJ),4G8  per 
annum.  From  the  Report,  page  15, 
tbe  collector  of  the  24.  Pargauoi*  seemed 
not  to  be  in  favour  of  searches  for 
illicit  ?alt,  Avbicb  he  said  was  "  un- 
doubtetlly  an  evil  in  itself,  and  extrcmelj 
vexatious  to  tbe  people  generally." 
He    said    (page    16)  the  seizures  were 


I 


II  a  J 

raiii  on  a  villngc  i\a  conducted  in  Orissa  is  a 
jiretty  thoroiij?h  affair.  On  information  received 
rhat  contraband  salt  iw  btn unmanufactured  in  « 
certain  village,  tbe  salt  ofticer  makes  it  hia  duty 
to  ascertaiu  a[> proximately  in  bow  mariy  houses 
he  may  expect  to  obtain  {mscH,  and  be  tAkcs  so 
many  men  accordingly.  It  is  no  child's  play 
this.  Yoit  have  to  l>e  on  the  spot  somelimea 
before  Huuriae," 

He  then  described  tbe  walk  of  10  or  12 


usually  of  very  small  c|Uantitie:^  of  salt,,  miles  by  night,  tbe  posting  of  men  all 
showing  that  it  was  manufuctureil  only  |  round  the  \illage,  and  the  waiting  for 
for     home    consumption.       Tbe     whole  i  daylight. 


quantity  of  salt  seized  in  this  district  iu 
tbe  year  was  only  20  nuaunds,  the  diUy 
on  wbicli  woubl  be  only  Us. 50.  Tbe 
Salt  Report  said  (page  21)  that  in 
Orissa  tliere  were,  in  1892,  2^ oO 4  cases  of  , 
otfences  against  the  Salt  Laws,  Of 
these,  354  were  those  of  persons  released 
after  a  warning,  1,346  cases  were  written  | 
off    as    undetected    Bcrapiugs,    and    153 


"  Suddenly  the  tigure  of  a  woman  approaches 
tbe  tJink,  and  seeing  the  a|>proachiiij?  sig-us  of 
trouble^  endeavourE)  to  hurry  L»ack  and  give  the 
alarm.  But  ii  may  not  Ih!.  f^he  is  seized  and 
told  to  Btny  quiet,  and  huddb'ng  herself  up  m 
her  scanty  clotbcfi,  she  aits  and  vv(*cps  at  what 
perchame  may  prove  the  breaking  up  of  her 
houae  and  home.  With  the  »uu  come  the  ftml 
warn  in  pi  of  1 1  auger  to  the  villagers.  The  quiet 
which  a  few  minutcji  before  rei|jrne<l,  disappears. 
Then  come  tbe  twittering  at  the  craxy  doorn,  the 


were  poudiug   at   the  end  of    the  year,    shouts  of    tbe    men,  the   shrill    cries  of    tbe 


Paragraph  42 

''It  apjKyirs  that  83  intirm  [tersnns,  pregnant 
women,  and  children  were  a[ipreh<'nded  during 
the  year,  against  14  in  the  preceding  year/' 

Then  (page  21,  pmragmph  42) — 

"  There  ia  no  assurance  in  the  case  of  these 
83  persons,  and  of  the  nine  persona  rcleaaetl  for 
want  of  proof,  that  there  waHsufflcient  justiftcji- 
tion  for  their  arrest,  and  that  they  were  not 
subjected  to  undue  bartlshi|K" 

Paragraph  45  of  the  Report  remarked 
on  the  disparity  of  sentences  given  by 
difl'erent  Magistrates,  and  said  tlie  Coni- 
raissioncr  had  been  requested  to  arrauge 
that  salt  cases  io  each  district  should  be 
tried  by  ono  Magistrate,  who  .should  be 
selected  for  his  fitness  for  the  duty. 
Would  it  not  be  liettor  that  those  Magis- 
trates should  be  selected  by  the  Chief 
Jnstiee,  rather  than  by  tbe  Salt  Com- 
missioners,     who     were     interested     in 


frightened  womeo  and  children,  the  nuise  of  the 
smaabiog  of  jare,  tlie  destruc-tion  of  eiigna  ol 
evidence,  and  the  huHtling  and  hurrying  of  the 
people/' 

The  correspoudeut  tbeu  related  how  a 
police  officer  would  point  out  in  a  cook- 
ing room  a  mass  of  Blthy  black  fluid  iu  & 
pot,  and  6 ay — 

**  *  If  your  Honour  taste  that  you  will  find  it 
very  salt: '  and  It  is  very  salt ;  search  i"*  made, 
and  one  or  two,  or  three  jars  of  white  salt  are 
uneurthed;  another  police  ottieer  disttwera  and 
fiahe*  t>ut  of  the  tank  an  empty  jar  or  cookinir 
pot  with  tracen  in  it  of  !«alt.  And  so  on,  house 
after  house*  If  the  information  is  good  and 
true,  each  bouse  brings  out  it«  contribution, and 
it«  owner,  amid  cries  from  tbe  women  folk,  \b 
marched  off  to  face  tbe  law.*' 

Those  who  bad  beeu  aeeustomed  to  see 
iu  Cheshire  pans  40  or  50  feet  loug^ 
burning  several  hundredweights  of  coal 
at  a  time,  and  comparing  them  with 
these  small  cooking  pol!*,  will  exclaim 


squeezing^  tbe    largest   aaiount  possible  '  t/f  minimis  non  curat  iex.      He    would 
from  tbe  Salt  Duties.     These  dry  figures  ^  refer  their  Lordships    to  some   extracts 
from  the  Salt  Keport  almost  proved  his  i  from  a  Calcutta   paper  commenting   on 
Lprd  Siantey  of  Alder  ley  I 
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the  article  iu  The  Pioneer,  beadeil, 
**  Official  eallouHnee<!»  :  an  uueouaeiousi 
coiifessiotj/*     It  was  there  stated — 

*•  In  AQDtlier  culunin  will  be  found  a  heart* 
rpnilm,"  urrniint  Hiiconscioualy  enpplierl  by  a 
(1  of  oar  European  Executive 
iiyr  the  croel  cuforcetneiit  of  one 
<^f  tht  ljulI  tif^cal  laws  that  rlmgruce  thefireaent 
role  ill  latlia  and  the  BritiBb  Indian  Statute 
Book,  For  the  calloys  heartle^sne><H  displayed 
in  the  article  we.  cannot  pos?iili!y  imagine  any 
r.^a;uin?iJ»iM  excus<.\  It  might  l>e  a  [laiof  ul  duty 
r  rranti  of  the  State  to  be  on  the  alert 

ipon  contraband  wait  and  the  to* As  of 
iliicit  manufacture.  But  they  hati  no  right  to 
vioUte  other  laws  at  least  as  sacred  a8  those 
nnserAl*le  ones  of  which  they  had  a^Muraed  the 
creation,  Surely  it  was  not  their* business  to 
dcTastate  whole  villajjes  and  the  hotnea  of  the 
people.  But  what  shiill  we  say  of  thi^  talk  of  a 
*  salt-hunt  *  as  if  there  were  §rreat  fun  in  de- 
1  riving  any  class  of  people  of  their  simple«t 
J  r'bri|rht«w  and  in  subjecting  the  very  sanefum 
^anrtontm  of  their  zenana  to  a  cruel  inquiijiition 
And  desecration  by  the  myrmidons  of  an  Indian 
fiscal  Court/' 

Tbe  writer  proceeded — 

**  From  eonfessious  nifide  to  U8  by  some  of 
these  'sal t- hunters '  themselves,  we  know  a  little 
of  the  way  m  which  the  so-ea lied 'proofs'  of 
illi-'it  manufacture  are  brought  into  exiatenee." 

He  feared  to  weary  the  Ho  line,  or  he 
would  have  liked  to  read  more  from 
thiH  article,  siiiee  the  writer  won  hi 
write  no  more*  Dr.  Satnbhti  Mtikerji 
bad  died  of  a  cold  taken  at  a  party 
to  take  leave  of  the  late  ViLveroy. 
When  ho  read  the  article  from  The 
Piafteer^  his  firj*t  impression  had  been  tiiat 
the  editor  of  that  semi -official  paper  and 
qrgan  of  the  Civil  Service  bad  heen 
entrapped  by  aD  enemy  of  the  Sail  Laws, 
bat  he  had  been  assured  tliat  it  was  not 
«o.  A  proof  of  the  scurrility  of  the 
writer  who  belonged  to  the  Salt  Deparf- 
lueut  would  be  found  iu  the  bet^hining  of 
his  article,  where  he  wrote — 

**  One  village  in  Ori^ia  is  very  like  another. 
...  A  neatly  kept  cleim  village  with  it«  brown 
houses  .  .  .  with  it^  well -cared  for  *  Holy 
1  rinity,'  #>.,  a  well,  a  lamp-post,  and  a  letter 

The  words  '*Holy  Trinity"  arc  printed 
with  capital  letters  and  inverted  commas. 
Such  a  reference  would  be  au  outrage  in 
this  country,  and  how  nmcU  worse 
is  it  in  India  I  What  son  of  mau 
was  the  editor  of  The  Pioneer  to 
have  let  this  pass,  aud  what  was  tbe 
Press  Commissioner  about  to  have 
allowed  this  irreverence  in  a  semi-ofHcial 
newspaper  to  have  passed  without  a 
reprimand  ?      He    believed     there    was 


no  lojiger  a  Press  Commissioner,  but 
there  wan  the  Article  in  the  Penal 
Cotlo.  If  the  semi-officjal  English 
newspapers  did  not  themselves  respect 
the  religion  of  their  country,  how  were 
they  to  expect  the  Hindus  to  do  90? 
He  uiight  say  niore  upon  that  point,  but 
would  furbeur,  because  he  did  Dot  wish 
to  distract  the  attention  of  the  House,  or 
of  the  noble  Lord  wdio  ivould  answer 
him,  from  the  impression  which  mnst 
have  been  ercate<l  by  his  recital  of  these 
*'  Salt-hnnts.'' 

•The  under  SECRETARV  or 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Lord  Reay)  : 
My  Lords,  tbe  Salt  lievenue  iu  Orissa  has 
since  the  year  1888-89  been  administered 
by  the  Sail  Commissioner  in  the  Madras 
Presidency,  and  further,  he  has  been 
under  the  orders  of  the  Bengal  Govern- 
meut  aud  the  Bengal  Revenue  Board. 
Tbe  Indian  Salt  Law  is  made  applicable 
in  Orissa  instead  of  the  Heiigal  Law, 
The  salt  consumption  and  the  Salt 
Reveuue  of  Orissa  have  not  increased. 
The  salt  consumption  In  Orissa  was,  in 
1885-86,  68'l,00a  manuds -,  in  lHHf>-87, 
744,000  maimds;  in  1887-88,  730,000 
mauuils;  in  1888-89,  6(34,000  maunds  ; 
in  1889-90,730,000  mannds  ;  in  1890-91, 
72o,(M>0  maunds;  in  1891-92,  713,0<X) 
raaunds;  aud  in  1892-9:^703,000  maunds. 
In  1890  a  Report  was  made  by  the 
Bengal  Government  on  the  working  of 
the  Madras  Salt  Depart  men  t  iu  Orissa, 
and  it  was  shown  then,  that  iiIlhiMigb  the 
local ^aw^rt  salt  industry  had  disappeared, 
the  Orissa  people  consumed  as  much  salt 
per  head  as  the  people  of  tlie  other  dis- 
tricts in  Bengal,  aud  about  as  much  as 
the  people  in  the  neighbouring  Ganjam 
district  of  the  Madras  Presidency.  Salt  in 
Orissa  was  11  to  12  seers  per  rupee 
cheaper  than  in  auy  other  division  of 
Bengal.  It  was  then  found  that  the 
Madras  Salt  Department  was  doing  good 
work,  and  iiothi ug  like  a  salt  crusade 
could  be  allowed  or  was  needed  in  Orissa. 
Now  that  wa«  the  Report  of  the  Bengal 
Goveriimeut  iu  1890.  In  1891  a  ftirther 
inquiry  was  instituted  by  tbe  noble 
Viscount,  then  Secretary  of  State,  and  it 
was  found  that  orders  had  hrcji  issued  by 
the  Lieutenant  Goveruor  of  Bengal  and 
published  in  the  CnkuHa  Gazette  to  the 
effect  that   prosecutions   should    not  be 
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allowt!il  against  tlie  poorer  class  of  ryofj*  any  complaints,  and  I  believe  the  practice 

for  making  Binall  qiumiities  of  salt  for  in  the  matter  haft  been  as  the  noble  Lord 

home  eonsnrnption  and  not  for  sale,  antl  the     Utiiler     Secretary     for     India    Iia? 

thai,  stated. 

•nnataacl  of  huruingfor  these  trivial  c^L^tliu       ♦LoEUi    STANLEY    OF   ALDERLEY 
poliee  should  direct  their  atteatiuti    rather  to 
cases  of  illidt  aianu  fact  are  for  sale."  I  »»!«,  be  nndcrstooil  from  the  reply  of  the 

As  tho&e  orders  applied  to  Orissa  no  |  "^^1«  Loixl  the  Under  Secretary  for 
further  actioo  w:jis  then  taken,  and  as  India  that  these  things  hiid  l>een  done 
those  orders  apply  now  it  is  unnecessary  ;  contrary   to  the  Orders  of  the  Goveru- 


to  issue  fnrther  iustroctious. 

The  Makqiess  or    SALISRUKY  : 
What  was  the  date  of  tlic  Orders  ? 

L<>RD  REAY  :  The  exact  date  I  can- 


ment.  That  being  the  case,,  he  would  tio 
thniht  take  rare  that  they  did  not  oeeur 
again.  One  thing  he  forgot  to  nienlion. 
From  tlte  Report  it  appeared  there  wa^ 
still  !i  matter  whieb  had  not  t>eeii  deeide<J 


not   eive,   bnt  ther  were  isfluod  I  believe  ^    .\       r^  -  i       ■  t  i        i    •    • 

==       ^  -  ,  upon,  whether  Onssa  should  t>e  admmis- 

before  \m\.  Now  there  may  be  instances    tered  in  respeet  of  the  Salt  Laws  by  tha 

of  excessive   zeal    on  the   part  of  some  ,  authorities    in    Madras   or    Bengal     Of 

official    in    the    Department  such  as  ban    course,  he  offere*!    no  opinion  upon  the 

been   mentioned  by  the  noble  Lord,  hut  ■  matter,    but  a  priori  he    should    say    it: 

'  would     be    much     better    if    they    were 


they  are  distinctly  opposed  to  the  spirit 
in  which  Government  desire  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Salt  Law  should  be  carried 
out.  The  computed  consnnijitiou  of  salt 
per  head  is  obtained  if  the  total  number 
of  pounds  of  licit  salt  coiisume<l  be  divided 
by  the  total  populatioiK  The  consump- 
tiou  of  licit  salt  by  animals  in  India  is 
inconsideratde  and  it  is  not  deducted. 
An  inquiry  made  in  Bnrma  1 1  yttais  ago, 
when  the  Salt  Tax  in  that  coirntry  was 
less  than  one-tenth  of  the  Indian  rate, 
showed  that  the  people  there  only  gave 
salt  to  some  of  their  cattle  on  special 
oecasiouR  and  for  shtut  periods  of  the 
year.  I  think  the  noble  Lord  will  i*ee 
from  the  answer  X  have  given  that  any- 
thing like  a  *Vsah  hunt  "  is  against  the 
wishes  and  orders  of  the  Govermuent 
both  in  India  and  at  home. 

Viscount  CROSS  :  It  h  not  my  in- 
tention to  detain  yonr  Lordships  upon 
this  matter.  My  attention  was  directed 
to  this  subject  in  1^89*90,  t%m\  I  caused 
very  stringent  impiiries  to  Ije  instituted 
ill  India.  It  was  never  the  intention  of 
the  Home  Government  or  of  the  Indian 
Government  that  piwr  people  who  are 
acraplng  together  salt  for  home  consuinp- 
tiou  and  not  for  sale  shonld  he  treated  as 
offenders  under  the  Salt  Act.  It  is  quite 
neees^iary,  of  course,  that  the  Salt  Tax 
shonld  be  protected  wherever  salt  is 
inanufnctured  for  sale  ;  but,  as  the  result 
of  the  inquiries  I  iustiluted  and  of  the 
action  of  the  Government,  I  never  heard 


administereil  from  Bengal,  because  the 
whole  subject  would  then  he  more  opeu 
to  publicity. 


STAN 01 X (i   CO M M  ITT E E. 
Ordered,  That  a  Standing  Committee 
be    appointed    for   the    consideration    of 
such   Public   Bills  as   may  be  committed 
to  it  bv  the  House. 


COMMITTEE    OF     SELErTtOX    FOR    THB^ 

.STAN'UING    COMMrTTEE. 
Appmritei\  :  The  Lonts   following^  with    fb<? 
CtiairTnaa  of  Committees,  were  aamed  of  the 
CJomtTiittee  : 


E.  rQW]x;r, 
E.  Stanhope. 

E.  ClKloplll. 

V,  nxeTi)>rid^c. 

L.  II  111  four  of  Burlev, 


L.  Foxford. 

(A".  Limrririt). 
L.  Ctjlvilie  of  Culr 
L.  Kerisingrton. 


MEHCHANT    SIIIPPIXG    UTLL. 

romraon^  Mt'ssagc  coaddercd  (acconling  ti> 
Ortit'i)  :  Moved  that  this. House  do  eoncar  in 
the  folio v\'i tig  Ro-if>ltUK>n  comrauiiicateil  hy  the 
Commotm— tmmo]>\  that  it  ia  expedient  that 
the  Merchant  ,Shippiog  Bill  lie  cooimitted  t*)  it 
JoitU  4.\>aimitlru  of  Lord**  and  Comnion»s  (Th^ 
I^rd  Chflncellor)  ;  agreed  to  : 

Thun  it  wan  furlJier  moved  t^  resolve  that  it 
is  oxpedieiit  that  the  said  Oommittee  be  the 
Juint  Committer  on  .Siiitute  Law  Reviiiioii  BiUu 
and  Consolidatiun  BiU«  (Tlie  Lord  ChaiioeUor)  ; 
agreed  to» 

Onlered,  That  a  Mciisage  be  j&ent  to  tlic 
Commons  to  acquaint  them  therewith, 

Hoia^  ail j« 'lira cd  at  Five  o'clock. 

to  Moaday  next,  a  qaartcr 

before  Blevea  o'clock. 
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HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Friday,  ISth  April  1894. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock, 
Q  U£  S  TI  O  NS. 


OFFENCES    AGAINST    THE    MERCHAN- 

Df.SE  MARKS  ALT, 

Colonel      HOWARD      VINCENT 

-(Sheffield,   Centnil)  ;    I   hef^  to  ask   the 

iPresident  of    the   Board   of    Trade  how 

fiiiaur  i)n>8ecutious  were  insitltiiteil  hj  the 

1-SoUcit.or    to    the     Board    of    Tra<ie    for 

;>fieDce8  against   the  Merehamlise  Marks 

lAct»  iij    1892  und   1893,  ami   with  what 

Ijesalt  ;  how    mmiy  projset'ijtioii8  are  dow 

ending,  aud  by  what  8taf!   olf  Itispectora 

Ithe  solicitor   i»   a^uisted  ;  mul  whether  it 

111}  **Liliit:ieiu   to  cope  with  tho  iinmt!ro*i» 

Ijeases    in    which     ioreigii    niaiiufactured 

rgoodd,  prison  made    aud    otherwise,  are 

sold  as   English,  and   the  eases  also  in 

which    foreign    meat,   Imtter,  and   other 

juticles  are  Hold  as  British  ?  . 

Thk  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightsidc)  :  Seventeen  prosecutions 
were  institntetl  in  1892  and  1893  ; 
geveu  eouvictioDs  were  ohtained,  six 
4Sa0eB  were  withdrawn,  three  ill^missod, 
and  there  was  one  a(.H|nittaI.  Two 
proaecutious  are  now  pending.  No  In- 
spectors are  employed,  and  none  were 
ever  cotitein plated  under  the  Acts, 

LABOURERS^  COTTAGES  IN  SLIGO, 
Mr,  1\  A.  M'HUGH  (Loitrim,  N.)  : 
(1)  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Seeretiirj  to 
ihe  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  wluither 
Jie  is  aware  that  up  to  the  present  the 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts  have  been  in- 
operative in  the  Uniou  of  Sligo,  and  that 
a  repredeotattoii  was  made  Ji  few  years 
ago  for  the  erer.tion  of  cottages  ;  (2) 
CAD  he  state  at  what  co8t  to  the  rate- 
pajers  and  with  what  result  was  giif^h 
representation  made ;  (3)  Is  lie  aware 
that  at  A  meeting  of  the  Sligo  Board  of 
Guardians,  on  Tuesday,  3rd  April  last, 
the  Board  refused,  by  13  votes  to  22,  to 
form  a  scheme  under  the  Lalionrers 
(Ireland)  Acts,  the  minority  consisting 
^xchisiveJy  of  Nationalist  elected  Gnar- 


dians^aiidthe  majority  of  three  Tory  elected 
and  19  Tory  ^'.i'  officio  Guardians;  also 
that  the  Chairman  of  the  Board  slated  that 
he  would  never  allow  alahonrcr's  cottage 
on  any  of  hts  farms  ;  (4)  will  he  take 
steps  to  ha\'e  effect  given  to  the  wishes 
of  the  ele(!ted  representatives  of  the 
people  ;  (5)  and  wil!  he  direct  the  Local 
Government  Board  to  hold  an  inquiry  at 
the  earliest  possible  moment  into  all  the 
circumstances  connected  with  the  appli- 
cations of  labourers  in  Sligo  Union  for 
cottages  under  the  Labonrers'  Dwellings 
Acts,  aud  into  the  repeated  rejection  of 
their  repri'sentations  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Moki^ey,  Newcastle. 
npon-Tyne)  :  (1)  It  is  a  fact,  so  I  am 
informed,  that  no  cottages  have  been 
erected  in  the  SHgo  Union  under  'the 
Labourers'  Acts.  A  scheme  was  snh- 
mittcd  by  the  Gnardians  in  1886,  but  fell 
through  in  consequence  of  an  informality 
in  the  proceedings ;  (2)  the  expenses 
incurred  by  the  Guardians  in  connection 
with  this  scheme  amounted  to  al>ont 
£120  ;  (3)  application  for  the  erection 
of  a  numher  tjf  cottages  were  before  the 
Guardians  on  the  3rd  of  April,  but  by  a 
majority  of  24  to  13  they  refused  to  make 
a  scheme.  The  majority  consisted  of 
17  ex  officio  and  seven  elected  Guar- 
dians ;  the  minority  of  13  elected  Guar- 
dians, The  Chairman  has  informed  the 
Local  Government  Board  that  the  mean* 
ingof  the  remark  he  made  at  the  meeting 
was  that  as  he  was  himself  building  houses 
for  the  labourers  there  was  no  necessity 
for  the  Guardians  doing  so  ;  (4  and  o) 
the  Local  Government  Board  have  not 
yet  received  any  application  for  an 
inquiry  into  the  action  of  the  Guardians. 
Sneh  ai>plication  shonld  he  nmde  by  the 
persons  who  signeil  the  representations 
as  required  by  the  Labourers*  Act  of 
1891. 

IRISH  DISPEXSARV  COMMITTEES. 

Mil.  P.  A.  M*HUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  awEire 
that  tlie  rating  qnalification  for  members 
of  Dispensary  Committees  in  Ireland 
who  are  not  Guardians  is  £30  ;  also  that 
in  tnany  cases  persons^  whose  appoint- 
ment as  members,  of  Dispensary  Com- 
mittees is  desired  by  all  ehtsses  in  their 
districts,  are  prevented  from  acting  owing 
to   this    high  rating  qualification  ;    and 
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can  the  rating  qualification  in  such  casos 
be  rednced  without  legislation  ;  and,  if 
not,  will  lie  take  steps  to  Lave  the  Irish 
Poor  Law  amended  by  the  reduction  of 
the  rating  qnalification  for  members  of 
Diapensarj  Committeei*? 

Mr,  J.  MORLEY  i  I  iie^  to  refer 
tlie  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  rejdy  which  I 
gave  to  a  similar  qnestioD  addressed  to 
me  yesterday  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Roscommon, 

Mr.  8EXT0N  (Kerry,  N.)  i  Is  tlie 
right  hon.  Geotleman  disposed  to  oSer 
any  facilities  for  passing  a  Bill  on  the 
subjoet  ? 

Mr.  J,  MORLEY  :  The  que^^tion  of 
facilities  trenches  npon  very  delicate 
ground,  and  I  eaunot  answer  without 
consulting  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Leader  of  the  House. 

THE  BOARD  OF  IRISH  LIGHTS, 
CoLOXKL  WARING  (Down,  N\)  :  I 
beg  to  Hsk  tlie  President  of  the  Baard  of 
Trade  whether  llie  London  Trinity 
Hopee^as  the  Geoeral  Lighthouse  Autho- 
rity, exercises  a  aupervisiou  over  the 
Board  of  Irish  Lights ;  and  whether, 
aa  the  latter  body  admits  thfit  the  buoy 
on  the  Briggs  Reef  in  Belfast  Lough 
when  its  moorings  are  stretched  to  their 
full  extent  does  not  gxiard  passin^^  vessels 
from  the  danger  of  striking  on  a  wreck 
lying  on  the  reef,  and  notwithstanding 
has  neither  removed  the  wreck  nor 
shifted  the  buoy,  the  Trinity  House  can 
order  an  investigation  by  an  officer  of 
their  own  into  the  matter ;  and,  if  not, 
what  Department  of  the  Executive  repre- 
sented by  a  Minister  responsible  to  this 
House  ban  control  over  the  Board  of 
Irish  Lights  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  The  Commis- 
sioners of  Irish  Lights  have  not  made 
the  admission  suggested  in  the  hon, 
Member*s  question.  On  the  contrary, 
they  inform  me  that  in  their  opinion 
the  Briggs  Reef  Buoy,  with  moorings 
stretched  in  any  direction,  will  guard 
vessels  from  striking  the  wreck  on  the 
reef  if  the  buoy  is  passed  on  the  propc^r 
side.  The  Merchant  Shipping  Act, 
1854,  confers  on  the  Board  of  Trade 
power  to  order  an  inquiry  in  respect 
to  the  efficiency  of  any  buoy  uoder  the 
maTuigement  of  any  General  Lighthouse 
Authority,  and  also  gives  the  Trinity 
House  power  to  direct  the  Scottish  or 
Irish  Light  Commissioners  to  alter  any 

Mr.  P.  A.  lip  Hugh 


buoy,  provided  rhey  obtain  the  sanction 
of  the  Boar<l  of  Trade  to  snch  direction. 

CoLdNEL  WARING  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  order  an  inquiry  as  to 
whether  the  vessel  was  outside  the  buoy 
or  uot  when  it  w*as  struck  ? 

Mr,  MUNDELLA  :  That  is  not  the 
question  on  the  Paper,  The  Commis- 
sioners  can  only  inquire  in  respect  of 
the  efficitfuey  or  inethciency  of  a  bnoy^ 
and  the  Trinity  House  have  power  to 
direct  the  Irish  Lights  Commissiouers  to 
alter  the  position  of  a  buoy  if  they  find 
it  is  in  the  wrong  place, 

Cun»NEL  WARING  protested  that 
the  vessel  was  outside  the  buoy  when  it 
was  struck,  and  added  that  he  was  in  iv 
position  to  sav  that  that  was  so. 

Mr.  WOLFF  (Belfast,  E.)  :  May  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
a  large  sum  of  money  is  not  voted  each 
year  to  the  Mercantile  Marine  Fund,  out 
of  which  a  balance  is  given  to  the 
Irish  Lights  Commissioners,  and  when 
that  Vote  comes  before  the  House  will 
we  have  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
coostitntion  of  the  Irish  Lights  Board  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Certainlv. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.) : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
take  advantage  of  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill 
to  attempt  to  reform  the  constitution  of 
the  Irish  Lights  Board  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  r  No,  Sir;  il  is 
impossible  to  do  so  under  the  MercbaBi 
Shipping  Act. 

Mk.  T,  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  Id 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  it 
was  under  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act 
that  this  Board  wns  euustitnted  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  This  Bill  is  o 
purely  consolidation  Bill,  and  to  attempt 
to  make  any  amendments  in  it  would  bo 
to  destroy  the  whole  character  of  the 
Bilb  The  Irish  Lights  Board  will  have 
to  be  dealt  with  bv  a  separate  Bill. 

Mk.  T,  M.  HEALY:  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  finds  amongst  all 
sections  of  the  Irish  represent  ation 
snch  a  spirit  as  would  promise  him  au 
easy  pissage  of  any  change  of  the  kind». 
why  should  he  not  avail  of  that  spirit  ? 

Mil.  MUNDELLA  :  As  I  have  said* 
the  Irish  Lights  Board  will  have  to  bo 
dealt  with  by  a  separate  Bill.  I  have  no 
doubt  about  the  feeling  to  which  the  hois. 
Gentleman  has  given  expression,  but  wo 
are  pledged  that  the  Merchant  Shipping 


n 


A 


325         Proposed  Veier'uianj        {13  Apkil  1894}  College  for  Ireland^ 


326 


Bill  shall  be  purely  aud  simply  a  con- 
solidation Bill,  and  we  muftt  keep  that 
pledge. 

Mr,  CLANCY  :  Have  uot  cotiaolidu- 
tioti  Bills  been  Iiitroduetd  into  the  Hout^e 
for  the  purpose  of  oruilting  certain 
sectiouft  of  other  BilU  ? 

Mh.  MUNDELLA  :  The  object  of 
tlie  Alerchant  Shipping  Act  is  to  have  a 
rea  1  M  e  re  ha  u  t  8  h  i  p  pi  d  g  C  ode. 

Mr.  field  (Dubliu,  St.  Patrick^s)  : 
Will  the  rig  lit  hou.  Gentlenian  iutroUuce 
a  Bill  denliug  with  the  eoustitutiori  of 
llie  Irish  Lights  Board — a  Board  which 
doei8  not  give  satisfaction  to  any  portico 
of  the  Irish  community  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  That  is  another 
quet»tiOn  altogolher  from  the  qne'Stion  on 
the  Paper,  and  1  whall  he  very  glnd 
I  indeed  to  coiiaider  it. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  May  I  ask 
whether  the  pledge  of  the  Government 
ihat  tbt^  Bill  will  be  a  purely  consolida- 
tion Bill  will  extend  to  the  refusal  by  the 
Goveroraent  of  any  Amendments  from 
any  section  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  mux  del  la  :  Yes,  Sir  ;  1  am 
bound  to  that. 

LABOURERS^  COTTAGES  IS  THE 
COOTEHILL  UNION. 
Mr.  young  (Cavan,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
,  ask    the    Chief    Secretary   to  the    Lord 

•  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  (1)  whether  be  m 
aware  that  the  Guardians  of  the  Coote- 
hill  Uuion  have  on  every  occasion  refused 
the  representations  that,  have  been  made 
to  them  under  tiie  Labourers*  Aets  ;  that 
they  I  ejected  on    the  23rd    of  February 

i  ladt  13  representations,  and  that  the 
chairman  declared  that  tb©  Board  of 
Guardians  should  simply  pass  all  repre- 
sentations to  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  do  as  they  liked  ;  (2)  is  be 
aware  thai  a  solicitor  forwarded  (7th 
March)  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  a  Petition,  duly 
,  eigued  by  the  required  number  of  rate- 
I  pay eni,  which  was  ae k now  1  edged,  ealling 

*  for  au  iiicjuiry   under  the  oth  section  of 
.  the  amended  Act ;   (3)   will   he  exjjlfun 

why  the  Local  Government  Board  ha  ye 
since  sent  i>o  further  communieation  as 
to  whether  the  inquiry  would  be  granted  ; 
(4)  whether  he  can  state  if  there  Is  a 
Government  grant  of  aWut  £200  to  the 
,  credit  of  this  Union  for  the  ptirpo^ies  of 
the  Labourers'  Act,  and  if  that  money 
wLU  be  unavailable  for  the   Union  until 


the  Boanl  takes  steps  to  make  a  seheiue ; 
and  (51  whether  the  Local  Government 
Board  hiiYQ  yet  received  ibe  replies  from 
the  Board  of  Guardians  for  which  they 
were  waiting  before  deciding  on  the 
Petition  for  an  iiic|uiry  ;  if  so,  what  are 
the  replies,  and  will  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  grant  ao  inquiry  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOHLEY  :  (1  and  2.)  The 
statements  in  the  lirst  and  second  para- 
graphs would  appear  to  be  correct,  except, 
as  1  am  informed,  that  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  are  not  aware  that  the  ob- 
servation referred  to  was  made  by  the 
chairman  of  the  Guardians,  (3  and  5,) 
The  Board  state  that  they  did  commu- 
nicate with  the  Guardians,  calling  for 
copies  of  the  representations  and  a  state- 
ment of  their  reasons  for  declining  to  act 
up>n  tbera.  Some  of  the  documents  were 
only  quite  recently  received  and  arc  now 
engagiug  the  attention  of  theBoard,who 
will  lose  uo  time  in  deciding  as  to  the 
further  steps  that  may  he  necessary.  (4.) 
There  is  a  sum  of  £170  available  for  the 
purpose  mentioned,  hut  ibis  money  can- 
not he  advanced  unless  the  Acts  are  put 
into  force  l*y  the  Guardians, 

PROPOSED  VETERINARY  COLLEGE  FOR 
IRELAND. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether, 
except  from  Dubhn  practitioners,  any 
expression  of  a  desire  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  Veterinary  College  in  Ire- 
land has  reached  him  ;  whether  the  sum 
of  £15,000,  which  has  been  specified  as 
likely  to  he  required  for  its  foundation, 
is  to  be  taken  from  the  funds  of  the 
Intermediate  Education  Comrnissionera  ; 
and  as  the  number  of  students  who  have 
given  notice  of  their  intention  to  present 
themselves  for  examination  in  June  is 
largely  in  excess  of  any  previous  year, 
whether  the  Board's  expenditure  on 
result  fees  and  prizes  will  abhorb  the 
whole  of  the  grant  this  year  under  **  The 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise) Act, 
1890*'? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  deputatiou 
which  waited  upon  n^e  in  January  last, 
urging  the  necessity  for  a  Veterinary 
School  ill  Ireland,  was  not  confined  to 
any  locidity  or  particular  profession,  hut 
was  representative  of  various  classes  and 
interests  throughout  Ireland.  I  would 
also  point  out  that  Parliament   in    1^81 
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contemplated  the  creatiou  of  a  Veterinarj 
College  in  Ireland,  as  in  the  Veterinary 
Surgeons'  Act  of  tbat  year  express  pro- 
Tisbn  is  made  for  the  exaiiir nation  of 
students  in  Ireland  whenever  a  Veter- 
inary College  shonld  be  estahlistlred  there. 
It  is  proposed  to  ask  Parliament  to 
alloeare  tbe  3nm  of  £lo,000  aa  a  grant 
in  aid  towards  acr|tiinng  College  build- 
ings and  Jittiugs.  It  is  not  proposed  to  take 
it  from  tbe  fuirrent  year's  residue  of  the 
loeal  taxation  duties  (CuiSloms  and  Ex- 
cise) g^an!H^  hut  from  the  invested  aeen- 
miilafion  of  tbat  grant. 

LABOURERS*  COTTAGES  IN  THE  CEL- 
BRIDGE  UNION, 
Mu.  CLANCY  :  I  heg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  tlie  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  will  be  explain  why,  although 
nearly  two  years  ago  a  gicheme  for  the  I  the  town,  but 
erection  of  12  labotirers'  cottjiges  in  the  '  to      or      include 

County  Dublin  district  of  the  Celhridge  '  people  living  outside  tbe  town  who 
Union  was  approved  by  tbe  Ce  I  bridge  could  not  derive  any  benefit  from 
Board    of  Guardians,  it    is   only   with  in    f«aid  supply  ;  (2)    whetber    ho  is  Aware 


MORLEY:  The  Congested 
Districts  Board  have  made  a  boat-slip 
at  Brandon  Creek,  and  have  removed  a 
rock  tbat  had  interfered  with  a  safe  land- 
ing at  Glassabeg  Creek*  The  Board  do 
not  at  present  contemplate  any  further 
operations  at  Glassal>eg  Creek,  but  rhey 
are  ahout  to  make  a  protecting  wall  at 
Brandon  Creek. 

I  RATHDRTTM  WATER  SUPPLY. 

I  Mr.  J AMP:S  O'CONNOR  ( Wicklow, 
I  W.)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
.  to  tbe  Lord  LienteuHnt  of  Ireland    (1)  if 

he  is  aware  that  the  Sanitary  Authority 
I  of  Ralhdrnm  has  adoptoil  a  scheme  for 
I  the  improvement  of  tbe  water  supply  to 

that  town,  and  bas  unanimously  decided 
I  that  the   area   of  charge  should  include 

tlie    holdings   of   all  parties  resident    ita 

should     not     e  attend 

tbe      holdings       of 


\ 


the  present  year  that  the  Loeal  Govern- 
ment Board  held  an  inquiry  into  that 
scheme,    and   also  on   what  gromals  tbe 


that  Dr.  St  afford.  Local  Gorernment 
Board  Inspector,  held  an  inquiry,  at 
which  10  to  2   gave   evidence   in   favour 


Board  then   refused   its  sanction    to   tbe  I  of  the  area  Jixed  by  the  Sanitary  Autbo- 


ereetion   of     10   of    the   12  cottages   in 
question  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Loeal  Go- 
vernment Board  inform  me  tbat  in  April 
and  June  of  last  year  three  schemes  pro- 
posing the  erection  of  59  cottages  were 
submitted  to  them  by  the  Guardians  of 
the  Celhridge  LTnion,  and  in  September 
a  Local  Inquiry  was  held  into  these 
aehcmcs  by  one  of  the  BoiinPs  Inspectors. 
A  Provisional   Order  is  now  about  to  be 


rity  ;  (3)  whether,  notwithstanding  this, 
aud  that  the  people  inside  the  area  so 
fixed  are  perfecily  satisfied,  tbe  Local 
Government  Board  refuse  to  sanction 
said  area,  and  persist  in  extending  it  no 
as  to  inebide  people  who  never  can  derive 
any  benefit  from  the  scheme ;  (4)  whe- 
ther tbe  Local  Government  Board  have 
threatened  to  dissolve  said  Board  of 
Guardians,  under  Section  211  of  "^'The 
Publir   Health   Act,  187H;*  should  they 


issued  authorising  the  erection  of  41  I  fail  to  proceed  with  said  scheme^  and 
eottaguB.  Tl»e  Board  state  tbat  45  of  I  thereby  cause  to  be  levied  what  tbe  f»aid 
tbe  o9  cottages  iachided  in  the  schemes  Gtiardians  believe  would  be  an  nnju§t 
of  the  Guardians  were  proposed  to  be  tax  upon  people  who  are  jx^werless  to 
erected  in  County  Dublin,  and  that  w  ith-  protect  themselves  under  the  eircufn- 
oni  further  information  they  have  no  j  J^tances  t  (5)  and  if  ho  is  aware  of  any 
means  of  identifying  the  particular  12  reason  in  this  particular  case  why  the 
cottages  referred  to  iu  the  question,  I  Local  Government  Board  should  insist  m\ 

'  an  area  of  charge  totallv  opposed  to  the 

GLASSAREG    AND    UR  \NDON    CREEKS  J  wishes  of  *be  Guardians'  and    ratepayers, 

Sir    T.  ESMONDE    (Kerry,  N.)  :  I    and  quite  dillerent  to  the  arens  sanctioned 

beg   to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the    by  them    in    precisely  parallel   cases  lit 

Lord    Lieutenant    of  Ireland  if   he   will  !  Tinahely,  Carnew,  and  Clonegall  ? 


suggest     to     the     Congested     Districts        Mh.    J.   MORLEY  :    I  am   informe«J 


■  sug 

^H  Board  the  advisaldlity  of  removing  some    that   the  Local  Goveniment    Board    re- 

^V  more  of  the  rocks  which    still    make  the    fused  to  sanction   tbe  area   propose*!    by 

^H  lan«" 

■  Bm 
^^L  dan 


I 


landing  places  at  (ilassabeg  Creek  and 
Brandon  Creek,  in  Connty  Kerry, 
dangerous  for  canoes  ? 

Mr*  J*  ytorley 


the  Gnardians  on  the  ground  tbat  it 
won  Id  be  inequitable,  and  they  recom- 
mended that  a  uniform  area  of  taxation 


d 


829     Alleged  S hoot  hi  g  h^  an     {V^  A  phi 

f  should  be  fixed  withitj  a  rail  in  8  of  iilviut 
mile  from  the  town,  givin|^  the  Gimr- 
.<lian8  power  to  make  a  diflTerential  rate 
within    Buch   area,    mi  that    tbej    nii'a:ht 

IpportioTi  the  greater  part  of  tlie  rate  on 
[the  residents  within  tlie  town.  The 
f  Board  of  Guardians  having  replied   that 

rut  her  than  carrj  out  this  sni^ge^tion  they 
'  ivould  drop  the  scheme,  the  Local  Go* 
jverntaent  Board  pointed  ont  that  it  would 
The  competent  for  atijone  interpsted  to 
iialcc  a  complaint  to  them  nncjer  Section 

Ml  of  the  Pnblie  Health  Act,  and  that 
rtbe  Board  won  Id  be  ohH^^od  to  take  fnr- 

ther  proceedings  with  the  view  of  coiu- 
.  peUing  the  Sanitary  Antboritj  to  perform 

their    dntj.       The    Loeal     Government 

"foard  inform  me  that  thcv  do  not  eon- 
feider  that  the  other  cases  qnoted  in  tho 
[question  are  in   any  sense  analogous  to 

the  Hatbdrnm  ease  ? 

ALLEGED    SHOOTING     BY     AX 
EMKIIGENCY  MAN. 
Mr.  M.  AUSTIN  (Limerick,  W.)  :  I 
to  ask   the   Chief  Spcretary   to  the 
;^ord  Lientenant  of  Ireland   wlietlipr  ho 
fis    aware   that,  on   the  evening  of   24th 
ultimo,  Tliomas  M'Mann??^  an  emergency 
man  on  an  evicted  farm  at  Cnrnigh,  Connty 
Limerick,  while   ntider  the   inHnenco  of 
drink,  proceeded    to   the  honse  of  a  man 
named  VVilbam  Sweeney,  and,  perceiving 
bim  with  his  wife  and  child  in    the  liay- 
^anl,  fired  from  his  revolver  at  them  at  a 
iistnnce  of  abont  15  yards,  altlmngh  re- 
viving    no    provocation  ;     that,    snbse- 
[jtiently,  on    the  same   cvcTiing,  the  i^iaid 
rhomas  M*Manns  tired   at  a  Mrs.   John 
CrSnllivan,  and  again  jit  herself  and    her 
busbaiid  :    that     on     previous    occasions 
iMantis     was    chargeil    at    Newcastle 
^West    Petty     Sessions     for     firing     at 
Sweeney's    house,  and   let    oft'    with    a 
fnitiou  ;    why    is    it   that  M*Manns  was 
left  abroad  for  a  week  without  the  police 
of  the  district  taking  any  action,  and  on 
Fhat  groimds  has   he   liecn    liberated    on 
irs  own  recognisances  to  appear  for  trial  \ 
jrhat  steps  will  be  taken  to  prevent  sncli 
ittackii  by  emergency  men  on  defencele&s 
Ipeople  ;  and  will  inquiries  be  onide  into 
the  composition   of  the   Bench   at  New- 
loa^tle   West,  as   well  as   the    manner  in 
I  which   the   police  perform  their  dnty   in 
Iprotecting  the  people  wiien  assailed  under 
cireimistances  ? 
In.  J.  MORLEY  :    L    am   informed 
'  the  District  Inspector  of  Police  tliat  oo 
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the  24th  ultimo  M'Manus  did  fire  shots 
on  the  farm  on  which  he  is  a  caretaker, 
but  that  lie  did  not  lire  at  the  persona 
named  in  the  question,  nor  was  he  tlrnnk 
on  the  occasion.  On  the  following  day 
he  wai  taken  before  a  Magisitrate  and 
allowed  out  on  his  own  recognisances  till 
Petty  Scflsions  on  the  6th  instanr,  when 
informations  were  refnstd  by  tlie  Resi- 
dent Magistrate,  the  Local  Magistrate 
having  previously  left.  The  evidence 
given  at  Petty  Sessions  by  the  parties 
who  prose<Nited  was,  I  nnderstand,  con- 
tradictory, and  this  no  donlit  iTjfluonced 
tlte  Magistrate  in  arriving  at  the  decision 
to  refuse  informations.  In  O(;tober  hiSt 
a  charge  of  firing  at  the  person  was  pre- 
ferred by  Sweeney  agamst  M*Manus,  and 
on  that  occasion  also  the  Magistrate,  a 
local  Justice,  adopted  a  simihir  riding.  I 
have  called  for  the  depositions  taken  at 
Petty  Sessions  on  the  tith  instant,  and 
w^ill  Imve  them  laid  before  the  Attorney 
General- 
Mil.  M-  A  L^  ST  IN  :  In  connection 
with  this  matter,  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  what  was  the  canse  of 
the  delay  with  the  police  taking  action  in 
this  nnittcr,  and  also  what  was  the  reason 
of  Sergeant.  Monday,  of  Knockaderry 
Pfilice  Station,  going  to  the^^e  people  and 
asking  them  to  take  no  action  but  to 
merely  issoe  a  snmmons  ? 

Mn.  J,  MOHLKY  :  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  sergeant  did  what  my  hon. 
Friend  alleges.  I  am  certainly  not  ac- 
quainted with  the  other  particnlars  of  the 
case,  not  having  received  the  depositions, 
and  I  am  not,  therefore,  sufficiently  in- 
formotl  to  be  able  to  answer  the  question. 
Mr,  sexton  :  Was  any  hint  given 
in  the  evidence  why  this  man  fired 
of!  his  revolver  seven  or  eight  times, 
and  would  the  right  hon,  (ieutlemaii 
inquire  whether  recommendations  for  the 
improvement  of  this  Bench  of  Magistrates 
were  made  to  the  Lorti  Chancellor  wlieti 
he  entered  into  Office,  and  that  no 
appointment  has  been  made  since  that  ? 

Mit.  DARLING  ( Dcptford)  :  Is  it 
tiot  a  fact  that  M* Maims  is  now  actnally 
under  recognisances  to  appear  for  trial? 
Mil.  T,  M.  HEALY  :  No. 
Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  He  was  nuder  his 
own  recognisances  to  appear  at  Petty 
Sessions  on  the  6th  instant,  but  theri  tlie 
case  was  beard,  autl  it  was  dismissed  by 
the  Magistrate.  In  answer  to  my  hon. 
Friend,  I  lieg  to  say  that,  so  far  as  the 
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appoiutmetU  of  Maglsf rates  goes,  I  am 
not  fitire  how  it  was  wlij  tbe  Lord 
Chancellor  did  not  appoint  Justices  for 
fbb  Beuch.  As  to  the  reai^ous  which 
iiiilii4!od  M'MaDiis  to  lire  off  his  revolver 
or  guu  seven  or  eight  times,  I  reallj 
caDtiot  say  what  they  were.  I  am  tohJ 
it  was  merely  a  discharge  Jtito  the  air, 
and  not  a  firing  at  the  person* 

Mif*  SEXTON  ;  la  the  liceuee  to 
carry  a  revolver  to  be  left  in  his   bands  ? 

Mh.  J.  MORLEY  :  That,  of  course, 
is  a  ])oint  which  I  shall  examine  into 
wheo  I  liave  the  materials. 

Uu.  M.  AUSTIN  :  Will  tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  inqyire  if  the  Magistrate 
who  presided  at  the  trial  is  not  also  the 
agent  of  the  property^  eoncerned  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  That  eonkl 
scarcely  be,  beciinse  the  Re:*ideut  Magi- 
strate alone  presided. 

Mit.  M.  AUSTIN  :  Will  he  iuqnire 
whet  her  the  lund  agent  acted  in  his 
Magisterial  capacity  on  the  occasion  ? 

£No  answer  was  given,] 

WEST  CORK  POSTAL  SERVICE. 

Mr,  GILHOOLY  (Cork  Co.,  W.)  ;  I 
beg  to  ask  tbe  Prei^ideiit  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
all  the  Representative  Public  Boards  of 
West  Cork  have  passe<l  resokitions  ia 
favour  of  a  aiore  eflficient  pfistnl  service, 
and  tbe  Postmaster  General  has  refused 
to  grant  it  owing  to  the  Cork,  Bandon, 
and  Sontb  Coast  Railway  Company 
having  refused  to  facilitate  the  transit  of 
the  mails  by  giving  a  more  convenient 
train  than  the  evening  one  which  now 
carries  the  mails,  he  will  use  his  good 
officer  with  the  Railway  Company  referrcil 
to  and  rcqnejit  them  to  convcJiience  the 
business  people  of  West  Cork  by  facili- 
tating tbe  sending  of  tbe  mails  by  a  train 
to  leave  Cork  at  midday  ? 

Mr,  MUNDELLA  :"  I  am  afraid  the 
Board  of  Trade  have  no  power  to  do 
any  tiling  in  this  matter.  As  I  nnder- 
stand  it,  the  tenns  otleretl  by  the  Kail- 
way  Company  are  wnch  as*  the  Post  Otiice 
do  not  feel  at  liberty  to  accept,  and  we 
cannot  compel  the  Company  to  alter 
them. 

LADY  VISITORS  FOR  FEMALE 

PRl^ONERi?, 

Mr.    PICKERS  gill   (Bethnal 

Green,  S.W.  j  :  I  l*eg  to  ask  the  Seere* 

tary  of  State  for  the   Home  Departmeiit 

3fr,  •/.  Morlet/ 


whether  his  attention  hag  been  called  to 
a  passage  in  the  Fifteenth  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Prisons  in  which  they 
endorse  with  their  appoval  the  opinion  of 
one  of  their  most  experienced  chaplains 
that  it  is  desi  ruble  to  h  ecu  re  the  services 
of  one  or  two  lady  visitors  for  eaoh 
piisoii  in  which  women  are  confined  ;  and 
whether,  by  issuing  a  Cireular  to  Visiting 
Justices,  or  otherwise,  he  will  take  such 
steps  as  may  result  in  the  admission  of 
such  lady  visitors  to  a  large  number  of 
prisons  which  are  at  jtreaeut  unprovided 
with  them  ? 

TiiK  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr»  Georue  Russell,  North 
Beds)  (who  replied),  said  :  It  is  not  at 
present  the  intention  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  lady  visitors  to 
prisons. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  :  I  did  not  ask 
for  an  increase  in  tbe  number  of  lady 
visitors,  but  that  where  there  are  no  lady 
visitors  they  should  be  provided, 

Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL:  Tbe 
^Secretary  of  State  sees  no  reason  for 
issniug  a  Circular, 

CIVIL  SERVICE  ABSTRACTORS, 
Mr.  FISHER  (Fulham)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  a  considerable  feel- 
ing of  discontent  has  been  caused  by  the 
refusal  of  the  Civil  Service  Commis* 
sioners  to  pay  to  abstractors  and  ass  is  taut 
clerks  certain  moneys  which  they  had 
earned  as  bonus  during  their  previous 
service  as  Civil  Service  Writers  ;  whe- 
ther any,  and,  if  so,  what,  steps  wero 
taken  by  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sioners, in  the  absence  of  specifio  in- 
quiries, to  warn  the  men  concerned  of 
the  loss  they  woidd  sustain  if  they 
accepted  their  new  appointments  during 
the  course  of  a  bonus  periml  ;  and  whe- 
ther, as  there  would  appear  to  be  a  legal 
liability  under  tbe  Apportionment  Act,  no 
express  f^tipulntton  that  apportionment 
of  the  bonus  would  not  be  alloweil 
haviiig  been  made,  be  will  direct  that 
the  various  amounts  of  bonus  tie  paid 
to  the  claimants  without  further  delay  ? 
The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Sir  .L  T.  IIibbert,  Oldhara)  :I 
am  afraid  that  I  eannot  luld  anything  to 
the  answer  which  I  gave  to  a  precisely 
similar  question  put  to  me  by  the  hoo. 


I 
■ 

I 
I 


I 


■ 1'  -  '^^^^^=^^^ 


"^ 


333 


Thrift  among 


{13  Apuil  1894} 


School  Children. 


334 


Member  on  Mav  19  hist,  to  the  etfect  tbat 
no  copyist  can  re:^eive  Iwotis  in  respect 
of  a  broken  peri  ml  of  less  tliiiti  Haifa 
year's  copyists'  service  i mm ed lately  pre- 
ceding his  appoiiitmeot  to  a  pcrmarient 
post^  half  II  year's  service  being  the 
necsessarj  condition  nntler  the  Treasnry 
Minute  for  the  payment  of  sneh  l>onus. 
The  Civil  Service  CommisBioner.4  have 
always*  been  wiiliiig,  when  a  copyist  has 
desired  it,  and  tlie  Department  in  wliich 
lie  was  serving  has  not  objected,  to  defer 
Jiis  permanent  appohitment  a&  abstractor 
UDtil  he  became  eJititled  to  another  lionus* 

POOR  RELIEF  UNDER  FALSE 
PBKTENCES. 
Mk.  ROUNDELL  (York,  W.R., 
Skipton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
whether  his  attention  Ims  been  called  to 
A  ease  iu  which  Mrs.  Stripling  was  sum- 
moned f or  obtaioing  relief  from  the  fnnds 
of  the  Wandsworth  aod  Clapham  Union 
hj  false  preteoces^  her  hnsband  having 
received  over  £20  in  ivages  duriog  the 
period  over  whicli  relief  was  granted  j 
aod  whether,  having  regard  to  the  cen- 
sure which  was  ptiiised  by  thcilagi&trate 
(Mr.  Dennmn)  upon  ihe  way  in  which 
the  Poor  Law*  was  administered  in  the 
Uaion,  the  relieving  officer  having  ad- 
mitted that  he  negleeted  to  comply  with 
the  order  requiring  him  to  make  inquiry 
into  the  antecedentg  of  the  applicants 
for  relief,  and  the  medical  officer  of  the 
UdIod  having  certified  in  the  absence  of 
the  buslmnd  that  he  was  ill,  when  iu 
fact  he  was  in  full  work,  he  has  in^ititnted 
an  inquiry  into  the  case  of  these  two 
officers,  and  with  what  result  ? 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre,  Bradford,  Central)  :  The 
attention  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  was  called  to  the  case  referred  to, 
and  they  required  tlie  medical  officer  and 
relieving  officer  to  fur ni^ih  an  exphutation 
fif  their  proccedingsf.  The  medical 
officer  was  suspendetl  by  the  Guardians 
from  the  performance  of  hi^  duties,  and 
the  Board  have  deelined  to  remove  his 
suspeuftion,  and  re^piireil  his  resignation. 
The  relieving  officer  placed  his  resigna- 
tion in  the  haods  of  the  Guardians  on 
the  ground  of  his  age  and  intirmity. 


j  THRIFT  AMONTf  SCHOOL  CHILI iRKN\ 
'  Mr,  ROUNDELL:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  Crencral  what  steps  have  been 
taken  by  the  Post  Office  Anthoritie^,  by 
themselves  or  in  concert  with  the  Educji- 
tion  Department,  to  induce  parents  to 
approprinto  school  fees  saved  uoder  the 
Assisted  Education  Act  for  the  en- 
couragement of  habits  of  thrift  among 
their  children :  whether  the  Post  Office 
has  power,  by  the  payment  of  commis- 
sions or  otherwise,  to  iiabjce  school 
teachers  to  net  as  agents  for  school 
savings  banks,  or  whether  he  will  seek 
to  obtain  such  power;  if  he  will  state 
what  number  of  Is*  anrl  of  4s,  gt>amp 
forms  have  l>een  issued  by  the  Post 
Office  for  the  special  use  of  schools  in 
England  and  Wales  since  the  passing  of 
**The  Assisted  Education  Act,  1891 '^ 
and  whether  any  special  facilities  are 
oHered  by  the  Post  Office  for  tln^  collec- 
tion of  the  stamp  forms  in  schools? 

The   POSTMASTER    GENERAL 

(Mr.  A.  Mo II LEV,  Nottingham,  E.) :  On 
the  passing  of  the  Assistetl  Education 
Act,  1891,  vigorous  steps  were  at  once 
taken  in  concert  w^th  the  Education 
Department  lo  induce  school  managers, 
teachers,  scholars,  and  their  parents  to 
make  the  fullest  use  of  the  facilities 
offered  hy  the  Post  Office  to  enable  school 
children  to  deposit  in  the  Savings  Bank 
the  money  saved  by  the  discontinuance  of 
school  fees.  Special  forms  w^ere  provided 
for  the  purpose,  and  circulars  were  issued 
giving  the  fullest  information  with  regard 
to  the  system  of  saving  by  means  of 
postage  stamps  affixed  to  "slips/'  Since 
then  6«0,0W  Is.  am]  270,000  4s,  deposit 
slips  have  been  supplied  to  managers  and 
teachers.  At  certain  intervals  these  slips 
arc  collecteil,  and  either  depositetl  by  the 
managerat  the  nearest  Post  Office  Savings 
Bank,  o}\  when  necA^Hsary,  a  Post  Office 
clerk  attends  at  the  school  to  collect 
them.  In  outlying  districts  recourse  has 
been  had  to  registere<i  letters,  wbicli  have 
been  found  very  useful.  The  Depart- 
ment has  no  power  to  pay  commissions  to 
school  teachers  to  act  as  agents,  and  it 
would  not  be  advisable  to  encourage 
expenditure  in  this  direction.  Managers 
or  teachers  cheerfully  exert  themselves  to 
promote  this  object  in  the  interests  of 
the  children,  and  if  any  intormation  is 
reciuired  it  is  easily  obtained  by  applica* 
tion  to  the  Post  Office. 
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BARKER  k  Q\y^  FAtLURE, 
Mr.  hartley  (Islington,  N,)  :  T 
beg  to  Hsk  tbe  Prtisidtsrit  of  tbe  Boartl  of 
Trade  whether  it  is  proposed  to  take  any 
further  aetiou  with  reference  to  the 
tniusikctious  connected  with  George 
Barker  k  Co.  ? 

Mu.  MUNDELLA  ;  It  is  not  clear 
from  tbe  term^j  of  the  question  to  what 
partteutar  trauaactions  tbe  hou.  Member 
refers,  Tbe  Senior  Official  Receiver  iti 
Bankruptcy  is  makiD^  a  careful  iuvesti- 
gation  into  tbe  adnuuis^tration  of  the 
estate  of  George  Barker  &  Co.  by  the  late 
tnisteej*.  Until  that  investjgatiuu  itf 
compk'tcil  I  arn  not  in  a  position  to  say 
what  steps  will  he  taken  thereon. 

TOE    NOTTINPtHAM     EXECUTION. 

Mr.  BALLANTINE  (Coventry):  I 
hei^  to  a*ik  tlie  Secretary  of  State  for  tbe 
Home  Department  if  be  will  state  tbe 
circnmeitauce^  under  which  Walter  Snutli 
made  a  confcifiiion,  to  wjiom  lie  made  it, 
and  for  ivhat  reason  it  was  not  made 
known  whilst  ho  was  alive;  and  is  he 
aware  that  Smith  asserted  bis  innocence 
to  every  one  who  visited  him  daring  his 
imprisonment,  inchiding  the  Bishop  of 
Kottingbam  ;  and  that  on  the  night  l>efore 
bis  exe(!ution,  lieing  the  night  after  the 
alleged  confe^ssion,  he  saw  Xih  mother, 
brotberSy  and  sister-in-law,  and  to  them 
reiterated  his  assiiranccH  of  innocence  ? 

Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  (who  re- 
plied) said  :  As  regards  tbe  tirst  paragraph 
of  tbe  question,  tbe  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Departnu^nt  cannot  add 
Anything  to  the  answer  he  has  j>reviously 
giv«n  tti  an  inquiry  on  this  subject.  It 
has  heen  tbe  invanahle  practice  of  the 
Department,  and  it  in  in  the  interests  of 
justice,  never  to  make  public  tbe  par- 
ticuhirw  relating  ti>  the  confessions  of 
any  criminaL  It  is  perfectly  true  that  the 
murderer  did  make  such  an  assertion  as 
is  indicated  in  the  second  pa  rag  raj  di  in 
the  presence  of  his  relatives. 

0BIKVANCK8    Or    DliSCHARUED 

SOLlJlKkS, 
Colonel  LOCKWUOD  (Esseac, 
Epping)  :  I  beg  to  ask  tbe  Secrelary  of 
8tate  for  War  if  any  steps  have  l>eeii 
taken  toreme*ly  the  grievance  of  soldiers, 
discbargetl  between  the  1st  of  July,  1881, 
nnil  the  l»t  of  September,  1893,  who 
allege    that    they    have    suffered   loss  of 


pension  by  being  deprive*!,  through  a 
palpable  error,  of  the  old  established 
right  of  computing  their  former  service 
towards  a  pension,  under  tbe  Royal 
Warrant  in  force  on  the  date  of  their  dis- 
charge ? 

The  financial  SECRETARY 
TO  TiiK  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  WooDALL, 
Han  ley)  (who  replied)  said  :  This  is  a 
complicated  case  to  explain  on  very  short 
not  ice,  T!iere  bad  been  no  error,  though 
a  rebixation  has  been  made  of  a  somewhat 
severe  Rule.  In  1881  the  scale  of  pen- 
sions was  improved  ;  but  from  the  action 
of  the  short  service  system  it  was  not 
desired  that  men  should  re-euHpt,  Ac- 
cordingly, service  nudcr  a  previous  en- 
listment was  barred  from  reckoning 
towards  pension  in  the  case  of  men 
enlisted  from  October  1,  1880,  onwards, 
but  the  vested  interests  of  those  who  hml 
previously  enlisted  were  guarded  by 
allowing  them  to  count  their  former  ser- 
vice provided  they  accepted  pensions  at 
the  rates  current  for  the  period  at  wliieb 
they  had  enJisted.  Tlio  Warrant  of 
August  14,  1893,  relaxml,  however,  this 
Rule  with  ante-date  to  January  1,  1890. 
Men  who,  on  re-enlistment,  had  declared 
their  former  service  were,  under  certahi 
conditions,  allowed  tbe  full  benefit  of  it 
in  reckoning  pension  ;  but  those  who 
had  denied  it  were  refused  pension  on  il^ 
though  it  was  taken  into  account  as  part 
of  the  time  required  for  making  a  soldier 
pensionable  at  atL 

THE  WHITE  FATHERS  OF  UGANDA. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Aflairs  will  the  compensation  to  the 
White  Feathers  in  Uganda  be  borne  by 
tlie  British  East  Africa  Company,  or  by 
the  tjixpajers  of  the  Uniled  Kingdom  ? 

•The     UNDER    SECRETARY     of 

vSTATE  for  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(SirE*  Grey,  Northumberland, Benvick): 
I  cannot  nmke  any  furlbcr  statement 
about  tbe  matter  at  tbe  present  stage  of 
the  discussion  with  tbe  French  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr,  T.  M.  HEALY  :  How  long  must 

we  wait  for  information  ? 

•Sir  E,  grey  ;  I  cannot  answer  the 
question  detinitely,  as  the  length  of  these 
discussions  are  very  uncertain,  but  1  fear 

it  will  be  some  little  time. 
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THK  NKW  EDUCATION  CODE. 

Mit.  STANLEY    LEIGHTON 

( Shropshire,   CXswes^try)  ;    I    beg^   to  ask 

the  Vice  President  of  the    Conmiitttie  of 

Coiuieil  on  Education  whether  it   is  tlie 

iut^ntion  of  tlie  ( lover nnieiit  to  posfpotie 

the  d»te   on   which   the   New    Coile  will 

oome  juto  operation   till   the  l^t  of  ^ln,y^ 

io  order  that  n  tliscnssion  may,  if  neee.s- 

sary,  be  rai,'*ed  on  tijj   defntttible  matter ; 

Aod  whether  he  will  lay   upon  the  Table 

of  the  House  the  Amendments  which  he 

f  h aj*  prom  i sed  to  i  n  t  rod  i lec  i  ri  1  o  1  b  e  New 

I  Code,  on  such  an  early  day   at*   will  give 

I  opportunity  for  fnll  eonsi*leration  of  tlieiti 

before   that    date  ?  I    %vill    also  ask  the 

Leader  of  the  House  if  he  is  prepared   to 

I  give  etieet    to    the    pled^^e    of    the   Viee 

I  President    to   extend     the     time   during 

rhich  tbe  Coile  will  remain  on  tbe  Table 

|of  the  House  ? 

The  vice    PliESIDENT    of  the 

[COUNCIL  (Mr.  At  LAMi,  York,  \V\R., 

iHotherhiim)  :  The  New  Eihieation  Code 

[will  not  come  into  operation,  so  far  as  it 

focts    litmual    grauts,     tintil     May     L 

IWheiiever  an   amemlinji^    Minute  is  laid 

jLcfore    tije    House,    it    remains    on    tbe 

iTable    for   a    montli     liefore   it    heeomes 

ilnw*     The   Minute    whieli    1  albideil   U\ 

lyesterdwy  will    he   laid   on   tbe  Table  on 

Tue^iday.     The  hrni.  Member   will  bave 

i,mple  lime  to  raise  any  objeetion  be  may 

|wi$h  to  make,  and,  if  it   is   neee^sary,  I 

bave    no   donht    a    lon*i!:er    time    can    be 

nrrftuged  for. 

Mr.  STANLEY    LEIGHTONr 

am  very    mnrh    obliged    to  tbe  right 

hoa.  GeQlleman,  \mt  bow  can  be  give  ns 

nore  time  seeing  that  the   Code  eomes 

Into  operation  on  the  19th  of  April  ? 

Mr.  ACL  and  ;  Nothing  eomes  into 
force  on  tbe  19th  of  April,  wbieb  is 
seriously  ohjeeted  to.  We  do  not  pro- 
j>Ose  to  aet  upon  that  part  of  tbe  Uiwle 
rineb  affeets  tbe  grants  until  tbe  1st  of 
lay.  Any  part  of  the  existing  Code 
may  b^  ohjeeted  to,  iind  I  believe,  indeed, 
thttt  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Rochester  is  going  on  Monday  to  object 
to  something  which  has  heeii  coutaiued 
ID  the  Code  for  vears. 

Mtt.  STANLEY    LEIGH  TON; 
Will  there  lie  an  opportunity  of  objecting 
lifter  the  19th  iustant  ? 
Mr.  ACLAND:  Yes, 
Mr.  TOMLINSON    (Prestou)  :  Are 
I  understand  that  the  Minute  to  be 


laid  oil  the  Table  will  have  the  eifeet  of 
leaving  the  whole  Code  opou  ? 

Mr.  ACLA^'D  i  I  am  restricted  frotn 
putting  it  in  force  until  after  tbe  Minute 
has  been  on  tbe  Table  a  montli.  The 
Cf>^le  i?i,  in  fact,  comprised  of  a  number 
<d'  Minutes, 


bog 


AVALTHAM  ARBEY  EXPLOSION 
Mk.  HANBUUY  (Preston):  T 
to  ask  tlic  Secretary  of  Slate  for  Wtir 
when  he  will  be  able  to  publish  the 
Keport  of  tbe  Cotumittee  on  the  recent 
fatal  explosion  at  Walthant  AWiey  Fac- 
tory ;  and  wbetljcr  tbe  evidence  will  also 
lie  published  ? 

*^Uu  WOODALL  (who  replied)  said  : 
Tbe  Committee  has  not  yet  reported,  but 
it  is  understootl  tbat  it  will  very  sliortly 
do  so.  The  Secretary  of  State  reserve?* 
his  decision  as  to  piil>iishing  tbe  evidence 
until  lie  has  seen  it. 

Mr.  HANBUliY:  Is  it  not  the  fact 
that  there  bave  been  two  explosions 
since  the  Committee  began  to  sit  ? 

♦Mr.  WOODALL  :  There  have  been 
two  explosions,  although  1  am  not  quite 
clear  as  to  tbe  date.  The  last  so-called 
explosion  was  merely  a  noise  made  fjy 
tbe  destruction  of  some  materials, 

CuT.oxEL  LOCKWOOD  :  Is  tbe  hon. 
Gentleman  aware,  wlicn  he  refers  so 
ligbtiy  to  the  last  explosion,  tbat  it  wa3 
productive  of  tbe  greatest  possible  alarm 
mnoug  the  itibabitants  of  the  town  ? 

♦Mr.  WOODALL  :  Yes;  I  believe  it 
did  mucli  surprise  some  of  tbe  people 
who  were  near  tbe  spot  at  tbe  lime,  and 
especially  those  who  were  responsible  for 
firing  the  material. 

THE  CAMPAIGN  AGAINST  THE  UNYORQ 
KING. 
Sir  E.  A8HMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  r  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  wbetber  be  can  give  the  House 
any  information  as  to  tbe  campaign  now 
being  carried  on  iu  Central  Africa  hy 
British  forces  against  Kabarega,  King  of 
Uuyoro  ? 

•Sir  E.  GKEY  :  No  fttrther  iafonna- 
tiou  has  been  ret-eived  since  tbe  statement 
I  made  iu  answer  to  questions  on  tbe^ 
20tb  of  March. 
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RAILWAY    COMPANIES    AND   THE 
CAHRIERS^   ACT. 

Mk.  field  r  I  beg  to  ask  the  IViisi- 
4k' ur  of  the  Board  of  Trade  wbetljer  lie 
is  await*  that  tho  grefit  carrj  hig  Corpora- 
tions of  Uaitvvay  aiaj  Shippiijt^  Ctimpauiets 
have  adopt uil  and  enforced  a  i5}^stein  of 
eoinpelliiig'  eoujsiguors  of  live  stock  atid 
other  gootln  to  si^u  aud  accept  cotidition^ 
bj  which  tbe  Compitiiies  eou tract  them- 
eolvei*  out  of  auy  liahilitj  for  mortality, 
damage,  or  tlehiy,  and  thereby  practically 
supersede  the  ordinary  hivv  a;^  eotitairied 
m  the  Carriers*  Act  ;  tan]  whether  the 
Governmeut  will  take  imtiiediate measures 
to  afford  the  oeceasary  legal  protection 
t-Q  stock  ow^nei'ii!,  trader!«,  aud  agricul- 
turists generally  ? 

*Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  am  not  aware 
that  the  facts  are  as  stated  by  tbe  hou. 
Mcmbei*  The  Companies  offer  two  rates 
- — one  under  which  they  undertake  the 
ordinary  duties  of  carriers  for  hire  puh- 
ject  to  certHin  conditions,  and  the  other  a 
reduced  rate  at  owners'  risk  under  which 
tbe  Companies  are  caatempted  from  all 
lifthihty  not  occisioued  by  the  wilful  mis- 
conduct  of  tlieir  servants.  Whether  the 
conditions  of  the  notes  are  reasonahle  or 
not  involves  legal  considerations  of  great 
nicety  ;  but  tlje  existing  law  is  amply 
suftieient  to  deal  with  such  cases,  and  the 
persons  aggrieved  have  the  remedy  in 
their  own  hands. 

Mk.  field  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
(rentleman  inquire  into  the  matter  ? 

Mk.  MUNDELLA  ;  I  sliall  ho  glad  to 
inquire  iuto  any  facts  laid  before  me. 

Mii.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  :  Is  tbe 
right  hon.  (Tentlcmau  aware  tliat  the  view 
of  **  reasonable  eouditions'^  taken  by  the 
Law  Courts  is  very  different  from  that 
liehl  i>y  commercial  men  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

UGANDA. 
Mr.  WEBB  (Waterford)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  it  would  lie 
possible  to  liave  prepared  and  distributed 
to  Momi)erB  before  Friday,  20tb,  a  map  of 
Uganda,  to  illustrate  Sir  G.  Fortars 
Report  and  tlie  proposals  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's (Tovernment  ? 

•Sill  E.  GEEY  :  A  map  of  Uganda  is 
being  prepared  for  diatribution  to  Mem- 
bers, aud  the  requisite  number  of  copies 
will  bo  obtained  with  the  least  possible 


delay,  but  I  cannot  at  present  make  any 
(lofiiiite  promise  as  to  tlie  date  of  issue. 

*Mii.  W,  JOHNSTON  :  Will  fhelion* 
Baronet  take  care  to  see  tliat  on  the  map 
tbe  portions  of  Uganda  that  were  divided 
lietween  tbe  Protestants  ami  Roman 
Catholics  are  marked  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.   HEALY  :  Aud  coloured 
oraage  and  green  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northamp- 
ton) :  If  it  is  not  possible  to  distribute 
the  map  to  Members  before  the  Debate 
comes  ou,  will  the  hon.  Gentleman  se 
that  a  map  is  set  up  in  the  Tea  Room  ?  « 

♦SiE  E.  GREY  :  I  thought  that  a  largd 
map  had  been  already  provided  ;  but 
if  that  is  not  so,  I  shall  take  care  to 
see  that  one  is  put  in  tho  Tea  Room. 

MARRIAQE     WITH     A     DECEASED 
WIFE'S  SISTER. 

Mr.  CAINE  (Bnulford,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  tbe  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
if,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  it  is  now  60 
years  since  the  House  of  Commons  first 
protested  against  the  prohibition  of 
marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's  srstor, 
aud  more  than  20  years  since  the  House 
passed  a  Bill  in  favour  of  such  marriages 
for  the  seventh  time,  tbe  Governmeut 
will,  having  regard  to  the  uncertainties 
arising  out  of  the  present  state  of  tbe 
Law,  bring  in  a  Bill    dealing  with  thU 


question 


m 

I 


The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EX-    M 
CHEQUER  (Sir  W.HARcotruT,  Derby): 

I  should  be  very  glad  to  see  the  Bill  to 
which  my  hon.  Friend  refers  passed  iuto 
law.  I  think  that  most  Members  on 
this  side  of  the  House  and  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposito  will  also  agree  with 
ibis  view.  The  Bill  has  been  passed  hj 
the  House  of  Commons  over  and  over 
again,  and  it  has  been  rejected  over  aod 
over  again  in  another  place.  I  am  sorrj 
to  say  that  in  the  present  Session  the 
Government  will  have  no  time  at  their 
disposal,  and  I  am  not  sure  that  the 
placing  of  the  Bill  in  tbe  hands  of  tbe 
Governmeut  would  contribute  to  its 
success  in  anotlier  place. 

Mb.  darling  (Deptford)  :  May  I 
ask  whether  this  Bill,  passed  by  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  rejected  over  h 
and  over  again  iti  another  place,  wjis  not  H 
passed  in  the  House  of  Lords  in  a  form 
afterwards  accepted  by  tbe  House, 
receiving  the  Royal  Assent  iu  the  time 
of  Lord  Lyndhurst  ? 


I 
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SirW.  HARCOimXr  I  sbotild  have 
tliought  that  the  hou.  and  learned  Geii- 
tLeman  would  have  known  that  the  Act 
of  Lord  Lyod hurst  was  oot  an  Act  for 
the  purpose  of  letjali^tng  thet^e  marnunfes 
the  future,  hut  only  in  the  past,  and  to 
event  them  from  taking  plaee  in  the 
a  til  re* 

LICENSED  HOUSES  IN  GARIUSOK 
TOWNS, 
Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.E.)  :  I  heg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  can  j^tate  what  are  the 
grounds  on  which  the  Military  Anthori* 
ties  act  iti  placiug^  lit'en&ed  houBes!  in 
garri^ou  towns  "  out  of  bounds,"  that  is, 
forhidding  the  troops  to  trade  with  them; 
whether  he  can  say  what  reasons  are 
iSi^igneil  by  Colonel  Gordon,  comujand- 
\g  the  Durham  Light  lufantry,  stationed 
Buttevant,  County  Cork,  for  putting 
the  house  of  Michael  O' Don  [nil,  Rich- 
tnoiid  Street,  out  of  bounds  ;  and  is  ho 
aware  that  this  man  has  always  kept  his 
houi^e  in  a  well-conducted  niauiier,  thtit 
DO  charge  has  ever  been  made  against 
and  thjit  he  Imi^  the  most  excellent 
EOQimeudutions  from  the  Magistrates 
d  clergy  of  the  district  :  and,  if  so, 
hether,  in  view  of  the  serious  loss  he 
w  suffers  on  account  of  the  artiou  of 
Military  Authorities,  an  tuvestigatiou 
11  be  made  luto  all  the  facts  connected 
tth  his  case  ? 

Mr.  WEBSTER  (St.  Paucras,  E)  : 
lefore  the  question  is  answered,  I  should 
like  to  ask  if  the  town  in  question  eon* 
ist^  of  one  street  about  half -a- mile  long, 
id  if  there  arc  34  public-houses  in  it ; 
whether  four  of  these  houses  were 
dei-Tlared  out  of  hounds  for  lieinfr  badly 
ndacted,  and  for  allowing  soldiers  to 
jet  drunk  and  disorderly  on  the  premises, 
aod  whether  the  bcj^t  results  have  not 
followed  since  these  drink  iiig-shops  were 
pat  out  of  bounds  ;  also  whether  it  h 
not  desirable,  in  the  interests  of  disripline, 
that  the  officer  commanding  in  the  district 
should  have  diacretiouary  power  in  this 
matter  ? 

Mr.  WOODALL  (who  replied)  said  ; 

regret  I  am  not  familiar  with  the  local 

euniBtances    referred   to    by  the    hon, 

Member.     In  an  Fwer  to  the  rjuestion  on 

the  Paper,  I  have  to  say  that  it  is  within 

the  discretiou  of  the  Command iug  Officer 

put  any  houae  out  of  bounds  if  he  eon- 

iders  the  fact  of  its  being  a  resort  of  the 


soldiers  Ia  prejudicial  to  discipline.  That 
is  a  detail  of  military  discipline  which  it 
would  he  most  inconvenient  to  take  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  Local  Military 
Authority.  I  may  say,  however,  that,  aa 
tlie  result  of  inquiries,  the  Commander- 
iij-Chief  is  satiflded  that  Colonel  Gordon 
had  good  grounds  for  the  action  he  has 
taken. 

RICHMOND  LCNATU!  ASYLUM, 
Mr.  T,  M.  HEALY  :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  rigbt  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  with  reference  to 
his  auswer  yesterday  in  relation  to  the 
Richmond  District  Lunatic  Asylum, 
whether  the  Irish  Privy  Council  have 
come  to  any  determination  involving  any 
extra  taxation  on  thcCounties  of  Louth  and 
Wicklow,  and  will  he  be  good  enough  to 
say  whether  the  Government  would  he 
inclined  to  consider  it  desiralile  to  give 
these  counties  further  representation  on 
the  District  Lunatic  Asylums  Board  ? 

Mil,  J.  MORLEY  :  I  received  a  com- 
munication from  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  last  night,  to  the  effect  that  the 
Privy  Council  bad  decided  that  the  pro- 
portion of  representation  should  he  fixed 
in  reference  to  the  maximum  numlier  of 
patients  from  each  of  these  five  contribti- 
tory  counties.  I  will  certainly  inquire 
into  the  subject  furtber.  It  has  already 
engaged  my  attention  both  with  regard 
to  Louth  and  Wicklow,  and  I  will 
inquire  further, 

M  0  T  10  N. 


AGRICULTURAL  DEPRESSION. 
Major  R ASCII,  Member  for  South 
East  Essex,  rose  in  his  place,  and  asked 
leave  to  move  the  Adjournment  of  the 
House  for  the  purpose  of  discussing  a 
definite  matter  of  urgent  puhlic  import- 
ance— namely,  **  the  neglect  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  take  measures  for  the  relief 
of  Agricultural  Depression  during  the 
present  Session  ;  **  but  the  pleasure  of 
the  House  not  having  been  signified,  Mr. 
Speaker  called  on  those  Members  who 
supported  the  Motion  to  rise  in  their 
places,  and  not  less  than  40  Members 
having  accordingly  risen. 

Major  RASCH  said,  he  had  some 
excuse  for  moving  the  Adjournment  of 
the    House,   because    he    had   a   Notice 
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oil  tlni  rri|jer  for  discusskm  iu  ii  fort- 
uigLit's  time,  bnvhi^af  refereiiccj  to  this 
subject,  aoU  although  tlie  Notice  was 
mther  low  down  on  the  Paper,  yet  lie 
hat!  observed  iu  ibis  House  iluit  tlie 
imexpeeted  iihvays  liapjpeued,  tberefore 
tbere  was  some  cliauL-e  of  tbftt  Motirm 
being  reiielicid  nml  the  questirto  debiitetb 
He  i\\i\  not  desire  to  ot^ciipy  tUe  time 
of  file  Hou^e  Ht  length  ou  ibis  question, 
there  heiu;^  other  Meml»er»  more  eoni- 
petetit  to  deal  with  thut  subject  than  he, 
and  bis  remarks  should  he  the  eou- 
eeutnited  esscuee  of  agrieultural  depres- 
sion. He  tliought,  perhftjjs,  lie  batl  some 
right  to  address  tlie  Houi^e  ou  I  his 
subject  because  he  represented  a  large 
»tretrb  of  country  in  the  s(Uith-etisterii 
corner  of  Essex,  reach ing  from  the  Eritb 
Marshes  to  ibc  North  Sen,  where  agri- 
cultural depression  was  prominent  and  in 
the  nH*st  extraordinary  marmer  pro- 
nonneed.  Hon,  Members  who  had  had 
tbe  advantage  of  seeing  the  Report  of 
Mr.  Priugle,  tbe  genlleunin  who  investi- 
gated thi8  part  of  the  country  for  (be 
Agricultural  Commission,  won  hi  know 
that  nearly  a  \\nn\  of  that  wide  stretcb 
of  conn  try  bad  praciically  gone  out  of 
tillage,  which  meant  that  it  was  going 
uiakr  rough  grass,  and  tbot^e  wIjo  knew 
juiything  of  the  suhjeet,  ami  particularly 
of  agriculture  in  the  Eastern  Count ie?^, 
nnist  l»e  aware  that  grass  was  piwtirally 
useless.  Grass  would  not  curry  sheep  or 
cattle,  and  therefore  going  into  rotigb 
grains  meant  going  into  pratrie  and  en- 
tirely out  of  cultivation.  The  reason  of 
that  in  Essex  wa»  not  far  to  seek.  In 
the  French  War— 100  years  ago — tbe 
bush  lands  ami  common  lands  of  Essex 
were  ploughed  tip  to  grow  wheat  which 
was  worth  90s»  a  quarter,  and  when  it 
was  worth  oidy  21s,  a  quarter  h  did  not 
pay  to  eultivaie  it.  They  hatl,  conse- 
quently, in  South  East  Est^ex  villagesi 
which  were  becoming  depopuliited, 
and  land  whieb  used  to  he  worth  £40  per 
acre  people  were  glad  enougb  to  get  £5 
for,  whilst  some  land  i«ohl  the  other  day 
for  £3.  Last  year  the  ftgncidtural  de- 
pres«ion  w^as  very  pronounced  in  that  dis- 
trict, stock  absolutely  dying  of  stana- 
tton  heeanse  there  was  nothing  on  the 
ground  on  w^hich  to  feed  them,  the  men 
who  owned  the  land  having  no  monej 
to  buy  anything  eo  as  to  cultivate  it. 
The  County  of  Essex,  to  paraplirase  the 
language  of  tbe  Secretary  for   Scothiud 
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in  making  his  proposal  for  a  Scotch 
Grand  Committee,  was  only  a  micro- 
(■rosm  of  the  condition  of  the  whole  of 
agricultural  England.  Last  year  i*ome» 
ihing  like  172,(K)0  acres  went  out  of 
cereal  cultivation,  and  although  a  certaiu 
anient  lit  of  grass  was  brought  under  enl- 
tivatuju,  yet  the  total  bead  of  Hve  stock 
was  dimiiiished.  \n  his  part  of  tbe 
country  they  did  not  blame  the  Govern- 
merit  for  the  had  M*ai*ons  and  the  bad 
times.  Ami  it  was  rather  extraordinary 
they  did  not,  for  iu  IdTiJ,  when  they  liiul 
ahoiit  as  bad  a  year  as  bist,  rbey  were 
told  in  abno.st  every  chapel  and  at  abnosit 
every  Liberal  meeting  that  Providence 
bad  visited  them  with  had  seasons  ou 
account  of  the  perversity  of  the  country 
in  supporting  an  imnmral  Tory  (Toverii- 
inent.  Bui  that  was  uot  at  all  the  liue 
that  WHS  taken  by  agriculturists  at  tlie 
present  erisis.  They  did  rjot  blame  the 
President  of  tbe  Board  of  Agriculture  for 
their  condition.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  speeding  the  plough  accord iiig 
to  his  ligiits,  and  they  were  obliged  to 
him  for  what  he  had  done  for  I  hem  ; 
though  there  had  been  a  temporary 
aberration  of  what  he  would  call  the 
right  boil,  Gentlemau's  bright  commou 
sen^e  wdicu  the  deputation  recentiy 
waited  on  him  to  a^k  for  an  order 
for  the  compulsory  slaughter  of 
cattle  at  tlie  jiorts  of  deljarkatioD. 
But  the  agricultural  ilcfobers  had  not 
been  able  to  get  anything  out  of  the  pre- 
sent Government.  Last  Session  h« 
asked  for  a  day  to  diacnsK  the  agricul- 
tural depression,  and  of  course  the  Prime 
Minister  refused,  though  he  hcpt  tbe 
IIon.se for  10  weeks  on  tlie  Home  Kulo  Bj||» 
for  which  no  labourer,  farmer^  «u-  landlord 
in  Essex  i  arcil  one  lirass  farthing.  The 
Government  would  not  help  the  agrieni- 
turisti*  and  would  not  allow  tiiem  to  tlo 
anything  for  themselves.  They  did  not 
exj)eet  impossibilities.  They  did  not  ex- 
]iect  that  the  Government  w^ould  put  back 
the  clock,  reverse  the  precession  of  the 
equinoxes,  or  put  a  40s.  duty  on  wdieat. 
If  that  were  done  it  would  lie  nnignificent 
from  one  point  or  view,  but  it  was  not 
hiisinefs,  and  the  Government  would  uot 
do  it.  Protection  was  ont  of  the  quee- 
tion,  because  the  agricultural  labourer 
knew  that  his  condition  under  Protoetion 
was  worse  than  it  was  now.  If  they  told 
the  agricultural  labourer  that  though 
bread  might  be  dearer  under  Protection 
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his  w&ges  would  go  up  aIso,  lie  would 
reply,  "  Tbat*8  all  very  well  ;  but  ray 
father  cau  remeraher  tbat  utider  Protee- 
Cioa  we  paid  7d«  for  bread  and  we  only 
t  9s.  a  week  in  wages,"  It  was,  tbere- 
re,  absolutely  bopeless  to  do  atiy  tbiiifr  ni 
e  way  of  puttiug  a  duty  on  wbeat, 
on.  and  rigiit  bou.  Genllerneu  opposite 
'  .iugl^ested  remedies  wbieb  to  liim,  a^ 
iicAl  man,  seemed  absolutely  futile 
terly  useless.  Some  time  ago  the 
hief  Secretary  for  Ireland  visited  Essex, 
nd  at  a  great  agricultural  meetiug  de- 
<;lared  that,  if  the  Kssex  farmers  aud 
bourers  would  ouly  vote  Homo  Rule, 
eir  valleys  would  smile  witb  golden 
irn.  Tbere  were  imt  many  valleys  in 
X,  aud,  tbougii  some  |jeoj»ie  bad 
ken  the  Chief  8eeretary*r5  udviee  and 
ted  Home  Uule,  there  bad  not  been 
ucli  to  smde  about  yet.  The  Cbau- 
llor  of  the  Exebei|uei'  hist  Session 
ated  tbat,  witb  resipect  to  the  agrieultural 
press iou,  be  hoped  great  things  from  the 
ariab  Couoeiis  Bill.  The  hon.  Member 
r  the  Wood  bridge  Division,  who  was  a 
aetical  fanner,  w^as  con vi need  that  if 
sbilUug  was  called  eighteenjience  under 
imetallism  the  depression  would  vanis^h. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Harborougli 
Division  thought  tliat  the  hope  of  agri- 
culture Iny  in  the  wiileniug  of  the 
Agricultural  Hobliugs  Act.  There  was 
^Omethiug  in  that  last  suggestion,  but 
^^^i  the  others  were  absolutely  futile. 
^Brhe  Miuister  for  Agrieultiire  said  that 
^Hilie  agricultural  Members  wore  tiever 
^Higreed  auioug  themselves  ;  that  each 
^'wanted  sometbiug  ditlereut.  That  was 
uot  consonant  with  the  facta.  They 
^Bkiievv  what  they  wanted  ;  and,  though 
^^Kiey  might  uot  get  it  from  the  present 
^^Boveromeut,  there  wafs  a  probjibility  of 
^^kettiug  it  from  sf^me  other  Givvermiient, 
^^■That  they  wauted  was  a  sweeping  re- 
^^Borm  of  local  taxation.  Recent  statijjtice 
showed  tbat  the  farmer  iu  some  places 
|Miid  36  per  cent*  iu  rates  and  taxes, 
while  bis  ueighbour  in  the  village  only 
id  7  i»er  cent.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
xchequer  would  say  that  they  got 
rants  iu  aid  of  local  taxation  ;  but 
bat  was  the  use  of  puttiug  a  shilling 
to  one  |)ocket  aud  taking  eighteeupenre 
ui  of  the  other  f  for  tbat  waH  what 
rUta  in  aid  came  to.  Local  taxation 
iw  ttinounted  to  something  like  6s,  iu 
e  £i  for  agricuiturists  all  over  the 
UDtry.     The  tithe  question  wa^  also  of 
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great  importance  with  respect  to  the  laud. 
Iu  Essex  the  lithe  amounted  to  nearly  68. 
au  acre.  Why  should  there  uot  be  a  grant 
from  the  Treasury — following  the  analogy 
of  Ireland — -to  buy  up  the  tithe,  2l  per 
cent,  being  charged  for  the  loan,  whieh 
con  111  be  paid  off  in  40  years,  aud  the 
titbo  abolished  without  anyone  being  the 
worse  ?  Of  course,  the  present  Govern- 
ment would  not  take  this  step,  because  it 
would  remove  soiue  of  the  disabilities  of 
the  Church  and  make  it  more  popular. 
Then  there  was  the  question  of  improved 
coramunieatiou  with  the  agricultural  dis- 
tricts. On  this  subject  there  was  au  ex- 
tremely able  article  iu  The  Times  of 
March  31,  the  writer  pointing  out  that  in 
some  dii^tricts  farmers  were  practically 
more  remote  from  their  markets  than  the 
Oanadiau  farmers  from  Liverpool.  If  tlie 
farmers  happened  to  be  on  the  (Treat 
Eastern  Railway  they  were  more  remote 
still.  Why  should  not  money  lie  lent  by  the 
State  at  a  low  rate  of  interest  to  lay  dowu 
light  lines?  There  was  nothing  extra- 
ordinary in  such  a  suggestion,  for  it  had 
been  carried  out  in  Ireland.  A  light  rail- 
way cost  about  £5,000  a  n^ile  to  biiibl,  and 
a  steam  tramway,  whieh  woidd  do  pre- 
cisely as  well,  about  £2,000  n  mile.  As 
to  the  enlargement  of  the  Agrieultura! 
Holdings  Act,  Parliament  might  safely 
ahulish  the  Law  of  Distresi^.  The  pre- 
sent result  of  depressiou  was  tbat  the 
laud  was  going  out  of  cultivation^  the 
labourers  were  leaving  the  country  dis- 
tricts, and  the  villages  were  becomiug 
deserted.  The  towns  were  flooded  and 
the  labour  market  swamped  ;  wnges  were 
driven  dowu,  aud  the  physique  of  the 
population  was  lowered.  He  thanked 
the  House  in  the  name  of  agriculture  and 
of  the  County  of  Essex  b>r  having  per- 
mitted him  to  move  this  adjournment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn."— 
{Major  Rasch,) 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Derby): 
As  regards  the  speech  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  just  made  we  have  no  right  to 
complain,  for  ttwas  moderate  intone  and 
temperate  in  language  ;  but  I  must  enter 
my  protest  against  this  procetlure  in  the 
matter  of  adjournment.  If  Motions  for 
Ad  jo  urn  men  t  are  to  be  employed  in  this 
way  there  is  an  end  to  all  arrangement 
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of  business.  If  an  AJjourumeut  may  be 
moved  on  tliis  questiou  it;  may  ^e  moved 
on  20  otlieris,  Tbe  House  deculetl  the 
otber  day  that  tbit*  time  sbould  be 
at  the  dis|msal  of  the  Govornnietit, 
and  eomplaintg  were  burled  at  ns  that 
we  did  not  lay  our  meastires  before 
Parliament.  To-day  we  were  going 
to  biy  one  of  our  measttrea  before 
tbe  House ;  and  a  Motion  is  hiterpoaed 
which  prevents  the  transaction  of  the 
business;  which  the  House  had  a  rigbt  to 
expect,  and  to  which  tbe  country  is 
looking  forward  with  considerable  in- 
terest* Action  of  this  kiad  dislocates 
the  whole  business  of  Parliament,  and  in 
the  interest  of  the  House  of  Commons  I 
enter  my  protest  againet  it.  Turning  to 
what  the  hon.  Member  has  said,  what  is 
the  point  of  his  Motion  ?  It  is  censure  of 
the  Government  for  tbeir  neglect  in  not 
dealing  with  the  agricultural  depression 
in  tbe  present  Session,  which  has  not 
lasted  more  than  a  month.  The  present 
Seesion  has  not  lasted  a  month,  and  tbe 
complaint  is  that  during  tbal  time  none 
of  the  remedies  which  have  been  in- 
dicate*:! by  tbe  hon.  Gentleman  have  been 
submitted  by  the  Government.  How 
could  tbe  Government  have  dealt  with  the 
matter  in  that  time  ?  With  the  business  we 
bave  had  to  tntnaact  during  that  period 
what  time  have  tbe  Government  had  for 
dealing  with  tbe  questions  to  which  tbe 
hon.  Member  has  referred  ?  Tbe  hon. 
Member  says  the  agricnltural  interest  has 
been  sut!'ering  f roni  very  groat  depression. 
We  all  know  and  deplore  that ;  but  is  tbe 
agricidtural  interest  the  only  interest 
which  has  suffered  from  depression  ? 
Has  it  been  the  custom  when  other 
trades — the  cotton  trade,  the  iron  Irade^ 
tbe  coal  trade — have  been  depressed  to 
call  upon  the  Government  to  give  tliem 
assistance,  and  to  censure  tbe  Govern- 
ment if  they  did  not  give  them  assistance 
in  tneal  or  in  malt  ?  As  far  as  I  have 
observed,  it  is  only  in  the  case  of  the 
agrieulinral  interest  and  the  agrieidtural 
industry  that  this  demand  seems  to  be 
considered  reasonable  and,  in  fact,  im- 
perative, I  ask  Members  to  consider 
what  won  Id  be  the  conseqnence  if  you 
establish  the  principle  that  every  industry 
in  this  country  which  happens  to  suier 
from  temporary  or  prolonged  depression 
is  to  claim  to  be  indemnified  out  of  the 
Public  Purse  and  out  of  tbe  general 
taxation  ?     That  is  the  principle  which 
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underlies  the  Motion  of  the  bon* 
Member.  What  is  bis  case  with  regard 
to  agricultural  distress  ?  He  looks  back 
with  a  longing,  lingering  eye  to  the  time 
when  wheat  was  90s.  a  quarter.  He 
might  have  put  it  at  20s,  higher  thao 
that.  In  the  good  old  times  to  which  he 
referred  wheat  wentnp  to  llOs,  and  even 
120s.  a  quarter,  and  then,  as  be  justly 
observed,  labonrers'  wages  were  6s.  a 
week.  Since  those  days,  owing  to  the 
increase  in  tbe  facilities  of  communica- 
tion, the  wheat  production  of  tbe  rest  of 
tbe  world  has  luippily  reduced  the  price 
of  bread  ;  and  that  is  the  first  cause  of 
I  be  depression  tlie  bon.  Member  has 
stated.  He  hiis  said  that  this  country 
now  recj aires  2H,tX)0»(>00  quarters  of 
wheat,  and  that  of  that  quantity  a  very 
small  proportion  is  prodtn'ed  in  this 
country,  and  the  greater  part  comes  from 
abroad.  Does  lie  wish  that  the  foreign 
supply  should  be  diminished  ?  He  de* 
sires  that  tbe  home  production  shall  be 
increased — but  bow  ?  By  an  increase  in 
price.  That  is  what  be  and  his  frieuda 
desire  —  an  increase  in  price.  There 
are  two  methods  of  bringing  about  ao 
increase  of  price^ — one  is  protectioDi  by 
excluding  foreign  corn  :  and  tbe  other  is 
bimetallism,  wliich  deals  with  money.  I 
am  glad  the  hon.  Member  has  repudiated 
the  latter  remedy  as  being  absunl,  iu 
which  I  entirely  concur  with  liim.  He 
regarded  protection  and  bimetallism  as 
equally  unobtainable  ;  and  he  bracketed 
Parish  Councils  with  them  as  useless  for 
fiffording  any  relief.  I  believe  that 
Parish  Councils  will  bave  a  sensible 
effect  on  that  migration  of  which  be 
spoke^ — of  the  agricultural  population  from 
the  villages  to  tbe  towns  ;  I  believe,  and 
tbe  Liberal  Party  generally  are  of 
opinion,  that  the  interest  which  will  be 
given  to  tbe  labourers  in  their  own 
locality — and  I  boi>e  in  the  land  of  that 
locality — will  to  a  great  degree  roraedy 
that  migration  which  we  all  so  much 
regret.  The  hon.  Member  says  that  tbe 
Government  ought  to  have  done  some- 
thing  in  the  course  of  the  last  month  ; 
but  be  recognises  that  it  is  idle  to  think 
of  returning  to  protection,  however  de- 
sinible  it  may  be  that  the  price  of  wheat 
should  l3e  raised,  so  as  to  enable  more 
corn  to  be  grown  in  Essex.  He  says 
that  tbe  possibility  of  growing  wheat  in 
that  county  is  only  to  be  maintalrffed  by 
a  price  of  something  like  90s.  a  quarter. 
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Let  us  look  at  tbe  effect  of  protect iou  m 
Dreigu  countries.  Look  at  France.  From 
^ear  to  year  it  has  been  increasing  pro- 
ctiou  ;  and  jet  are  the  agriuiiltnriats 
itiefietl  ?  They  get,  I  Wlieve,  mnv  the 
^uivaleut  of  sometbing  like  1 6a,  u 
|uarter  upon  wheat,  and  the  eom plaints 
t»f  agneultnraL  deprestision  arc  jnstaslond 
lud  perdi intent  in  France  as  tbey  are  in 
this  conn  try*  I  have  heard  the  right 
lion*  Member  tor  Sleaford  say  in  ihls 
^oiise,  or  have  read  o£  his  saying  elae- 
fhere,  that  the  experience  of  France, 
and  the  faibire  of  Protect! ye  Dniles  to 
stabiisb agricultural  prosperity  in  France 
ras  one  of  the  facts  which  had  con- 
riiice<l  hnn  that  protection  wa.-^  not  »i 
emedy  to  bo  looked  to  by  onri^elvea 
Foil  find  in  highly  ^protected  countries 
||liat«  although  the  price  of  corn  h  higher, 
}ie  depression  of  the  agricnkural  interest 
as  persistent  as  it  in  elsewhere.  Again, 
ayooe  who  has  followed  the  recent 
ctioD  of  the  agrarian  )>arty  in  tjennany 
nust  know  perfectly  well  that  in 
Jerraany  complaints  of  agricultural 
iepressioii  are  as  great  as  or  greater  than 
iLey  are  in  this  country.  The  hon. 
"lember,  hRviog  dii!*miHsed  protection  and 
bimetallism,  ami  liaving  a  low  opinion  of 
Parish  Conucils,  has  not  suggested  what 
the  GoverDiuont  ought  to  have  done, 
except  that  we  ought  to  remodel  the 
whole  system  of  local  taxation.  Well, 
lie  late  Government  tried  their  bands  at 
nt.  The  lato  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
bequer  made  what  he  told  us  w^as  a  full 
final  settlement  of  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  local  taxation  by  making  very 
■large  grants  to  it  aud  charging  an  addi- 
iional  £4,01)0,CKK)  of  it  upou  the  general 
Uxpayer.  I  should  have  hoped  that  that 
ilrould  have  had  more  effect  In  diniinish- 
lllg  local  rales  than  it  apparently  lins  had  : 
but,  like  most  subsidies  of  that  descrip* 
^ioD,  somehow  the  money  runs  to  waste 
I  like  water  on  the  sivnd,  I  know  from  ray 
own  personal  observation  that  the  rates 
are  very  little  lower  than  they  were 
before  ;  but  they  are  very  much  lower 
than  they  wore  in  the  good  old  days  of 

Eirhich  the  ho«»  Member  spoke.  In  many 
pide$  they  are  not  one-third,  and  in  most 
cases  they  are  not  one-half,  of  what  they 
were  iu  the  times  when  some  estates 
pere  acquired  by  their  present  holders. 
Therefore,  it  is  not  true  to  say  that  the 
burden  of  rates  upon  the  land  is  greater 
nn    it  was    previously  ;    certainly    the 


rating  of  agricultural  land  is  lighter 
than  it  was.  It  is  a  common  fallacy  to 
mix  up  all  khids  of  rates — urban  ratei, 
wliich  represent  gas  and  water  and 
all  kinds  of  things  ;  but  if  you 
look  at  the  purely  agricultural  rate, 
it  has  greatly  decreased  in  modern 
iimee.  Of  that  there  cannot  be 
the  smallest  doubt.  The  hon.  Member 
speaks  of  tithes,  repeating  the  usual 
fallacy  that  they  are  a  tax  upou  land. 
But  they  arc  nothing  of  the  kind.  Every- 
boily  who  has  bought  land  has  paid  a  less 
price  for  it  in  consoquence  of  its  being 
chargeable  with  tithe.  Therefore,  to 
give  it  to  the  laml owner  would  he  to  make 
him  a  present  of  something  ho  is  not  en- 
titled to.  It  is  the  same  with  the  Land 
Tax,  which  is  a  fix  oil  charge  in  some 
counties  of  4s,  aiul  in  others  of  6d.  or  less, 
and  the  man  who  buys  land  gives  less  for 
it  where  the  Land  Tax  is  higher  than 
where  it  is  lower.  It  is  the  same  in  re- 
gard to  the  old  rate— what  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  8t.  George*s,  Hanover 
Stjuare^  called  the  **  heredity  rate'* — 
the  rate  subject  to  which  land  had  often 
changed  hands.  There  is  the  greatest 
fallacy  in  deal hig  with  those  things  as 
you  deal  with  modern  aud  increasing 
rates.  What  more  had  the  hon.  Member 
suggested  ?  With  all  his  knowledge,  in- 
telligence, and  ingenuity,  he  says  that  we 
should  deal  with  the  Law  of  Distress.  I 
am  very  willing.  It  is  a  proposal  which, 
coming  from  him,  might  fairly  be  ac- 
cepted. If  that  is  one  of  the  remedie© 
which  he  proposes  for  agricultural  dig- 
tress^  1  confess  that  for  my  part  I  am 
willing  to  consider  it.  Then  he  has  spoken 
of  light  railways,  such  as  heive  been 
carried  out  in  Ireland,  and  says  that 
County  Councils  might  make  light  rail* 
ways  and  tramways.  I  shall  be  gla^^l  to 
see  and  examine  i>roposals  with  that 
object  in  view,  if  County  Councils  are 
willing  to  take  the  responsibility  ;  and  I 
suppose  the  hon.  Member  must  have  some 
knowledge  on  that  subject,  or  he  would 
not  have  made  the  suggestion.  If  the 
County  Councils  are  willing  to  borrow 
money  upon  the  security  of  the  rates  and 
at  a  reasonable  rate  of  interest  for  making 
light  railways  and  tramways  like  any 
other  works,  under  the  Public  Loans 
Act,  I  shall  be  extremely  glad  to 
examine  any  such  proposal  aud  see 
whether  it  is  practicable  and  workable. 
Therefore,     the     hon.    Gentleman    will 
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UDder9(aiid  that  I  approach  the  stjggea- 
tioD  ill  no  hoetile  Hpirit  tit  all.  But  I  do 
not  feel  jimtitied  in  ofctipyirijy^  ttioreof  tlie 
time  of  the  House,  and  it  is  merely  out  of 
cjonrtesj  to  the  lion.  Member  and  out  of 
Bympftthy  witb  the  dif*ires8  from  which 
the  agricultural  industry  is  autferiiig  thiit 
I  have  entered  at  so  mneh  length  into 
this  subject,  I  do  not  think  that  in  fairness 
it  can  be  said  we  have  l>oen  remit^s  in  the 
matter.  Hon.  Members  know  how  we 
are  situated  ia  regard  to  time,  aud 
therefore  I  hope  they  will  not  think  we 
approach  or  meet  the  subject  in  any  im- 
sympathetic  spirit.  We  are  bound  to 
state  the  things*  which  we  cannot  do  aiid 
which  we  on^ht  not  to  do  in  the  general 
interest  of  the  eommunity,  Fiut  we 
have  shown  that,  if  any  practical  sug- 
gestions* are  capable  of  being  made,  wo 
are  very  willing  to  examine  and  forward 
them  if  we  can.  [Commander  Bettiell  : 
Cattle,]  A8  to  the  exclusion  of  foreign 
cattle,  I  accept  the  principle  that  when 
there  is  a  danger  of  infection  the  English 
farmer  and  the  English  people  are  en- 
titled to  protection  from  that.  Nothing 
can  be  more  foolish  than  to  expose  the 
flocks  and  herds  of  this  country  to  danger 
from  foreign  infection ;  byt  where  there 
is  no  danger,  where  there  ia  no  reason- 
able ground  for  aRserting  there  is  danger, 
1  am  botmd  t^  say  the  eousuming  clasnes 
of  the  country  ought  to  be  able  fo  get 
their  meat  from  any  quarter  which  is 
available  to  them  and  to  get  it  at  a^  cheap 
a  price  na  they  can.  These  are  the  lead- 
ing principles  by  which  we  wish  to  be 
governed.  However  depressed  the  agri- 
cultural  interest  may  be,  I  am  sure  hoc. 
Gentlemen  in  all  parts  of  the  Hoiise 
will  feel  that  when  we  are  called  upon 
to  make  money  grants,  whether  in  the 
form  of  substitution  of  rates  or  in  any  other 
form,  we  must  rememl*er  we  are  dealing 
with  the  money  of  the  taxpayers,  Wc 
must  remember  that  we  should  be  impos- 
ing burdens  for  the  benefit  of  one  interest 
npon  all  oth^  interests ;  and  that  if  wo 
onco  liegiti  to  do  that  in  respect  of  one 
particular  interest,  we  should  begin  a 
system  which,  I  am  sure,  hon.  Gentle- 
men  opposite  would  not  wish  to  see 
extended  generally  —  a  system  of 
State-aided  industry,  because  that 
18  really  what  the  demand  is*  It  is 
a  demand  which,  if  admitted  in  the 
case  of  agriculture,  must  be  admitted  in 
the  eases  of  trade  and  manufacture,  in  the 
Sir  W>  Harcourt 
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case  of  the  iron  man,  the  coal  man,  the 
cotton  man,  and  the  woollen  man,  all  of 
whom  will  say,  **  Wu  are  the  &ubjeclti  of 
undeserved  rnisforturie  and  temporary  de- 
pression.'* I  can  rememl*C'r  well  what 
was  the  stale  of  f  he  col  ton  industry  in 
Lancashire  at  the  time  of  the  Civil  War 
in  America,  lint  there  was  no  ilemand 
then  made  for  State  aid.  TheLaucashirc 
people  bore  moat  terrible  privations  with 
a  courage  which  will  always  be  remem- 
bered to  their  honour.  No  doubt  they 
received  much  private  assistance  from 
individuals  ;  hn\  in  that  case  the  principle 
WHS  not  established  that  a  distressed 
industry,  on  account  of  its  temporary 
misfortune,  was  entitled  to  draw  upon  the 
resources  of  the  general  taxpayers  of  the 
country.  Though  1  know  it  is  very  Imrtl 
for  men  who  arc  sufTeriug  to  lje  told  how 
little  can  lie  doue  for  them,  I  would 
strongly  recommend  hon.  Gentlemen  to 
remember  the  danger  of  jninciples  siieh 
as  have  been  advocated.  I  hope  that  in 
the  observations  I  have  made  1  shall 
not  be  considered  to  have  spoken  nu- 
sympathetically  of  the  great  landed 
interest  of  the  eouiitry. 

Mr.  W.  long  (Liveqjool,  West 
Derby)  said,  he  was  sure  everybody 
would  feel  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  House,  in  the  reply  he 
hud  made  to  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend, 
had  endeavoured  to  address  himself  to 
the  question  in  a  spirit  of  sympathy,  at 
which  they  were  all  gratified.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  he  was  bound  to  say  that  the 
agricultural  interest  was  suffering  much 
more  seriously  than  any  other  industry 
which  had  l>een  mentioned.  [^*Nol"J 
An  hon.  Member  cried  "No,^'  but  he 
affirmed  that  the  agricultural  interest 
was  conlronteil  with  greater  ilifficnlties 
than  any  other  industry  in  the  country. 
If  that  were  the  case,  he  was  afraid  that 
words  of  sympathy,  however  kindly  and 
courteously  spoken,  %vouhl  prove  but  a 
small  measure  of  support  to  men 
who  thought  they  were  entitled  to 
something  more  at  the  hands  of 
the  House  and  of  Parliament,  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  felt 
bound  to  protest  against  the  method 
adopted  to  bring  the  question  under  the 
notice  of  the  House.  Hon,  Gentlemen 
opposite  were  loud  in  their  protests  now 
when  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  took 
the  only  opportunity  possible — in  m 
Session  in  which  the    Government  hid 
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taken  the  whole  time  of  the  Ilouse 
earlier  than  ever  before,  in  a  Seasiou  in 
which  the  Government  had  made  no 
mention  of  agricultural  depression — of 
brmgiDg  the  suhject  forward,  but  they 
were  dumb  when  they  sat  in  OppoBitiou 
and  siaiilar  Motions  were  made,  Itmesout 
of  number,  about  matters  which  nobody 
couid  honestly  and  fairly  describe  as 
being  at  all  eqtud  in  their  importance  or 
magaitude  to  tlie  subject-  of  agricultural 
depressions  The  time  was  when  agri- 
culture was  described  ns  the  backbone  of 
I  the  country,  btit  now  its  very  mention 
was  frequently  received  with  sneers  and 

I  jeers  by   hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.    The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  told  theni 
that  if  such  a  course  as  the  present  were 
persevered    in  public  buainei^s  would  be 
rendered  impossible*  Why?  Because  the 
right   hoD.   Gentleman  told  them    if  this 
Motion  could  be  made  50  other  Motions 
of   a   simihir  character  could   be   made. 
Bid   he  want  them    to  understand    there 
were   50   other  questions    of  similar  im- 
portance ?     The  conditions  under  which 
agriculturists  were  called  upon  to  carry 
I        on  their    industry   were  totally  different 
I        to   those  which    used    to    exist.    They 
I        could  not,  for  instance,  make  use  of  im- 
^H  proved  machinery  iu  the  same  degree  as 
^Bother  traders  e©uld.     A  question  of  the 
^^  greatest  difficulty  which  ought  to  receive 
the  attention  of  the  Government,  a  diffi- 
culty which  it   was  possible  to  deal  with, 
was  that   it  was   no   lon^fer  a  question  of 
landowners     who     could    not     properly 
manage  their  property   being  calletl  upon 
,        to  submit    to    the   unpleasant  ordeal    of 
^—teeing  their  property  pass  into  other  bands, 
^Bbat  of  men  being  compelled  to  own,  and 
^"  in  many  cages  to  occupy,  property  which 
I        they  had  not  the  capital  to  work,  and  of 
which    it   was  absolutely   impossible    to 
relieve  themselves,     Wbeu  hon.  Gentle- 
men  opposite  were   iu  Opposition   they 
were   never    tired   of   telling   men    they 
ought  to  be  the  owners  of  the  soil  they 
cultivated.     The  late  Minister  for  Agri- 
culture brought  in  a  Bill  to  facilitate  the 
acquisition    of     land    by    labourers    and 
others,   and    the    Mover   of   the   present 
Motion  had  suggestetl — which  suggestion 
the     right     hon.    Gentleman     had«    he 
thought,  entirely   misapprehended — ^tbat 
they  should   apply  to   this   country   the 
principle  applied    to   Ireland,  awl    with 
public  money  relieve   local  districts   by 
making  local  railways  and  tramways. 


k. 


Sir  W.  HARGOURT  :  He  said  the 
County  Councils. 

Mr.  W,  long  said,  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  had  suggested  public 
funds.  He  was  anxious  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  fallacy 
which  underlay  all  the  suggestions  which 
came  from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
Parish  Councils^  it  had  been  said,  would 
he  the  salvation  of  the  agricultural  in- 
terest. Parish  Councils  were  to  have 
power  to  facilitate  the  creation  of  allot- 
ments. How  were  those  allotments  to 
he  provided  under  the  Local  Government 
Act  ?  Laud  was  to  be  otiered  to  a 
limited  number  of  people,  but  others  were 
to  be  burdened  iu  order  that  that  might 
be  done.  Was  that  going  to  relieve  the 
agricultural  interest  P  He  was  personally 
aware  that  a  large  number  of  small 
owuers  were  y^ry  much  alarmed  at  the 
proposal.  They  Jjclieved  that  in  all 
probahility  their  small  properties,  in 
which  they  had  invested  their  savings, 
would  he  very  heavily  burdened  so  that 
other  people  might  get  the  heoeht  of  the 
Act.  He  believed  there  was  a  possible 
policy  for  a  Government  and  a  Party  in  the 
direction  of  the  acquisition  of  allotments 
by  labourers.  He  belie ve<l  they  might 
lighten  the  load  which  was  undoubtedly 
too  heavy  for  the  agricultural  Interest 
to  bear  by,  in  the  first  place,  facilitating 
the  transfer  of  land  from  the  existing 
owner  to  other  owners ;  and,  in  the 
second  place^  providing  money  which 
would  enable  the  smaller  man  on  easy 
and  simple  terms  to  obtain  money  from 
the  State  with  which  to  acquire  land.  If 
they  did  that  tbey  would  create  a  market 
for  land  in  dit^triets  where  there  was  no 
market  at  all.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ha^l  reminded  the  House  that  the 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
done  a  great  deal  iu  the  direction  of  re- 
lieving the  rates,  but  that  unhappily 
rates  had  not  lallcu.  Did  the  right  iion. 
Gentleman  know  why  rates  had  not 
fallen  ?  Since  the  creation  of  County 
Councils  there  had  been  a  great  increase 
in  expenditure  upon  the  improvement  of 
the  great  roads  of  the  country,  and  seeing 
that  these  roads  were  used  chiefly  by  the 
general  community  and  very  little  by  the 
farmers,  it  was  an  injustice  that  the  cost 
should  fall  upon  the  local  ratepayers  and 
farmers.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
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that  local  rates  could  only  be  relieved  by  F  anid  it  wn»  dertirable  rhat  the  people  of 


increasiDg  the  burdens  of  the  taxpayer. 
He  did  not  deny  that.  If  the  inonej 
was  to  be  spent,  it  muf*t  be  found  from 
one  source  or  another;  but  the  Govern- 
ment bad,  in  the  example?  given  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exebcquer,  treated  the 
land  more  unfairly  tonlay  than  il  had  been 
treated  hitherto.  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  had  done  bra  be**t 
to  faithfully  reprfsent  the  agriiuiltiiral 
interest,  but  be  htid  i^nflTered  from  the  great 
disability,  under  which  Her  Majesty's 
(toverument  ought  not  to  have  placed 
him,  of  not  having  a  phice  in  the  Cabinet  ; 
he  had,  therefore*  not  been  able  to  ad\aiicc' 
the  caufe  of  agriculture  wlien  the  Coun- 
cils of  the  Government  were  hein^  held. 
If  the  right  hon.  Oenttenmn  had  hevn  In 
the  Cabinet  he  did  not  belieTe  thnt  that 
part  of  the  Local  Government  ArA  of  last 
year  which  ahered  the  system  of  the  im- 
pof^ition  of  local  rates  would  have  been 
adopted  without  a  strong  protest  on  hia 
part.  Whatever  might  be  the  hidxlen 
blessings?  of  the  Parish  Comicils  Act — 
iiud  they  were  not  yet  apparent 
— there  was  no  question  that  one 
result  would  be,  if  its  jmwers  were 
largely  used,  to  eoosiderably  increase 
the  rates.  Was  that  going  to  be  n 
relief  to  agrlcultnre  ?  It  was  no  huigor 
a  question  of  rent  in  many  coiiutie?^. 
It  was  no  longer  a  question  of  the  laud* 
lord  getting  more  rent  than  he  ought. 
They  were  face  to  face  with  the  appalliuL' 
fact  til  at  thou  a  a  nils  and  thon.Ha{id>«  of 
ft(?re9  bad  gone  altogotber  out  of  cnitiva- 
tioii,  land  whicli  ongbt  to  he  available  for 
the  food  snpply  of  the  |)eople,  and  to  say 
that  that  state  of  things  could  bo  met  by 
Hk  system  of  allotments  was  to  talk  idle 
nonsense.  The  labourers  were  far  too 
practical  to  be  caught  liy  such  chail*  as 
that.  They  would  not  allow  ibemselvos 
to  be  ma(ie  the  instruments  of  attempting 
to  cultt^-ate  (and  as  difficult  to  cultivate 
as  that  was.  He  conid  give  many  in- 
stances hitnself  of  farms  which  were 
formerly  let  at  £1,000  a  year,  and  of 
£700  or  £800  a  year,  which  were  now  let 
at  £150,  £100,  and  in  some  eases  at  £50 
a  ymr,  the  reason  being  that  tlie  occupier 
eoniplainod  that  the  burdens  on  land 
were  so  heav)\  He  contended  that  that 
was  not  a  fair  condition  of  things.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  referred,  at 
the  end  of  his  speech,  to  the  Fiibject  of 
the  importation  of  Canadian  cattle.     He 
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this  country  should  have  cheap  meat, 
and  that  therefore  the  importation  of 
these  cattle  should  not  be  interfered  with 
where  there  was  no  reason  to  believe 
that  disease  e^cisted.  But  the  importa- 
tion of  a  single  animal  from  a  country 
wbofto  boundaries  were,  so  to  speak,  only 
nominal,  might  do  incalcnlable  mischief 
and  destroy  henls  in  this  country.  More- 
over, he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man wonld  find  that  there  was  no  justiii- 
cation  for  bis  belief  that  the  result  of 
stopping  the  importation  of  these  cattle 
would  be  to  raise  the  price  of  meat. 
When  his  risrht  hon.  Friend  near  him 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  was  Prcaideot  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  their  importation 
was  interfered  with.  The  disease  lit 
this  country  was  almost  stamped  out, 
and  not  only  did  the  prico  of  meat  not 
rise  but  it  actually  fell,  although  there 
was  less  meat  brought  into  the  country. 
Even  if  the  immediate  result  were 
slightly  to  raise  the  price  of  meat  that 
was  a  small  evil  compared  with  that  of 
getting  herds  in  this  country  again 
iufecteiL  The  Ho«tse  was  asked  to  dis- 
cuss all  sorts  of  measnres,  although  there 
was  not  the  remotest  prospect  of  carry- 
ing them  into  law,  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  have  been 
acting  more  in  conformity  with  the  wishes 
of  all  who  belonged  to  the  great  agricnl- 
turnl  iudn.stry  if  he  had  ^\\*ti\  one  day  at 
least  for  the  discussion  uf  the  situation, 
and  if  he  ha<l  indicated  that  the  Govern- 
ment %vere  willing  as  far  as  possible  to 
give  some  relief.  But  they  must  l:»e  con- 
tent with  the  meagre  comfort  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  given  them.  He 
hoped  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  would  give  some  pxplanation 
of  the  position  he  felt  boimd  to  assume 
when  be  received  a  deputation  the  other 
day  on  this  particular  suhject,  which 
attitude  caused  much  disappointment. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  take  advantage  of  this  oppor- 
tunity, and  would  give  the  House  his 
reasons  for  taking  up  that  position.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  at  all  ovente, 
ought  to  thank  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  for  the  counie  he  had  taken,  as  it 
enabled  him  as  a  responsible  Minister 
to  explain  the  course  he  took.  He 
thoroQghlv  agreed  with  the  course  which 
had      '     "    -'  ' 

Friend. 
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The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gaed- 
KER,  Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  I  do  not 
think  it  will  be  necessary  for  me  to  de- 
taiti  the  House  at  any  great  length  on 
tbe  general  aspects  of  the  subject,  vvliich 
hmye  been  very  fully  dealt  with  by  the 
"*  ler  of  the  House,  biit  I  liave  been 
chftUeDged  b_y  the  boju  Gentleman  who 
ima  juBt  Hat  down  oti  a  subject  peculiar 
to  my  Department,  and  which  has  not 
been  referretl  to  at  any  length.  I  under- 
land  from  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
id  that  some  irritation— I  will  not  say 
itation,  hut  misapprelieiision — exists  in 
e  minds  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
id  hon.  Gentlemen  oppoj^ite  with  re- 
gard to  a  speech  I  had  the  honour  of 
king  to  a  deputation  which  waited 
upon  mc  the  other  day.  That  deputa- 
tioD  did  not  wait  upon  me  with  regard  to 
jny  action  in  the  matter  of  Canadian 
ttle.  They  came  to  «ask  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  for  the  future  totally 
ud  perpetually  order  the  slaughter  of 
foreign  cattle  at  the  ports.  But 
en  if  the  Goveriimeut  were  inclined 
ihey  would  be  prevented  from  doing 
by  the  law  as  it  at  present  stands. 
be  deputation  o^u.st  therefore  either 
ve  wished  me  to  brciik  the  hiw  or 
bring  in  an  amending  Act.  I 
ked  what  circumstances  had  arisen  to 
Uie  them  to  press  upon  the  Govern- 
ent  such  an  alteration  of  the  law  at  this 
lUncture.  If  there  was  any  prevalence  of 
iseaae  or  any  fear  of  the  introduction  of 
itle  disease  in  to  this  country  through  the 
portfition  of  live  foreign  cattle  I  could 
uite  understand  hon.  Members  on  both 
ides  of  the  House  who  represent  agrieul- 
;ural  constituencies  coming  to  me  and 
Urging  me  to  adopt  the  most  stringent 
inea.su re 3  to  prevent  the  introduction 
of  that  disease,  and,  if  necessary,  to 
endeavour  to  alter  the  existing  law  on  the 
Isubject*  My  right  hon.  Friend  whom  I 
had  the  honour  to  succeed  in  my  present 
Office,  when  there  was  a  great  outbreak 
of  foot-and-mouth  disease  in  the  couirtry 
— which  outbreak  he  enccessfully  com- 
Ijated — ^will  admit  that  it  might  have  been 
a&id  at  the  time  that  there  %vas  great 
danger  of  the  spread  of  the  disease.  Mem- 
bers might  well  have  come  forward  then 
and  said,  '*  Why  don^t  you  alter  the  law, 
^-giving  us  a  general  protection  against  the 
^k  in  traduction      of     disease     by     foreign 
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such  condition  of  things  exists*  There 
never  was  a  time  in  the  history  of  agri- 
culture wiien  our  flocks  and  hwrda  were 
more  free  from  disease  than  at  the  present 
moment.  Putting  aside  all  question  of 
interference  with  foreign  trade  and  of 
friction  with  foreif^n  countries  and  our 
colon ies>  I  ask  is  this  a  time  for  an  hon. 
Member  to  move  the  Adjournment  of  the 
House,  thereby  for  a  time  stopping  the 
business  of  the  country,  in  order  to 
urj^e  on  us  the  necessity  of  taking 
safeguards  which  are  unnecessary  ?  I 
do  not  think  that  my  action  in  the  past 
with  regard  ,  to  the  prev^ention  of 
disease  has  been  such  as  to  cause 
apprehension  in  the  minds  of  agricul- 
turists that  if  there  is  a  danger  of  the 
iotroduction  of  disease  from  foreign 
countries  or  the  colonies  I  shall 
neglect  to  put  the  law  into  force 
as  I  am  hound  to  do.  On  the 
other  hand,  as  I  am  also  bjund  to  do  by 
law  as  it  stands,  when  there  is  absolutely 
no  fear,  or  wlicu  I  am  of  opinion  that 
there  is  reasonable  security  against 
the  danger,  of  the  introduction  of 
disease  from  foreign  countries,  I  must 
allow  the  importation  of  foreign  cattle. 
The  hon.  Mend>er  who  just  sat  down 
spoke  about  the  exclusion  of  foreign 
cattle  not  raising  the  price  of  meat*  In 
a  great  degree  I  agree  with  him  ;  but  it 
Ih  not  the  question  «>f  raising  the  price 
of  meat.  It  is  aciuestion  of  raising  the 
price  of  store  cattle,  and  at  the  present 
moment,  when  there  seems  to  be  a  pro- 
bability of  the  price  of  store  cattle  risiug 
iti  the  country,  it  is  hardly  the  time,  in 
the  interests  of  graziers  (whatever  hon. 
Gentlemen  may  think  of  the  interest  of 
breeders),  to  prevent  the  importation  of 
foreign  cattle.  Even  in  the  interest  of 
breeders,  if  foreign  cattle  can  bo  safely 
introduced  into  tlio  country^  there  ought 
to  he  no  law  to  prevent  such  tnlro- 
duction.  Hon.  Genllemen  may  rest  per- 
fectly satisfied  that  if  at  any  time  there 
is  any  doubt  as  to  the  safety  of  foreign 
im|M>rtation,  I  shall  give  the  benefit  of 
the  doubt  to  my  own  country.  I  have 
confined  myself  to  this  topic  because  I 
do  not  think  I  have  any  right,  after  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  to  go  into 
other  subjects.  I  only  deal  with  the 
subject  upon  which  1  was  charieugedj 
and  I  can  assure  the  House  that  I  have 
as  deeply  at  heart  as  any  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  opposite  who  representg  the  agri- 
cultural interest  the  preservation  of  ih^ 
sauitarj'  coiiditioD  of  the  stock  of  this 
foiiutry.  I  can  assure  hon.  Gentlemen 
that  BO  long  as  I  remain  at  my  present 
post,  whatever  restrictions  are  necessary, 
will  in  the  future  be  maintained  as  they 
have  been  in  the  past. 

•Mk.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  :  When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  coni- 
nienceU  bis  observatioas  by  protesting 
against  lengtheiicd  Debates  ou  Motions 
for  Adjournment  I  must  say  it  did  occur 
to  me  that  in  bis  case  practice  would 
have  been  better  than  precejrt.  The 
light  hon.  Gentleman  addressed  to  us  a 
gpeech  challenging  geutleraen  on  this 
side  of  the  House  on  a  w^iole  variety  of 
questions  in  a  way  which  almost 
necessitates,  it  seems  to  me,  some  con- 
siderable debate.  Sir,  he  tatintetl  u*i  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  in  connection  with 
this  question  of  agricultural  depression, 
with  a  desire  to  mise  the  prices  of  food. 
I  should  like  to  meet  tlie  right  hon« 
Geutleman  by  asking  him  this  question  : 
Does  he  desire  them  to  remain  as  they  are 
at  the  present  time  ?  If  he  does,  what 
is  the  value  of  bis  professed  and  pre- 
tended sympathy  for  agriculture — of 
Avhat  avail  has  been  the  appointment  of 
a  Koyal  Commission  to  inquire  into  the 
means  of  alleviating  distress  ?  He  says 
there  are  two  modes  of  raising  prices, 
one  by  Protection  and  the  other  by  what 
he  describes  as  "a  Hagrant  absurdity  ''^ — 
namely,  the  existence  of  bimetallism.  I 
have  not  the  slightest  intention  of  say- 
ing a  word  on  that  subject  to-iiight,  but 
the  House  must  uot  blame  me  if,  in  a 
few  sentences,  1  endeavour  to  meet  the 
cballeige  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
this  point. 

8iR  W.  H  ARCOURT  :  It  was  the 
Mover  of  the  Motion  for  the  Adjourn- 
ment who  referred  to  the  subject, 
uot  me. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  did  Dot  say  the 
right  bon,  Gciitlemao  introtluced  the 
subject.  I  say,  however,  that  be  made 
the  wholly  uncalled-for  statement  that 
bimetallism  is  a  flagrant  absunlity.  I 
Bhould  like  to  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man this :  thai  w^hen  be  and  other 
Members  of  this  House  have,  as  thoy 
will  have  in  due  course,  an  opportunity  of 
reading  the  evidence  that  is  now  daily  being 
given  before  the  Royal  Commission  that 
Mr*  If,  Gardner 


they  themselves  have  appointed,  they 
will  be  abeolntely  astonished  to  6nd  bow 
great  and  rapid  has  been  the  growth  of 
opinion  on  this  question,  especiaHy 
amongst  the  agricultural  interest.  I  ara 
commit  ling  no  breach  of  propriety  when 
1  say  that  only  this  moriiing  we  had 
before  us  one  of  the  most  distinguished 
representative  agriculturists  tbrougboat 
the  whole  of  the  Uniteil  Kingdom  ;  and  if 
I  understood  his  evidence  aright,  the  drift 
of  it  w^as  that  (he  only  effectual  and  real 
remedy  for  agricultural  depression  that 
be  could  look  forward  to  in  future  wa^ 
(he  re-adoption  of  the  yevy  system  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  with- 
out, I  l>elieve,  ever  having  given  it  any- 
thing like  adequate  attention,  describes 
as  a  *'  flagrant  absurdity."  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the  question 
of  Protection  in  France  and  Germany, 
and  be  quoted  some  Bpeechcs  of  mine  to 
the  etfect  that,  notwithstanding  the  ex- 
istence of  Protection  in  tljese  countries, 
depression  is  as  great  or  greater  there 
than  it  is  here.  That  is  true.  I  have 
come  to  that  opinion^  But  it  haa 
taught  me  to  do  something  which  it  has 
not  yet  taught  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
I  thii^k  J  and  that  is,  to  ascertiiiu  with 
great  diligence  and  by  every  meaoB 
within  my  power  to  try  to  discover  whe- 
ther there  is  not  and  must  not  be  some 
other  and  some  great  common  cause  for 
that  UDparalleled  fa!l  in  the  price  of  pro* 
duce  of  all  sorts  and  kinds  and  descrip- 
tions, which  everyone  who  has  studied 
the  question  of  the  agricnltural  depression 
knows  lies  at  the  v^vy  root  of  the  whole 
question.  Sir,  the  opinions  which,  I  am 
not  ashamed  to  say,  I  have  frequently 
avowed  and  do  hold  on  this  question, 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  tm 
so  flagrant  an  ubsnrdily,  are  shared  hy 
men  often  tbonsand  times  greater  nbihty 
than  myself,  not  only  in  this  hut  in  every 
other  eoniitry  in  the  world, and  their  num- 
ber is  being  largely  angraen ted  day  by  day. 
What  is  happening  in  Germany  at  this 
moment  ? — and  here  I  would  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  of  what  he  Iia^ 
said  in  some  of  bis  taunting  replies  oo 
this  subject.  **  Germany,'*  he  used  to 
say,  **  will  have  nothing  to  do  with  »o 
ridiculous  a  proposal."  I  always  told 
bim  that  I  belie  veil  he  was  absolutely 
mistaken.  Who  is  proved  to  be  right 
to-day  ?  Why,  at  this  very  moment,  in 
consequence  of    urgent  pressure  by  the 
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Agricultural  Party  in  Gcrii>aiij»  a  Rojal 
Commission    has    been  appointed  to  tee 
whether  bimetallism  can  be  adopted  by 
I  Germany  itself,  aud  if  it  cannot  be  adopted 
by    itself    whether    there    should    be  an 
Iiit^emational  arrangement.    So  I  venture 
to    think    the    right    hon.     Gentleman *i^ 
taunts  on  this  subject  are  somewhat  out 
of  place  to-day.     It  is  very  easy  indeed 
to   say    that    anything    is  an  absurdity » 
ll>iU  it  is  a  very  difficult  thing  to  prove 
Pit.     Wlienever   this  question  has  arisen 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  shirked  it, 
.He  has  never  once  attempted  to  tackle 
ihe  question,  or  prove  his  assertion  that 
bimetallism  is  absurd  ;  and  J   think  the 
ftime   is  not  far    distant  when  the  right 
boa.    Gentleman    will    be   compelled  to 
it,     When   that   time  comes  I  think 
lie  will  find  it    more    difficult    than    he 
Lanticipated   !o  attach  the  cbarL^e  of  siip- 
Iportiug    **  a    flagmnt    absurdity"    to     ^ 
[number  of  eminent  men   throughout  the 
I  country.     It  may   te  said,  in  defence  of 
l^the   attitude    of    the    Government,  that 
Ihey    have  appointed  a  Kcn-al  Connnis- 
E§iou  to  inquire  into  the  agricultural  situa- 
tion at  the  present  moment.     That  may 
be  an  excuse  for  their  inaction.     I  can- 
not say  that  the  right  lion.   Gentleman 
fcppears    to   attach    much  importance  to 
"bis  OTvn  Commission.    He  appeared  to  me 
'  to  have  forgotten  its  existence.    He  never 
even  mentioned  it  or  alluded  to  it  in  the 
most  distant  manner.     1  refer  to  it,  how^- 
^ever,  because  I  want  to  remind  the  right 
lion.    Gentleman    that    there    are   many 
questions  on  which,  quite  apart  from  the 
nominatioD     of     that     Commission,    the 
Agricultural      Party      througbout      the 
country    are    already    entirely    agreed  ; 
but  whenever  we  mention  one  of  these 
enbjects   the    right   hon.   Gentleman    in- 
variably   meetii    us  with    a    flat  refusal. 
There  is  the  question  of  relief  from  the 
rates.     I  need  not  remind   the  House  of 
the  attitude  be  adopted  on  this  question 
last  Session,     He  absolutely  declined  to 
have  anything  wdiatever  to  do  with  it  or 
entertain     the    proposal    for   a    moment. 
There  is  another  subject    on  which    he 
will  not    pledge    himself,    although    the 
^^ farmers  are  unanimous  with  regard  to  it,, 
^■mnd  that  i»  that  all  foreign  meat  coming 
^Binto  file   eon u try    shall   be    marked.     A 
^Bqtiestion    was    put    to    the    right   hon. 
^^  Gentleman    shortly    after    the    Session 
commenced,  and  he  refused  absolutely  to 
Lliave  anything  to  do    wilb    ihe    matter. 
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And  so  it  is  with  all  the  matters  that 
have  been  lai<l  befoie  the  Government 
by  the  Representatives  of  the  agricultural 
Interest — ^it  does  not  much  matter  whe- 
ther by  friends  on  his  own  side  or  by 
Agricultural  Representatives  on  tliis  sido 
of  the  House,  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  the  Government  invariabiy 
declio©  to  take  auy  action  on  any  sub- 
ject, he  it  great  or  »mall,  which  would  be 
satisfactory  to  the  Representatives  of  that 
industry  at  the  present  moment.  Now, 
Sir,  I  come  for  a  few  moments  to  the 
ipiestioii  last  raised  by  my  hon*  Friend, 
and  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Minister  for  Agriculture  has  replied, 
and  that  is  the  que.*ition  of  the  restrictions 
upon  Canadian  cattle  which  are  in  exist- 
ence at  the  present  time.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  laid  down  a 
doctrine  on  this  point  which  I  suppose 
nolwdy  would  question.  "Where  there 
ig  danger/'  he  says,  "  ex  chide  them  ; 
where  there  is  no  danger,  admit  them." 
No  one  w^ould  contest  that  ;  but  the  ques- 
tion is,  is  there  danger  at  the  present 
time  or  is  there  not  ?  and  that  is  a  sub- 
ject on  which  a  great  many  Representa- 
tives of  the  agricultural  interest  are 
extremely  uneasy.  What  we  are 
anxious  about  is  to  know  explicitly 
what  arc  the  intentions  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  with  regard  to  tnaintain- 
ing  tlie  present  restrictions  on  the  im- 
portation of  Canndiiin  cattle  into  the 
interior  of  this  country.  We  think  we 
have  some  good  reason  for  feeling 
anxiety  on  this  point  after  reading  re- 
ports of  the  two  deputations  which 
waited  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman* 
Some  days  ago  he  received  a  deputation 
representing  the  Central  Chamber  of 
Agriculture  and  some  50  other  Agricul- 
tural Associations  from  all  parts  of  the 
country,  urgently  pressing  on  him  to 
maintain  the  existing  restrictions. 

Mr.  IL  GARDNER  :  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  under  some  mis- 
apprehension. The  deputation  ivas  not 
to  urge  the  continuance  of  restrictions^ 
but  the  total  and  perpetual  prohibition, 
except  for  slaughter,  of  the  importation 
of  cattle  altogether, 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  cannot  imagine  a 
more  effectual  mode  of  maintaining  the 
existing  restrictions*  The  importation 
of  cattle  from  America  cannot  be  other- 
wise than  dangerous   probably  for  many 
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yenrs  to  come*  The  right  bou.  Gentle- 
maQ  has  replied  to  my  right  hoii.  Friend 
that  if  A  couDtry  m  free  from  disease  we 
mut^t  admit  cattle  from  it,  and  bis 
replies — ^as  I  stated  just  now — have 
given  great  anxiety  to  many  Representa- 
tives of  the  agricultural  interest.  What  wo 
want  to  know — ^aud  I  think  it  is  a  sub- 
ject on  which  we  have  a  right  to  ask  for 
information,  considering  the  teiionr  of  the 
right  boD.  Gentleman's  speech  to  one 
depntatiou — is  wlierber  he  considers  the 
time  bus  arrived  when  rei*triclions  on  the 
importation  of  Carnidian  cattle  may  bo 
safely  removed  or  not  ?  If  they  cannot 
he  imported  with  safety,  and  if  the  right 
hon*  Gentleman  is  willing  or  able  to  give 
to  the  House  an  assurance  that  these  re- 
strictions will  not  be  removed  during  the 
present  season,  then  1  should  see  no 
ueeesni ty  whatever  for  pressing  the  right 
hoD,  Gentleman  further  on  this  point  or 
for  prolonging  my  observations. 

Mit.  H.  GARDNER  :  I  am  going  to 
give  an  answer  to  that  question  in  the 
conree  of  next  week. 

Mil,  CHAPLIN  :  I  want  an  answer 
now* 

Mr.  H.GARDNER:  I  am  obliged, 
first,  to  put  myself  into  connnunicatioii 
with  ibe  Colonial  Office  and  with 
Canada  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  Surely  the  Minister 
for  Agriculture  may  take  the  tigricidtural 
public  of  England  into  his  cmitidence,  and 
tell  them  whether  he  tbink:*  it  dei*irable 
or  not  for  the  .safety  of  their  interests 
that  certain  rt'?*trietions  should  lie  main- 
tained without  asking  permission  from 
the  Colonies  or  a  foreign  country  before 
he  makes  that  announcement.  The 
answers  of  the  right  hoii.  (ieiitlemaii 
rather  add  to  the  anxiety  which  I  own  I 
have  felt  of  late.  In  order  to  appreciate 
the  merits  of  this  question  the  first  thing 
to  h»ear  in  mind  h  the  nature  of  the  dis- 
ease of  pleuro*pneumonia,  Thoro  are 
two  great  peculiarities  which  attach  to 
the  disease.  One  is  that  it  raimot  he 
detected  in  the  animal  at  all  by  the 
cleverest  experts  in  the  world  so  long  as  the 
an  imnlij^  alive,  and  the  other  is  the  immenso 
period  during  which  the  disease  may  lie 
dormant.  Sir,  I  notice  from  tbe  Papers 
which  have  been  laid  on  the  Table  that 
even  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture, writing  on  behalf  of  the  right 
hon*  Get^tleman,  informed  the  Canadian 
Government  that  that  period  is  some- 
AIr»  Chtiplm 
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times  as  long  as 
his  words — 

'*  Tbere  is  abundant  evidence  that  contagious 
pleuru-pneumonia  may  remain  dormant  during 
a  leagthened  period ^  and  It  w»»  fitated  in  evi* 
dence  given  to  the  Departmental  Committee  in 
1888  that  cases  had  been  known  of  the  deve- 
lopment of  the  disease  after  a  no  lets  period 
than  15  months/* 

Well,  that  being  do,  I  must  aak  the 
House  to  recollect  what  has  happened 
quite  recently  in  connection  with  this 
subject.  I  would  go  back  to  the  Autumn 
of  [892,  and  then  to  a  period  much 
longer.  In  the  Autumn  of  1892,  after 
Scotland  had  been  abaohitelv  free  from 
this  disease  for  some  time,  it  was  re-im- 
ported by  cargoes  of  Canadian  cattle, 
which  were  proved  not  only  to  he  anffer- 
ing  from  contagious  pleuro-ptieumonia, 
but  to  bave  contmcted  the  disease  at  ft 
period  before  thty  came  into  this  country, 
I  What  was  tbe  result  of  the  outbreak  ? 
It  spread  to  79  different  centres  in  Scot- 
I  land,  or  rather  the  animals  were  con* 
veyeil  to  79  different  centres^  and  I  think 
I  that  something  like  1,200  or  l,;iOO 
I  animals*  were  ordered  to  be  jslaugblered, 
I  and  the  compensation  given  in  eonj*e- 
I  <|uence  of  this  j^lunghter  was  £13,000, 
'  That  is  serious  iu  itself ;  but  what  is 
infinitely  more  serious  is  this — the  euor- 
'  molts  risk  that  in  run  of  dij^ca.«e  being 
spread  all  over  tbe  country.  There  has 
been  a  great  deal  of  correspondence  on 
the  subject,  and  tluj  right  hon»  (lentle- 
I  man  himself  stated  in  one  of  the  iJebates 
'  last  Session  there  were  no  less  than  four 
different  eases  fotind  of  animals  actually 
diseased,  and  that  the  disease  bad  spread 
so  far  that  Scotch  antmab  were  found  to 
bave  contracte^l  it.  The  mischief  waa 
discovered  and  was  stopped  before  it 
had  gone  farther*  Coming  to  a  later 
period,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  to 
meet  the  views  of  the  Colonies,  under- 
took to  make  a  gystematic  examinatioti 
of  the  lungs  of  animals  brought  from 
Canada  for  Ji  considerable  period  aod 
slang btored  at  the  port,  and  then  to  con- 
sider, when  he  saw  the  results  of  the 
examination,  what  course  he  ought  to 
pUFBue.  That  was  carried  out,  and  we 
have  the  result  on  page  77  of  the  Report 
issued  hy  the  Board  of  Agriculture.  We 
find  that  iu  May  ami  June,  1893,  there 
wofl  one  case  diaeovered  on  a  ship  called 
tbe  Brazilian,  and  two  sets  of  lungs 
were  re«:eived  from  a  ship  called  the 
f^akc   fJlnnipeg,     In  the  kv^i  case  the 
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the  very  opposite   is   the 
meal  does  not  come  alive, 
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^^ppearaaces  were  identicul  witli  pleiiro- 
^bneumouiA,  aod  iti  the  seeoiid,  in  one 
^ftistance,  there  were  well* defined  in- 
^■icationa  of  bronchial  pneiTmonia  in 
^^ddition  to  pleitro-pneumoaia,  whilst  in 
the  other  typical  sign?  of  pleuro^piien- 

BIO Q la  were  apparent,  8o  that  it  seemed 
jat  so  short  a  time  ago  as  last  year  the 
isease  nudoubtedly  existed!  m  Canada, 
lASt  Session,  in  the  mouth  of  August^ 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mild — 

We  lire  jigrccd  thiit  tbere  is   tUsease    in 
.nada.    The  Canadintts  f^y  it  is  not  contagious 
rteuro-piieumonia  : — we  say  it  is.'' 

have  verifie*!  the  right  hon.    Gentle- 

a*8  words  this  moruiiig.     I  am  sorry  I 

ve  not   the  volume  of  Hansard  with 

ie»  hut  I  am  certain  on  the  poiot.  Well, 

bat  does   that  mean  ?     It  means  that 

light  months  ago,  on  the  showing  of  the 

;ht  hon.  Gentleman  himself^  contagious 

leuro-pneumoilia    was    in    existence    in 

-auada,  and  we  have,  at   the  same  time, 

e  authority  of  the   Boanl   of    Agricnl- 

re  itself  for  sUiring  that  tiiis  disease  is 

Iteij  known  to  be  in   incnbatioii   for    lo 

oriths  l>efore  it   is  discovered.     I  have 

lOt  the  slighiest  donbt  in  the  world  that 

iier©    is    plenty     of     pleiiro-pnenmontit 

ioog    the   animals   in   Canada  at    the 

esent  time.     J   may  he   told  that    we 

fceive    constant    assuranees     from     the 

Canadian   Government   to   the  cotitrary. 

0  we  do.     I  very  often  receiveil  them, 

ud    the  riglit  hon.   Gentlemttn  received 

(liem  before  thi^i  systennitic  cxiimimttioii 

as  made  ;  and  if  I   Inid  lifttianrd   here 

coohl   point  to  another   piisssuge  w^herc 

le  right  hon.  (Tentleman  says — 

*■  We  recoiTcd  aflBaranoes  from  the  Canadiaa 

OTernment  that  the  country  was  practically 

;  and  we  took  gt^jje  to  ascertain  bow  far  that 

correct ;  and.  after  a  Bystematie  cxamiTm- 

Hon,  we  found  otiriielvos  in  the  pnjHence  of  tbia 
oontagiouft  diseaae  again  wliich  we  had  been  Bt* 
often  assured  did  not  exist." 

^L)  do  hop©  I  have  submitted  to  the  Honse 
^Vtome  reasons  to  justify  me  in  the  ahu  m 

1  feel  at  the  replies  whieh  have  been 
^  giveu  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tf> 
^■fluestions  which  we  liave  ventured  to  put  to 
^"  tim.     Sir,  I   have   only  one   thing  more 

to  say  on  the  subject.     I  wish  to  ask  the 

» House  to  coDsider  why  we  are  to  take 
this  course — if  we  are  to  take  it — of 
removing  the  restrictions  upon  the  im- 
pgriatiou  of  foreign  cattle  ?  What  are 
the  arguments  in  favour  of  it  ?  To 
whose  interest  would  it  be  ?  Is  it  iti  the 
UDtereat  of  the  consumer  ?    Certainly  not ; 


i* 


case.     If  the 

t  must  come 
dead :  'and  if  it  comes  dead,  or  if  the 
animals  nre  slaughtered  at  the  port  of 
landing,  the  price  is  always  cheai>crthan 
if  tho  living  animals  are  admitted  into  the 
countTy,  Meat  will  not  keep  for  ever  ; 
it  must  he  sold  within  a  given  time  ; 
therefore,  it  is  to  the  interest  of  the  eon- 
siimer  that  these  restrictions  should  he 
maintained.  Is  it  to  the  interest  of  the 
producer  here  ?  Of  course,  that  could 
not  be  contcuded  for  a  moment.  It  is 
very  greatly  to  his  disadvantage,  and  the 
only  people  who  would  gaiu  would  bo  the 
foreign  and  Canadian  exporters,  and  a 
very  limited  cumber  of  graziers  aod 
farmers  in  something  like  four  or  ^^v^ 
counties  in  Scotland,  and  a  still  more 
limited  number  iu  one  or  two  of  the 
Eastern  Couuties  of  this  country.  With 
tiiese  exceptions,  I  will  undertake  to  say 
that  9  out  of  10,  or  99  out  of  overy  100, 
of  the  agricultural  community  are  in 
favour  of  maiu raining  these  restric- 
tions. There  is  another  reason,  which 
it  seems  to  me  ought  to  turn  the 
scale  in  the  mind  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  favour  of  continuing  the 
restrictious.  To  remove  them  would 
involve  an  enonnous  injury  on  the  owners 
and  lireeders  of  stock  as  a  general  rule, 
and,  above  all,  on  the  Irish  farmers.  If  you 
are  to  admit  store  cattle  from  Canada,  it 
seems  to  me  impossible  that  yon  can  con- 
tinue pernumontly  to  ex  chide  them  from 
the  United  Stales  of  Amr^iica ;  and  if  once 
they  are  admitted  from  tlie  United  States 
of  America,  I  have  only  to  express  to 
the  House  w^hat  the  result  in  my  humble 
opinion,  iu  the  interests  of  agriculturists 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  would  be.  I 
believe  it  would  result  in  the  immediate 
depreciation  of  the  capital  value  of  their 
live  stock  by  20  or  25  per  cent.  I 
cannot  conceive  what  that  w^ould  mean  to 
the  agricultural  [lopuhitioii,  especially  at 
a  time  like  the  present,  EverylKnly 
knows  what  the  chief  capital  of  the 
farmers  of  this  country  consists  of.  It 
consists,  of  course,  of  the  money  they 
have  embarked  in  live  stoflr,  and  I  bebeve 
if  such  a  course  as  rfiis  were  adopted  it 
w^ould  be  the  offj*y  one  thing  wanted  to 
complete  the  absoi>ite  ruin  and  destruc- 
tion of  the  farming  class,  I  advocate  as 
earnestly  as  I  can  the  coutmnance  of  the 
restrictions.  1  maintain  that  these  re- 
strict  if>ns    are    absolutely   nece8»ary    to 
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ensure  us  agaiuet  the  re-introduction  of 
this  diseaBe.  The  House  will  renje»)ber 
that  mufjh  has  been  done  in  recent  years 
to  ensure  the  flocksi  and  herds  of  thiB 
couutry  against  disease,  and  that  policy 
has  found  favour  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  I  believe  it  has  been  justified 
to  the  full  by  experience  and  by  ita 
fruits,  and  I  earnestly  hope  the  House  of 
Commons  will  resist  by  every  means  in 
its  power  anything  which  is  even  a  first 
»tep  towards  the  reversal  of  that  policy. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
rose  ID  his  place,  and  cdaimed  to  move, 
"That  the  Question  be  now  put," 

Mh.  SPEAKER:  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exeheqner  has  claimed  that  the  ques- 
tion be  now  put.  In  assenting  to  tbfit 
Motion  I  think  It  is  my  duty  to  make  some 
remarks  in  regajd  to  the  fact  that  the 
Motion  fur  the  Adjuurnment  of  the  Houste 
has  received  such  a  large  measure  of  sup- 
port in  this  House.  I  do  not  tliink  that 
under  the  Standing  Order  of  1882  a 
Motion  on  a  subject  of  this  kind,  having 
such  a  very  wide  scope,  was  ever  contem- 
plated. Wliat  I  think  was  contemplated 
was  an  occurrence  of  some  sudden  emer- 
gency, either  in  home  or  foreign  affairs* 
Bat  I  do  not  think  it  was  contemplated — 
if  the  House  will  allow  me  to  state  my 
view — that  a  question  of  y^vy  wide  scope 
which  would  demand  legislation  to  deal 
with  it  in  any  effective  manner  shonhl  he 
the  subject  of  discussion  on  a  Motion  for 
the  Adjournment  of  the  House^  because 
if  that  w^as  so  we  might  have  repe4ited 
Motions  made  by  the  Opposition  of  the 
day,  not  so  much  in  the  directiou  of  cen- 
suring the  Government  for  action  which 
had  been  taken  or  uot  taken  for  bring- 
ing to  notice  some  grievance  demanding 
instant  remedy,  as  in  the  direction  of 
wishing  to  introduce  legislation  on  some 
particular  subject.  Tlnit  is  not  the  pur- 
pose of  the  Standing  Order  of  1882,  and 
would,I  tliink,  cut  at  the  root  of  the  Order, 
I  thought  it  necessary  to  make  this  state- 
ment out  of  respect  to  a  Moliou  w  hich  has 
obtained  so  rutich  support  of  the  House*  I 
_^^aa***rfrT?!i^Motion  of  the  Chancellor  of 
tlio  Excl»e(^uern^rMl  I  n^^v  pi,|.  the  Ques- 
tion, "  That  the  QueHu^^jju  be  now^  put.*' 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Question  put  accordingly,  V  That  this 
Houie  do  now  adjourn." 

The    House     divided  : — Ayes      jgg  , 
Noes  208. — (Division  List,  No.  24,;^ 
J/r,  Chaplin 


PEEIOD    OF    QDALIFICATION   AND 

ELECTIONS    BILL. 

MOTJON     FOE    LEAVE. 

The  chief  8ECBETARY  roE 
IRELAND  {Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  rose  to  ask  leave  to  introduce 
a  Bill  to  reduce  the  Period  of  Qualification 
for  Pari iaraeutary  and  Local  Government 
Electors,  and  to  provide  for  the  half-yearly 
registration  of  such  electors^  and  to  pro* 
vide  for  taking  the  polls  at  a  Par]  i amen  tary 
General  Election  on  one  day,  and  to 
reetriet  phnal  voting  at  Parliamentary 
Elections,  aud  for  purposes  consequential 
thereon.  The  rigiit  hon.  Gentleman  said; 
The  Bill  which  I  now  ask  the  leave  of 
the  Houise  to  introduce  is  oue  containing 
proposals  to  which  the  Government 
attach  the  greatest  importance  ;  but 
although  these  propo^af^s  are  highly  im- 
portant, they  are,  I  think  the  House  w^ill 
tiud,  9o  simple  and  so  direct  that  I  shall 
he  able  to  combine  a  tolerably  clear 
explanation  of  its  provisions  with  brevltj^ 
and  concision.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  is  ao 
occasion  on  w^hich  I  might,  perhsips,  ask 
the  House  to  return  to  the  older  and 
better  custom  of  I'arliament,  by  which  it 
was  usual  to  give  le<ive  to  introduce  a 
Bill  of  this  kindj  when  iutroduced  by  tb© 
Goverumeiit  of  the  day^  without  any 
preliminary  ytatenient  at  alK  But  that 
custom  has — as,  1  hope,  only  for  the  time 
— been  placed  in  abeyance  ;  and,  there* 
fore,  I  wiH  now  give  a  short  descriptioii 
of  what  this  Bill  will  do  and  how*  it  is 
done.  The  House  will  naturally  compare 
the  proposals  I  now  make  with  those 
which  the  Government  offered  last  year 
in  the  Bill  intrcKbiced  by  uiy  right  hoD. 
Friend  who  is  now  l)ie  Secretary  of  Slate 
for  India.  The  two  Bills  are  ditferent 
ill  many  respects,  and  if  the  Hooee 
wants  Xk>  know  why  we  have  proposed  % 
diifereut  Bill  this  year  from  that  whirh 
we  pro|K>sed  lastyear,*my  answer  is  two- 
fold. In  the  first  pIace,Parliamentary  time 
has  not  become  any  more  abundant  in  the 
interval  which  has  elapsed,  nor  has  tbe 
prospect  of  abundant  time  become 
brighter.  We  have,  therefore,  framed 
this  Bill  with  a  view  to  place  proposi- 
tions before  the  House  which  need  not 
involve  any  very  prolonged  or  elabomle 
discussion^  In  the  second  place,  we  have 
chauged  the  Bill  because  in  the  interval 
Parliament  has  dealt  to  some  extent  with 
the   machinery  of   Parliamentary    regis* 
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require  verj  coaiplex  arraogementa. 
Aiiotlier  of  the  omitted  topics  is  the 
topi^kf  tlie  lodger  vote.  It  is  not  en- 
tirely omitted,  hut  its  larger  Bece?8itie!i 
of  reform,  aiieh  as,  for  ex  ample,  theahoii- 
tion  or  the  rediictioii  of  the  value  qnali- 
fieation,  wo  do  not  attempt  to  toiieh  in 
this  Bill,  beeauso  a  proposition  of  that 
kiod  would  j^o  rather  deep  into  fraiiehit*e. 
Though  it  is  very  hard  to  know  always 
where  franehise  ends  and  regii^l ration 
beg  ills,  still  we  tlunk  that  suhjert  won  Id 
not  come  within  the  scope  of  the  present 
Bill,  The  fir^t  propositinu  whieh  the 
Bill  eontftins  is  one  which  was  in  the  Bill 
of  last  year,  and  which  reduces  the  resi- 
dential period  of  qualification.  It  is  not 
at  all  neces<sftry  for  inc  to  reproduce  ray 
right  hon.  Friend's  arguments  in  favour 
of  that  reduction.  It  was  then  made 
clear  that  it  may  happen,  under  the 
present  conditions  of  the  residential 
qualification,  that  f!ie  liousebolder  may 
occupy  his  house  for  nearly  two  years, 
and  only  at  the  end  of  that  time  find  him- 
self on  the  Register.  In  the  course  of 
the  discussioij  of  last  year  it  was  ad- 
mitted in  every  section  of  the  House  that 
that  is  ft  scanihil  which  ought  not  to  he 
allowed  to  continne,  It  wtiB  suggested 
last  year  that  the  qualifying  perlcjd 
should  he  six  months  and  not  three.  We 
proposed  three  months  last  year,  and  we 
shall  do  our  best  to  insist  upon  it  now. 
I  shonld  like  to  point  out  one  argument 
in  favour  of  that  reduction  which  I  will 
state  to  the  House,  It  is  an  argument 
drawn  from  figures  given  in  the  Ketnru 
circulated  to-day  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  It  appears  timt  in  1891 
the  number  of  inhabited  houses  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales  was  5,50(),(XMj,  of  which 
there  are  ahout  3,000,WX)  in  county 
divisions.  The  occupiers  on  the  Parliii- 
mentary  Register  are  4,225,000.  There- 
tore,  1,275,0(X>  occupiers  of  inhabited 
houses  are  not  on  the  Register.  Of 
course,  the  House  will  at  once  perceive 
that  among  the  inhahitant  householders 
are  women.  But  we  have  a  means  of 
roughly  arriving  at  thetnimher  of  female 
inhahitant  householders.  In  1890  a  Re- 
turn was  issued  of  the  number  of  women 
entitled  to  vote  for  the  County  or 
Town  Councils,  and  that  number  was 
put  somewhere  l^ietweeu  600,000  and 
7C}0,0€0, 80  that  from  the  1,275,000  inhabi- 
tant householders  who  are  not  on  the 
Register  we  have     to    deduct    ^00,000 


ration.  Last  year  roy  right  hou.  Friend 
proposed  that  the  machinery  of  regia- 
tratioa  should  be  performed  by  ofiicials 
appo  i  u  ted  for  t  h  at  s  pe  c  i  a  I  p  n  r  pose,  T  lia  t 
proposal  no  longer  appears  in  this  Bill, 
It  is  well-known  that  there  was  such  a 
difference  of  opinion  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  as  to  who  should  he  the  Snper- 
hitendent  Regis  trar,  and  what  body 
shouhl  have  the  power  of  appointing 
him,  that  there  seemed  very  little  pro- 
spect last  year  of  that  proposal  receiving 
the  assent  of  the  Hoime,  But,  since 
then,  the  Local  Government  Bill  of  my 
right  hon.  F'riend  has  been  passed  ;  and 
hy  one  of  the  propulsions  of  that  measure 
the  Overseers  are  now  made  directly 
responsible  to  the  Parish  Councils,  iii- 
ateml  of  continuing  in  a  position  of 
responsibility  only  to  non-elective  Jus- 
liees.  That  is  one  important  provision 
which  we  hoped  might  have  found 
favour  with  the  House,  but  which  we 
have  not  thought  proper  to  hring 
before  the  House  now.  Our  aim  has 
been,  in  framing  this  Bill,  to  achieve 
simplicity  and  directness.  We  are  not 
going  to  attempt  anything  like  the  satis- 
faction of  speculative  Constitutional  sym- 
metry. We  arc  making  an  attempt  to 
remove  ce  r  ta  i  n  ad  t  n  i  1 1  ed  1 1  ra  c  ( i  e  a  I  h  lots. 
We  begin  by  turning  itito  a  reality 
the  intention  of  Parliament  that  every  in- 
habitant householder  in  town  and  country 
should  have  his  vote;  and  we  do  what 
we  can  to  take  this  step— that  the 
voice  of  a  constituency,  instead  of  being 
adulterated  and  nullified  by  out* voters, 
shall  be  effectively  henrd.  Of  course, 
there  are  many  familiar  topics  of  electoral 
reform  which  we  have  heen  compelled  hy 
our  design  of  simplicity  to  pass  over. 
For  example,  there  is  the  question  of  the 
returning  officer's  expenses.  That  has 
l»een  before  the  House  for  the  last  20 
years.  I  remember  long  before  I  was 
in  this  HouHC  Mr,  Fawcett  brought  that 
fiubject  forward  with  the  approval  of  the 
Party  sitting  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
We  believe  that  the  dangers  connected 
with  that  proposal  would  be  avoitled 
either  by  a  second  bailot  or  by  other 
arrangements.  I  may,  perhaps,  l>e  per- 
mitted to  say  that  I  gave  notice  some 
years  ago  of  a  Bill  for  such  a  second 
baUot,  I  believe  that  circumstances  are 
«yery  day  in  the  minds  of  both  Parties 
pointing  more  and  more  clearly  in  that 
direction.      But    such  a   scheme   would 
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or  700,000  fts  \mng  women  ;  and  then 
we  have  6O0,0tX)  or  700,000  left  as  the 
number  of  inliabitetl  houses  iu  eigtfC^s  of 
the  male  occnpftnt  %'ot6rs.  The  ease 
miiy  be  made  consiilerably  strouger  ;  and 
it  cau  be  shown  that  this  statement  is,  I 
behave,  well  under  tlie  mark.  My  argn- 
ment  i^  that  among  the  reiteons  which 
aceoniit  for  these  figures,  i^howing  tlie 
difference  between  the  number  of 
Parliameiitary  voters  and  the  number  of 
iy habitant  householderB,  is  the  diflit^nlty 
of  the  proceiis  eonnectctl  with  registration. 
If  you  are  to  reduce  the  qiialiHcation,  it 
follows  that  it  will  be  expedient  to  have 
two  registrations  in  the  yean  It  is  of  no 
nse  to  reduce  the  period  of  residanee  un- 
less yon  have  a  corrt^sponding  increase  in 
the  facilities  for  getting  on  to  the  register. 
The  lists  are  now  made  up  in  July,  and 
the  firi^t  revision  lake^  phice  between 
September  8  and  October  12«  The  ti rat 
regiBtration  comes  into  force  on  January 
1,  and  under  our  proposal  will  last  nnlil 
June  30.  We  propo&e  to  have  an 
additional  making- up  of  the  lists  m 
January,  and  another  revision  between 
March  8  and  April  12,  the  register  so 
revisetl  remaining  in  force  from  tha  1st  of 
July  to  ihe  Slat  of  December,  It  is  not 
necessary  to  state  in  the  Bill  the  date  of 
the  second  revision,  i>ecau8e  all  provision 
is  made  under  that  head  by  Sub-section 
7  of  Set'tion  66  of  the  Local  Government 
Act  of  J8BB.  I  may  be  asked  by  some 
gentleman  why  we  fthonld  Ixave  more 
than  a  merely  supplementjiry  revision — 
why  we  should  have  more  than  a  list 
Avhieh  should  be  a  kiod  of  pendsint 
to  tiie  main  liegister  coming  into  force 
on  the  lat  of  January.  Well,  Sir,  that 
is  a  very  plausible  and  practical  proposi- 
tion, for  which  there  is  a  great  deal  to 
ha  said  ;  but  the  answer  to  it,  on  the 
whole,  appears  to  me  to  be  that  it  would 
not  reduce  the  expenditure,  which  is,  of 
course,  the  greiit  objection  to  a  second 
revision,  at  all  materially,  except  perhaps 
in  reference  to  the  single  item  of  print- 
ing, lievision  would  be  very  expensive, 
and  you  could  not  admit  new  claims  to 
the  liegistar  without  clearing  from  the 
Hegistor  names  that  no  longer  bad  a  right 
to  be  there.  What  is  of  more  importance, 
it  would  be  intolerable  not  to  have  your 
new  list  tested,  and  you  could  only  have 
it  tested  in  one  way — namely,  by  some 
kind  of  revision  in  an  open  Court.  No 
arrangement    of   ligts   by    Overgeere  or 
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other  persons  without  testing  or  revision 
would  be  tolerable  or  possible.  I  am 
ajfr^id  that  in  the  Begistration  Courts 
really  almo,st  everything  is  thought  fain 
The  thitil  proposal  we  make  is  one  that 
was  also  in  tha  Bill  of  last  year,  that  is 
to  say,  that  tha  law  shall  no  longer  re- 
quire tiiat  the  person  or  premiseis  shall 
be  i-ated,  or  that  the  name  of  the  person 
shall  be  inserted  in  the  rate  book,  nor  is 
any  person  to  be  disqualified  because  he 
has  not  paid  his  assessed  taxes  or  his 
poor  or  other  rates  if  ha  is  otherwise 
entitled  to  be  on  the  Register.  I  need 
not  say  more  on  that  point,  because  it  wa» 
learnedly  argued  last  year,  amongst 
others,  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bury  (Sir  H.  James),  who 
is  an  expert  in  these  matters,  and  it  was 
pointed  out  that  the  supposetl  cjualiftca- 
tion  of  having  paid  the  rates  was  not  a 
<|ualiBcation  at  all,  but  only  an  evidence 
of  cjualilication.  li  is,  of  course,  absurd 
to  disqualify  a  man  who  lias  paid  hia 
rates  in  his  rent  simply  beeatisethe  land- 
lord hfls  not  paid  bis  rates.  This  is  a 
thorough  recognition  of  the  fact  that  in 
our  view  the  true  principle  of  the  fran* 
chise  is  residence  or  occupancy,  I  am 
only  sorry  that  Parliamentary  circum* 
stances  prevent  our  carrying  out  that 
principle  more  thorotighly  than  I  am 
afraid  we  shall  be  able  to  do,  ^'ext,  I 
come  to  a  proposal  which  undoubtedly 
will  be  regarded  in  all  quarters  of  the 
House  as  one  of  the  most  important  in 
the  Bill,  and  I  am  astonished  when  I  re* 
meiiibor  that  no  formal  proposal  in  that 
direction  has,  I  believe,  ever  before  been 
brought  before  this  House.  The  pro- 
posal is  that  all  pollings  should  take 
place  on  one  and  the  same  day.  That  is 
a  proposition  to  which  the  Governmeiit 
attach  the  very  utmost  importance.  I 
may  be  asked  by  gentlemen  opposite 
why,  if  we  attach  so  much  importance 
to  it  (his  year,  it  was  exelyded  from  the 
Bill  last  year.  The  answer  to  that  is  a 
very  simple  and  straightforward  one.  It 
was  excluded  last  year  because  the 
measure  of  last  year  was  confined  slmpljf 
and  solely  to  the  reform  of  regtstTatioo* 
I  confess  that  I  have  never  heard  any 
l>ody  of  solid  argument,  scarcely  even  of 
serious  argument,  against  that  proposal. 
I  think  in  all  classes  of  the  com* 
munity,  and,  I  believe  in  both  Partiei^, 
there  is  a  feeling,  though  it  may  not 
be  aa  articulate  in  one  Party  as  in  the 
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other,  that  all  over  the  couutry  the  evils 
of  a  prolouged  period  of  polling  are  as 
fieri o lis  as  they  are  iitimerDusi.  To  etiiict 
that  all  the  pollings  &bali  he  taken  on 
one  (lay  is  a  reform  ilemanded  hy  public 
convenience;  it  is  a  reform  demanded  by 
the  commercial  clasises,  and  hy  all  who 
waut  to  achieve  the  very  desirable  end  of 
leseeniDg  the  expenditure  of  our  electoral 
proceed  i  n  gs 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (Paddingtoii, 
S.)  :  It  will  increaj^e  them. 

Mr.  J,  MORLEY  :  Wlieu  we  come  to 
the  Second  Readiug  perhaps  the  noble 
Lord  will  show  how  it  will  increase 
them. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL:  A  mueh 
larger  staif  will  Ikb  needed, 

Mr.  J»  MORLEY  :  I  will  in  the  mean- 
time call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
what  I  believe  is  the  fact,  that  last  year, 
after  the  elections,  the  Associated  Cham- 
bers of  Commerce — so  Berious  did  they 
feel  the  evil  of  the  prolonged  period  of 
polliug  to  be— passed  aresohitiou,  or  made 
a  representation,  to  the  effect  thai  it  was 
in  the  highest  degree  desirable  thut  the 
polls  should  all  be  taken  on  one  day* 
Does  the  noble  Lord  think  that  elections 
were  cheaper  in  the  old  days,  when  you 
had  the  polls  kept  open  for  days  and 
weeks  ? 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  :  No  ;  I  did 
act  flay  anything  of  the  kind. 

Mr,  J.  MORLEY  :  Really  the  long 
period  over  which  the  pollings  extend  the 
present  system  reproduces  some  of  those 
features  of  the  old  contests  which  seem 
to  ufl  so  barbarous  when  we  read  about 
the  old  Westminster  elections  and  the 
elections  in  the  County  of  Yorkshire 
and  elsewhere.  It  is  the  same  thing, 
though  not  on  the  same  scale.  Well,  in 
the  interests  of  the  labouring  classes,  and 
in  the  interests  of  the  candidates  them- 
selTes,  we  attach  the  greatest  importance 
to  this  proposal.  The  House  would,  1 
think,  like  to  know  exactly  what  the 
details  of  onr  proposal  are.  The  Bill 
enacts  that  in  the  case  of  a  General 
Election  the  polhng  shall  be  on  one  day. 
This  day  will  be  fixed  by  the  Proclama- 
tion which  summons  the  Parliament.  It 
is  to  be  not  less  than  eight  nor  more  than 
13  days  after  the  issue  of  the  Writ.  Each 
Writ  will  command  the  returning  officer 
(O  take  a  poll  on  the  day  fixed  by  the 
Pitielain&tion 


Lord  R.  CHURCHILL:  Only  13 
days'  notice  ? 

M^J,  MORLEY  :  I  will  answer  the 
noble  Lord  as  1  proceed.  BVom  the 
rnle  that  the  day  of  polling  is  to  be  the 
i^ame  in  every  Parliamentary  electoral 
area  we  must  make  the  not  very  impor- 
tivnt  exception  of  the  Universities,  as  long 
as  that  most  anomalous  element  of  repre- 
sentation exists.  The  House  will  wish  to 
know  whether  we  name  in  the  Bill  any 
particular  day  of  the  week  which  tho 
Proclamation  is  to  fix.  I  believe  that 
opinion  is  not  entirely  unanimous  on  the 
subject,  but  wtj  at  all  eveirts,  propose  to 
enact  that  tiie  day  \%  to  be  a  Saturday. 
It  is  to  be  the  second  or  third  Saturday 
after  the  Proclamation.  I  think  the  noble 
Lord  asked  about  the  day  of  election  or 
nomination  ? 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL:  No;  I 
asked  whether  the  notice  was  to  be  only 
13  days? 

Mu,  J.  MORLEY  :  No  x  what  we 
say  is  that  the  day  is  not  to  be  less  than 
eight  nor  more  than  13  days  after  the 
issue  of  the  Writ.  A  word  as  to  the  day 
of  election.  The  returning  officer  will  fix 
tbe  day  of  election  or  nomination.  He 
must  fix  that  day,  which  is  at  least 
three  clear  days  before  the  day  tixetl  in 
the  Proclamation  for  the  poll  lu  cases 
where  a  poll  is  demanded,  and  it  must 
not  lie  less  than  two  clear  days  from  the 
day  on  which  public  notice  of  tbe  elec- 
tion is  given  in  accordance  with  the  Act, 
There  are  one  or  two  mitmr  provisions 
which,  though  minor,  are  of  importance. 
There  is  one  affecting  very  remote 
localities,  and  is  to  the  effect  that  the 
public  notice  shall  be  given  by  the  re- 
turning officer  on  the  day  on  which  he 
receives  the  Writ  or  oflScial  telegraphic 
information  of  the  Writ  having  been 
issued.  The  returning  officer  will  on 
receiving  such  official  telegraphic  in- 
formation proceed  as  if  he  had  received 
the  Writ.  There  are  not  many  places  to 
which  that  wmII  apply,  but  tiiere  are 
some.  There  is  another  minor  provision 
which  will  affect  the  comfort  of  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  not  inconsiderably. 
As  the  House  is  aware.  Parliament  does 
not  now  meet  till  35  days  after  the  Pro- 
clamation is  issued  summoning  the  Par- 
liament. That,  I  understand,  is  a  pro- 
vision dating  in  spirit  as  far  back  as 
Magna  Charta.  It  was  apprehended  that 
the  King  might  get  a  snatch  or  scratch 
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bis  own  together, 
wa^  therefore  made 
should  not  meet  till,  I 
after  beioj^  rtummoued. 


We  think  we  are  u  little  more  euligliteaed 
than  they  were  in  the  d^ys  of  King  John, 
mill  we  propose  to  alter  the  period  from 
35  days  to  20,  The  result  will  he  that 
Memhers  of  the  lIou:5e  of  Common.'*  will 
J^ave  to  spend  lOdaj:?  less  in  w^aitinjL^  for 
iheassemhling  of  Parliament.  The  eon- 
venienre  of  that  is  obvions.  If  an  election 
takes  place  \\\  the  surnmer,  and  Parlift- 
nient  meet  in  A«^ns?t,  as  it  tlofi?^  gouernllv, 
for  some  small  and  limited  purpose, 
nobody  desires  that  Memliers  of  this 
House  should  spend  10  days  more  tbao 
the  J  need  in  nueertaintj  as  to  their 
arrangements,  I  now*  eome  to  the  last 
get  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill— those 
iiffectiug  plural  voting,  1  believed  it  was* 
my  fortune  to  launch  intopublir  diseussiou 
the  phrase,  wHiioh  was  fMueiei!  at  the  time, 
of  '^'Oiio  Man  One  Vote/'  and  I  rather 
plomed  myself  at  the  moment  on  the 
invention.  But  few  people  are  so  original 
as  they  suppose,  and  I  w^as  reminded  by 
nn  obliging  friend  that  the  phnise  was 
put  forward  by  u  certnin  Radieal  who 
w^as  well  known  in  bis  day — a  Major 
Carter-^who  said  '*Une  Man  One  Vote, 
and  QA'Qfy  man  a  vote."  In  those  days 
1  did  not,  and  in  these  days  I  do  not, 
;3hrink  from  the  second  half  of  the  phrase, 
although  opinion  may  mit  at  present  be 
ripe  iVu'  it.  Perhaps  the  House  will  allow 
juc  for  a  moment  or  two  in  connection 
vrith  this  aubject  to  make  a  little  tligres- 
sion,  1  wish  it  to  bo  understood  that  in 
no  proposal  w^e  make  in  this  Bill  is  it 
attempted  to  cnrry  out  to  its  full  ami 
logical  extent  the  principle  of  *'One  Man 
One  Vote.^*  I  i\m  given  to  understand 
that  even  any  modified  approacb  to  that 
system  will  be  met  by  the  rival  formula 
of  'Sine  vote  one  value."  Of  coiuse^  it 
'would  be  quite  out  of  place  for  me  to 
4irgue  that  eantroversy  now,  hut,  in  order 
to  bespeak  sometbiug  like  a  fair  bearing 
for  oin'  pro|>osals,  I  would  point  out  that 
**one  vote  one  value"  means  redistri- 
bution— the  breaking  up  on  a  groat  scale 
of  the  boundaries  both  of  boroughs  and 
counties,  and  the  disfrauchisemcut  of 
cities.  [^Opposition  cheer s^^  I  uotice 
that  one  of  the  University  Memliers 
cheers  that,  I  am  afraid  it  would  un- 
doubtedly mean  also  that  gentleiuen 
•opposite    would  lode   a    certain   number 
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of  what  they  regard  as  safe  seats. 
That  is  not  quite  b!1.  If  yon  are  going 
to  have  "oue  vote  one  value"  you  will 
have  to  redistribute  at  regular  perio<ls  iii 
proportion  as  your  population  changes*  I 
do  not  fancy  that  the  Americans  are  so 
eu  anion  red  of  their  arrangements  iu  ttiat 
respect  that  they  would  encourage  us  to 
enter  upon  that  path.  It  will  undonbtedly 
be  said  that  any  interference  with  plural 
voting,  even  such  as  we  propo&e,  is  a 
weakening  of  the  bulwarks  of  property. 
I  do  not  believe  the  least  iu  the  world 
that  if  yon  abolisbed  plural  voting  to- 
morrow yon  wotild  impair  one  of  the 
bulwarks  of  property.  The  extension  of 
the  sutfrage  in  1867  and  18H5  has  pro- 
duced no  sign  wimtever  that  the  calling 
of  a  large  body  of  om-  population  into 
the  managemeut  of  their  own  Govern- 
ment has  impaired  any  of  the  conditions 
of  existence  of  any  of  the  legitimate 
rigfits  of  property*  Gentlemen  opposite 
boast  thai  they  are  the  champions  and 
protectors  of  property  ;  but  they  also 
boast — again  I  am  sorry  to  say  not  en- 
tirely witiiout  justice — that  since  1867, 
iu  the  great  boronghs  where  the  decisive 
]u*e  pood  era  nee  of  political  power  is  ill 
the  bands  of  men  who  do  not  enjoy  the 
plural  vote,  they  have  rather  gained  thati 
lost  ground.  That  does  not  look  as  if 
phiral  voting  or  any  oF  ther^e  similar 
artificial  devices  were  indispensable  from 
the  point  of  view  of  property,  I  am  as 
much  for  protecting  the  just  and  legiti- 
mate rights  of  property  as  any  gentleman 
opposite.  But  there  is,  ties  ides  the 
electoral  fact  lo  which  I  have  called 
attention,  another  fact — namely,  that  the 
diflusiou  of  property  amongst  the  humbler 
classes  is  very  much  wider  than  is 
commonly  supposed.  If  that  bo  so — 
and  bon.  Gentlemen  opposite  seem  to 
admit  it — it  weakens  the  argument  of 
the  necessity  of  iirotecti^ui  of  property 
by  the  p  1  u  ra  [vote.  E  v  en  if  t  h  e  d  i  tfl  is  ion 
of  property  were  tiol  wider  tiian  it 
is  sometimes  represented  as  being,  atid 
even  if  there  were  not  iu  our  countrymetl 
that  inbred  integrity  of  wHiich  great 
statesmen  before  now  have  boasted,  if 
there  were  not  reasons  to  have  full  coufi- 
dence  m  the  right-mi udeduesa  of  our 
country,  which  I  for  one  have  an  iu- 
viucible  belief  in — even  if  that  were  not 
the  case,  dei>end  upon  it  property  would 
be  iu  a  very  precarious  position  if  it  de- 
pended upon  this  paltry  artificial  deviee^ 
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ownersliip  vote,  becatise,  if  you  look  at 
the  RetiirBa  isstied    to-diiy,  you  will   fiud 
that,  the  owuership  vote  is  po!S.^essed  b}* 
rather  lesis  than  500,000  elector:?.    Where 
there  is  an   euorraous  electoral  roll  like 
ours  you  will  not  protect  properly  by  the 
rotes  of  oOO»000  electors^  atid  you  will 
Dot  protect  property  by  ^iviijt|r  ^  man  iv 
vole  in  a  cooslilnency  in  which  he  liati 
no  apecific    local   intercfit,  ami   in   whose 
<?oncero8    ho    never    phovvs    au    interest 
except  upon    the  dtiy  when  he  goes    to 
give  a    property    vote.       You    will    not 
pirotect     property     by    a    t^yatem    which 
fUQlttpHea   a   mun's  voting  power  on   the 
strength  of   hi.s   having    10  or  20   petty 
property  qimlifirfitions,  whilst  a   man  of 
far   greater    intellectual     finbstance    aixl 
equal   social   infltience   may    not    possef*^ 
one- fourth    or    one-tifth    of    his    voting 
power.     I  will   now  imlicate  the  way  in 
which  we  approach    this    problem,    and 
atteiTipt  to  deal  with  t<ouje  of   tbc   abuse?* 
which   have   arisen    in    connection    witli 
plural     voting.       The    Government    are 
unable,    in    view    of    tlie    circumstancoi:? 
w*hich   I    have  indicatcil,  to  deal   in   any 
root-and-branch  manner  with  the  imftiir- 
uess    and     ridi^clnef    arining    from     tliis 
system.     The   alternatives   before  us*  are 
4l11  involved,  slow  and  difficult  processes. 
Last  year  it  was   proposed   by   the  hon. 
Member  for  Norfolk  that  every  ownership 
voter  should    be  bound  to  declare  when 
he  claimed   to   be  put  npon   the  Uegi.-^ter 
that  to   the   beat   of  his   knowledge  and 
t)elief  he  was  not  upon  any  other  Register 
and  had  not  claimed  to  be  put   tipon  auy 
Other,      That   is    one   proposal  ;    Imt    it 
would  take  a  long  time  before  thiit  plan 
could  become   largely  operative,  liecanse 
all   ownership  voters   on  the  roll  already 
would  reniain  there.     Therefore  it  won  Id 
be  a  slow  process,  althougb,  no  doubt,  in 
the  fulnasg  of  time  it  would  end  in  doing 
«ome   of    the    things    which   we    want. 
The  ftoveniment    intend    to  go   fnrtber 
than  this.     They  propose  to  restrict  the 
voting  of  an  elector  to  one  constituency 
— that    where    a    Parliaraentary   elector 
votes  at    a    Parliamentary  election  in  a 
^iven  coustitucncy  he  shall  not  vote  at 
&    Parlhimentary  election    iu    any  other 
cOQstitueucy  as  long  as  the  then  current 
Register   remains    in    force*     He    is  re- 
stricted to    voting    iu    one    area  during 
that    time.     Of    course,  no    elector  will 
be  allowed  t,o  vote  twice  upon  the  day 
of   a  General  Election  or  on  any  other 
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House  will  ask  how  are 
to  make  sure  ?  We  propose 
the  questions  which  may 
put  to  an  elector  this  ques- 
tion— **  Have  you  since  so  and  so,'' 
specifying  the  day  on  wd^ich  the  current 
Parliamentary  Register  came  into  opera- 
tion, "  voted  at  a  Parliamentary  election 
other  than  the  election  for  this  con- 
st ituency''?  Of  course,  any  untrue 
answer  given  to  that  question  would 
subject  tbe  elector  who  gave  .such  an 
answer  to  the  penalty  which  we  specify. 
It  was  before  tbe  Governmcut  for  a 
time  wdietber  we  should  not  extend  that 
restriction  to  the  life  of  the  Parliament — 
that  is  to  say,  that  the  voter  having 
made  his  choice  and  option  to  vote  in  a 
certain  Parliamentary  electoral  area  at  a 
General  Election  be  should  be  confined  to 
vote  in  that  area  so  b>ng  as  lie  rettiined 
his  qualitieation  upon  the  Kegisler  in  force 
at  the  time.  That  propo.sal  will,  no 
ilonbt»  lead,  when  we  come  to  the  Second 
Readings  to  a  serions  discusision. 

Sm  C,  W.  DILKE  ((Tlouccster,  Forest, 
of  Deau) :  Does  the  Bill  apply  to  the 
whole  of  the  United  Kiugdoni  ? 

Mr,  J.  MURLEY  :  The  Bdl  does 
apply,  with  one  or  two  disiiiu-tions,  to 
the  whole  of  the  Unt tcil  Kingdom. 

Siu  C.  W.  DILKE:  My  right  boti. 
Friend  said  tlmt  the  Bill  woiibl  aj)ply  to 
some  extent  to  lodgers,  and  promij^ed  to 
explain  to  what  extent,  but  he  has  not 
done  so. 

Mu.  J.  MORLEY  :  Yes  ;  1  forgot.  As 
to  tbe  lodger  franchise,  that  will  remain 
exactly  as  now — ^tbat  is  to  say,  the  lodger 
is  not  to  be  called  on  to  claim  again  at  the 
spring  revision,  but  if  he  claims  in  the 
spring  be  will,  uufortunately,have  to  claim 
again  in  the  September  revision.  This  is, 
I  repeat,  a  scheme  which  we  regard  as 
moderate  and  rational.  Our  proposals 
establish  a  great  principle  of  registration 
reform — that  is  to  say,  we  aim  at  making 
tbe  getting  on  to  the  Register  as  easy  as 
possible  for  everyone  who  is  qualified. 
We  put  partially  tan  end  to  the  irritation 
cansed  by  the  large  invasion  of  outvoters, 
and  we  believe  that  on  all  tbe  other  points 
touched  by  our  proposals  they  will 
strengthen  in  the  highest  degree  the 
feeling  that  everyone  who  is  qualifietl  has 
a  share  in  the  institutions  of  the  country. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"Ttiat.  leave  ^jc  given  U)  bring  in  a  Bill  to 

reduce  tbe   Period  of  Qualificntinn  for  Parlia- 

inentary  and  Loeal  Govern  meat  File^lot*,  i 
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Bill  being  i«  aoj  sense  a  reproduction  of 
tiie  Bill  of  last  year,  the  only  points 
vv^iich  rhe  two  Bills  hare  in  comniou  are 


to  provide  for  the  half-yearly  registration  of 
Bucb  electors,  and  to  provide  for  taking  th« 
polls  at  a  Parliamentary  Gencml  Election  on 
one  clay,  and  to  restrict  plural  voting  at  Parlia- 
meJiiary  Elections,  and  for  purposei  conse- 
quential thereon.— (J/?-,  J,  Morley,} 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR   (MancheBter, 
E.)  :  The  riglit  hoo.  Gentleman,  at  the 
beginning  of    his  very  clear    and    lucid 
explanation  of   the  Bill   which  the  Go- 
vernmonl  propose  to  lay  before  ns,  rather 
regretted  what  he  termed  the  new  prac- 
tice in  rarliameut  with  regard  to  Firi?t 
Readings.     My    Parliamentary    memory 
goes  back  as  far  as  that  of    the    right 
hon,    Geotleman,    and    I    confess    I  am 
very  much  puzzled  by  that  description  of 
what  I  have  always  regarded  as  a  Parlia- 
mentary   tradition.     When  the  Govorii- 
meut  of  the  day  introdiicea  a  Bill  of  first- 
class     magnitude     it      has      been      the 
practice  to    preface    the    First   Reading 
by     a      statement     on     the      part      of 
the      Minister      in      charge,      and      to 
follow  that  statement    by    a   discusaiou 
not  of  a  controversial  character,  but  bear- 
ing on  the  question   and  elucidating  any 
point  which  might  have  l>een  left  obscure 
in  the  original  statement.     If  that  prac- 
tice was  justified  on  previous  occasions  it 
is  certainly  justified  ou  the  present  occa- 
sion by  the  importance  of  this  Bill  ;  for, 
although  the  right  hon,  Geutleman  gave 
us   from   time   to   time,   in   the   modest 
epithets  he  used,   a  sketch  of  the   Bill, 
there  can  be  no  doubt  it  in  fundamentiilly 
&  Reform  Bill,  which,  whether   for  good 
or  bad,  covers  a  great  deal  of  ground^  in- 
troducing   important   alterations    in    the 
electoral  practices  of  this  country.     It  is 
a  Bill  which,  whether  we  approve  or  dis- 
approve of   its    general    principle,  must 
have  at  every  stage  of  its  progress,  from 
the  first  to  the  last,  the  critical  exami- 
nation and  attention   of  this  House.     I 
will  start  the  few  observations  I  intend 
to  make  by  saying  that  in  many  respects 
this  Bill  appears  to  be  a  great  improve- 
ment on  its  predecessor.     I  think  that 
in  some  respects  it  does  not  aim  at  set- 
ting  up    an   entirely   new   and    untried 
machinery  for  dealing  with  the  voters  on 
the  Register,     I  always  felt  with  regard 
to  the  Bill   of  last  year  that  the  whole 
apparatus  which  the  Secretary  for  India 
proposed  to  set  up  was  a  new  in  vent  ion. 
It  was  so  novel  that  I  doubt  whether  the 
House  of  Commons  would  ever  have  ^jeen 
found   to  approve  of  it.      All  that-  has 
been  bnished    out  of  existence ;    jot  a 
shu^  of  it  remains,  and  so  far  from  this 


the  shortening  of  the  term   of  residetica 
to  three  months  and  the  aWlition  of  the 
r  a  t  i  n  g  q  u  a  I  i  fica  t  i  on .     There  m  ay  be  som  e 
other  points  of  resemblance,  but  1  did  not 
happen  to   notice    them.     I    do  not  say 
that  these  are   unimportant  points  ;  but 
it  is  a  singular  sight  to  see  the  same  Go- 
verntneut  bringing  in    in  two  successive 
Sessions  proposals  dealing  with  the  same 
subject  with  only  two  points  in  common - 
I  will  very  briefly  note  the  changes  which 
this  Bill  introduces.     The  GoveruineDt, 
I  regret  to  see,  have  detennitied  to  adhere 
to     the     three     months'    residence.       1 
am     not     going     now      to      raise     the 
olijection    wiiich    we    raised    last    year^ 
and  which  will  be  raised  again  this  year, 
to  this  propOi^aL     There  is  absolutely  no 
diflerence   of  opinion    in  respect  to   the 
desire  to  see  the  present  long  time  which 
may  elapse  between  the  day  when  a  man 
becomes  qualified   and  the  day  when  he 
is  allowed  to  exercise  his  vote  lessened. 
I  believe  the  right   hon*  Geutleman  has 
understated  the  period  at  one  and  a-half 
years.     I  believe  under  sotne  exceptional 
circumstanees  it  is  more  than  two  years, 
I  think  the  House  will  do  all  that  it  cau 
to  remedy  that  anomaly  and  diminish  that 
injustice  in  so  far  as  we  can  do  it  with- 
out introducing  still   greater   evils   into 
our   electoral    system.      While  1  am   in 
favottr  of  the   reduction  of  time,  I  think 
three  mouths  is  too  short  a  period.  There 
is  one  fact   we  must  bear  in  mind,  and 
that  is   that  we  shall  require  to  hare  % 
double  revision.     The  strong  objection  b 
that  it  Will  be  very  expensive,     I  wish 
the  right  hon.  Gentlen^an  had  enlightened 
us    an  to   the    source  from   which    that 
additional  cost  is  to  be  met.  If  the  whole 
of  the  expenses,  which    at    present   are 
heavy,  are  to  be  doubled,  if  every  coa- 
stituency   in  the  country  is  to   have  ita 
rates  burdened  w^ith  that  double  cost,  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  find 
that   there    is  a  wide  and    well-founded 
objection  to  this  part  of  his  scheme.     I 
think  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  laid  down  the  principle  that  electioDS     m 
for  the  Imperial   Parliament  are  an  Im-     H 
perial    concern,  and    I   think    he    went 
further  and  said  that  it  was  an  Imperial 
concern  which  should  be  paid  out  of  tba 
Imperial    pocket.      Although  I    do  not 
now  propose  so  great  a  change  in  the 
existing  system  as  that — namely,  to  throw 
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the  whole  cost  of  ati  elect  ion  upon  the 
Coiigolidate*!  Fund— I  i!o  my  that  any 
new  cost  slioiikl  Ue  borne  by  this  laiperml 
Parliament  which,  in  the  exercise  oi*  itsi 
will^  chooses  1o  remodel  its  system.  It 
is  unjust  that  the  ratepayers  shonld  be 
sarldleil  with  the  cost  of  the  change.  I 
hope  the  Governmeni  will  very  seriously 
consider  wli ether  or  Bot  iu  fairness  they 
are  bound  to  throw  some  of  the^e  charges 
on  shoulders  more  capable  of  bearing  tliem 
than  the  ratepayers.  With  this  exception 
I  see  a  very  grea,^  advantajje  in  the  donble 
reviBion,  and  very  few  corresponding  dis- 
advantages* The  next  question  is  the 
question  of  the  rates,  and  on  this  ques- 
tion the  Member  for  Bury  (Sir  H.  James), 
a  high  authority,  has,  I  believe,  always 
been  opposed  to  making  the  payment  of 
mtea  a  necessary  antecedeuit  to  the  enjoy- 
ment of  the  vote.  I  am  perfectly  aware 
of  the  force  of  the  arguments  which 
may  be  urged  in  favour  of  that  view. 
Lodgers  do  not  directly  pay  rates,  and 
there  is  a  certain  anomaly  in  saying  tliat 
one  class  must  pay  rates  before  they  can 
vote,  whilst  another  class  is  not  required 
to  pay.  I  also  admit  that  there  may  be 
cases  where,  through  no  fault  of  bis  own, 
an  occttpier,  owing  to  the  non-payment 
of  the  rates  by  the  landlord,  may  be  pre- 
vented getting  the  vote.  In  snob  eases 
the  occupier  is  made  to  suffer  for  the 
laches  of  the  owner.  It  is  an  anomaly 
and  an  injustice,  but  I  think  it  can  be 
remedied  by  some  scheme  short  of  that 
now  proposed  by  the  Government,  My 
objection  to  the  scheme  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  that  it  has  some  tendency  to 
divorce  in  the  minds  of  the  electors  the 
obligations  they  are  under  to  fulfil  their 
public  duties  before  they  can  enjoy  their 
public  privileges*  As  I  have  before 
pointed  out,  it  is  no  answer  to  say  that 
it  is  a  local  duty  to  pay  rates  and  that 
the  vote  is  an  Imperial  privilege.  Our 
rates  are  not  all  local  rates.  To  the 
greater  extent  the  rates  are  not  for  local 
purposes.  The  education  rate  is  not  a 
local  rate,  nor  is  the  highway  rate  a  local 
rate  to  any  great  extent.  When  we  call 
on  a  locality  to  carry  out  duties  which 
are  Imperial  duties  it  is  absurd  to  say 
that  the  rates  are  not  paid  as  ranch  for 
Imperial  purposes  as  in  the  interests  of 
the  locality.  Therefore,  when  I  bear  iu 
mind  how  VGTj  small  a  part  of  the  total 
burden  is  paid  by  direct  taxation,  and 
when  I  reoollecthowlargea  portion  is  paid 
iu  the  form  of  raies,  I  do  tbink  that  this 


House  should  not  divorce  the  payment 
of  the  rates  from  the  exercise  of  the 
franchise.  To  do  that  woiiUl  be,  in  my 
opinion,  to  take  a  step  backwards  and 
not  forwards  —  to  make  a  ciiange 
which  would  diminish  anil  rednee  the 
responsibility  which  ouj^ht  to  be  asso- 
ciated with  the  exercise  of  the  vote. 
I  know  that  in  a  very  large  number 
of  cases  the  Local  Authorities  look  at 
this  matter  not  from  a  broad  point  of  view 
but  a  narrow  point  of  view,  holding  that 
any  provision  of  this  kind  would  militate 
against  the  punctual  payment  of  rates. 
I  still  hope  that  the  mivantages  which  I 
have  urged,  and  others  wliich  I  might 
urge,  outweigh  the  arguments  which  I 
gladly  admit,  though  I  do  not  think  they 
ought  to  lead  us  to  the  coriclitsitm  to 
which  they  have  led  the  Government, 
r  have  now  gone  over  all  the  points  in 
which  the  Bill  brought  in  this  year  re- 
sembles the  Bill  brought  in  last  year,  and 
there  remain  two  great  changes  intro- 
duced by  the  Government  which  are  not 
only  innovations  upon  their  own  pro- 
fH>sal8  of  last  year,  but  are  a  very  great 
innovation  upon  the  immemorial  practice 
of  Parliament,  The  first  of  these  is  the 
fixing  of  all  the  pollings  for  one  day. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  that 
this  is  the  first  time  this  proposal  has 
ever  been  formally  brought  before  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  in  that  I  think 
he  is  correct.  [Cries  of  No  I "]  I  bad 
assumed  that  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
bad  got  up  bis  facts  ;  but,  at  all  events,  no 
Government  has  ever  made  the  proposal, 
I  can  very  well  recollect  when,  in  1880, 
there  was  a  great  alteration  in  the  balance 
of  power  as  between  the  two  sides  of  the 
House,  the  common  opinion  of  the  de- 
feated Party,  of  which  I  was  one,  was 
that  the  disaster  which  then  overtook  us 
was  largely  due  to  the  fact  that  in  the 
popular  elections  in  the  spring  of  1880 
the  tide  had  apparently  set  in  in  a  direc- 
tion adverse  to  the  then  Government  of 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  that  the  rest  of  the 
community  was  as  it  were  carried  awaj 
by  the  rush  of  the  stream,  and  that  th€ 
results  might  have  been  different  had  all 
the  elections  taken  place  at  the  same 
time,  so  that  one  constituency  conld  not 
have  known  what  another  constituency 
was  doing.  I  do  not  know  whether  that 
explanation  was  sound,  but  it  was  given 
in  good  faith,  and  I  have  therefore  felt 
that  there  was  something  to  be  said  from 
our  point  of  view  for  the  pio^o^^wV  m^^ 
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bj  the  Goverometit,  But  I  think  the 
Govern  meat  have  nhown  great  hlitidDess 
to  some  of  the  difficultios  which  stand  in 
the  way  of  that  proposal.  In  tlie  fir:4t 
phLce,  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  saiil  it 
would  greatly  dimiuii^h  the  cost  of  elec- 
tioDS,  but  he  did  not  tell  us  m  reHpecf;  to 
what  iteiUB  that  diminution  of  cost  would 
take  plare.  Whether  Ihnt  was  an  inten- 
tional or  an  unlutcntioiiftl  omhsiun  I 
know  not,  but  I  can  at  once  suggest 
many  ways  in  which  the  projmsal  will 
iuerease  the  expense,  while  on  the  spur 
of  the  mtuaent  I  am  unable  to  find  any 
particular  m  whi^^li  it  w^ill  be  diminished. 
It  will  cerfaiuly  increase  the  expense  of 
ballot  licixes.  Now  you  transfer  the 
ballot  boxes  from  one  district  to  another, 
but  you  will  have  to  duplicate  the  l>aIlot 
boxes  and  the  machinery  of  election  if 
you  carry  out  the  pUn  of  the  Govern - 
ment«  Nor  do  I  Ijeliovethis  hicrease  of 
machinery  will  be  confined  to  luanimato 
ballot  boxes.  You  will  require  a  much 
larger  electoral  staft'.  You  w^ill  want 
more  polling  clerks,  atid  you  will,  un- 
doubtedly ^  require  a  larger  number  of 
persons  to  superintend  the  elections. 
That  is  not  all.  There  are  parts  of  the 
country  where  at  election  times  the  ex- 
citement is  so  great  that  the  presence  of 
bodies  of  police  is  absolutely  necessary. 
I  make  no  invidious  allusion  to  any 
particular  districts.  That  excitement 
may  cbange  from  General  Election  to 
GeneraJ  Election,  but  nobody  in  this 
House  will  deny  that  there  are  such  parts 
of  the  country.  If  all  the  elections  are 
to  be  held  on  one  day  you  will  cither 
have  to  leave  the  police  uusupplemented 
or  you  will  have  to  supplement  them  by 
the  military.  Everybody  agrees  that  tho 
intervention  of  the  military  is,  I  will  not 
say  intolerable,  but  that  it  should  be  re* 
duced  to  the  lowest  possible  extent.  I 
shall  be  glad  to  know  how  the  Govern- 
raeut  propose  to  deal  with  the  difficulty 
which  must  arise  here  and  there,  wheo 
the  same  officers  are  called  upon  to  pro- 
vide considerable  bodies  of  police  on  the 
same  day  to  a  largo  number  of  ditferent 
localities.  That  seems  to  me  to  be  a 
grave  objection  to  the  plan  of  the 
Government.  Another  difficulty  which 
occurs  to  me  as  attaching  to  this  plan  is 
that  there  must  be  considerable  confusion 
when  you  are  carrying  on  in  the  eamo 
town  elections  for  two  different  places. 
You  will  havR  in  thfl  same  town  an  elec- 
tion  for    tho  division  of  the  county  in 
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which  the  t^wn  is  situate  and  an  election 
for  the  town  itself.  That  must  end  in  a 
good  deal  of  local  difficulty  and  local 
confusion  which  does  not  appear  to  liave 
occurred  to  the  Government,  and  which 
the  Government  do  not  appear  to  have 
any  plan  to  meet.  The  right  hon, 
Geutleman  gave  us  as  a  last  aigumeut 
in  favour  of  his  plan  that  all  tho^^e  inter- 
ested in  trade  were  anxious  to  get  the 
elections  over  in  one  day.  1  am  not  sure  ^ 
about  that.  I  am  quite  sure  they  wish  ^ 
to  get  I  be  elections  over  as  soon  liS  ihey 
can,  and  that  tbey  regard  the  period  of  a 
General  Election  as  one  of  trade  stagna-  ^k 
tion  and  trade  difficulty ;  but  if  one  day  V 
is  to  be  devoted  throughout  the  whole 
country  to  electoral  purposes,  that  day 
will  be  a  dleu  non  for  every  other  con- 
ceivable purpose,  and  it  w-ill  be  quite 
impossible  to  find  other  channels  for 
doing  work  which  is  now  possible  with 
the  elections  taking  place  on  different 
days.  1  think,  therefore,  that  the  Ga- 
vernmenl,  if  they  inquire,  will  find  that 
the  inconvenience  will  he  \i^Yy  great  to  fl 
trade  in  having  the  whole  of  your  com-  ^ 
morcial  machinery  stopped  throughout 
the  whole  country  for  24:  hours.  On  the 
Continent  tbey  get  over  this  difficulty 
by  having  the  elections  on  Sunday.  Ill 
Franco  the  elections  always  takes  place 
on  Sunday,  and,  therefore,  they  do  not 
suffer  from  this  particular  inconvenience  ; 
but  as  the  Government  v^vy  wisely  do 
not  suggest  any  plan  of  that  sort,  we 
shall  have  one  week  in  which  there  wnil 
be  two  days,  instead  of  one,  when  all 
public  business  is  forbidden.  I  think  S 
the  Government  will  feel  that  these  ara  W 
objections  of  a  rather  serious  charac- 
ter to  their  proposal.  There  is 
one  other  point  connected  with 
this  question  of  polling  on  the 
same  day  on  which  I  must  say  a  word. 
The  Government  have  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  say  not  only  that  the  polls  shall 
take  place  on  one  day,  luu  that  that  day 
shall  be  Saturday,  There  is  a  good  deal 
to  lie  said  for  Saturday  in  some  districts^ 
and  a  great  <ieal  to  be  said  against  it  iti 
other  districts,  and  one  of  my  object iona 
to  Saturday  is  thjit  it  throws  the  whole 
country  in  the  same  rigid  and  J  east- iron 
mould.  However  inconvenient  Saturday 
may  be  in  one  particular  district,  never- 
theloas  that  distriet  will  be  compelled  to 
have  itfl  election  on  that  day.  At  present 
a  largo  amoimt  of  latitude  is  left  to  the 
Local    Authorities.       Tiiey    know    the 
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<^rcaiiwtaiiC66  of  tr&de,  aud  they  are  able 
to    judge  the    day   when    least   incoii- 
▼CQience    will    be    experienced   by   the 
election.     The  prlociple  of  local  optioQ 
is  very  inapplicable  to  some  things,  but 
1  think  it  is  not  inapplieahle  to  this,  and 
1  regret  the  want  of  elasticity  which  will 
be  the  inevitable  result  of  the  plan  to 
which  the  Government  have  committeil 
themselves,     There  is  one  other  proposal 
in  the  Bill   which   will  no  doubt  excite 
even  more  interest  ainl  be  a  more  fruitful 
subject  of  controversy  than  anything  to 
which  I  have  adverted,  and  that  is  the 
abolition  of  plural    voting,  which,  in  the 
opinion     of     Government      themselves, 
probably,  and    in    the   opinion    of   their 
supporters,  certainly  is   the  main  object 
and  justificatioti   of  this  measore.     The 
right    hon.    Gentleman    endeavoured    to 
answer    by    anticipation    the    ohjertiou 
which  he   thought  might  be  urged  from 
this  side.     He  said,  **  Gentlemen  opposite 
pride  themselves    on    being    the  special 
defenders  of  property,  and   they  are  of 
opioion    that   plural    voting   is    a    great 
bulwark.     I    will    now    set    myself    to 
show    that    tbu    plural    vote    is    not    an 
effectoal      bulwark     of      property.^*       I 
snppose    we    are   all    gtiilty    of    giving 
descriptions  of    the    methods    and  aims 
of     our     oponents    whieh    they    them- 
selves    would     not     accept,     and     cer- 
tainly    I      do      not     admit     that     my 
rmson  (fetre  as  a  politician  is  to  defend 
property.     To  defend  property  is  a  task 
which,  I  hope,  devolves  equally  npon  all 
sections  of  the  Honse.     I  do  not  know 
whether  all  sections  perform    that  duty 
with  equal  success,  but  I  believe  they  all 
recognize  it  as  a  duty,  and  I  dtsctaim  for 
myself  and  my  friends  that  we  come  here 
more  hound  to  defend  property  or  are  less 
interested  in  other  great    public   objects 
than  any  gentleman  sitting  on  th«t  aide 
of  the    House*      We    hold    that    view 
strongly,  but  to  suppose  that  we  come 
here,  or  that  we   are  sent    here  for  no 
other  purpose  than  to  resist  any  attacks 
on  property,  is  to  give  an  account  of  us 
which  we  should  be  sorry  to  give  of  our- 
selves,  aud    which  I,  for   one,   entirely 
repudiate.    I  go  further:  if  we  have  sup- 
jiorted   the    existing   system   of    plural 
voting,    we    have    not   done   so    in    the 
interests  of  property,  and  have  not  re- 
gaixied  it  as  a  plan  by  which  those  who 
have  may  outvote  those  who  have  not, 
Ko  such  wild  idea  has  crossed  our  minds. 
If  the  interests  and  rightsof  property  are 


not  safe  in  the  keeping  of  the  great  mass 
of  the  people  of  the  country,  no  bulwark, 
no  petty  safeguard  in  the  shape  of  an 
electoral  dodge,  will  have  the  slightest 
effect.     It  does  not  follow  from  that  that 
we  think  the  plural  vote  is  either  a  grave 
injustice,  or  ought  to  be  abolished.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  various  parts  of 
his  speech  dwelt  upon  what  I  think  he 
called  the  importance  of  giving  effect  to 
the  will  of  the  locality.     Now,  Sir,  I  am 
of   opinion,    and    always   have   been    of 
opinion,  that  the  whole  basiF  of  represen- 
tation in  this  House  is  a  local  basis,  aud 
that   the  various  localities,   when    they 
send    Representatives    here,  while    con- 
scious, of  course,  of  the  Imperial  obliga- 
tions resting  upon  them,   must  vote  as 
localities,  and  have  regard  to  the  interests 
of     localities,     and      it      is     for     that 
reason    those   who    are   interested    in    a 
locality  by  the  possession  of  property  of 
this    kind   have  a  perfect  right,   by  the 
immemorial  traditions  of  our  Constitution, 
to  make  their  voices  heard.      The  right 
hon.   Gentleman   found   it   very  easy  to 
denounce   those  who    had   a  speculative 
love  of  constitntioua!   symmetry.      That 
is  a  very  convenient  argument  when  you 
areatlfK^king  those  who  wish  to  do  away 
with  an  anomaly,  but  a  very  inconvenient 
argumc^nt  to  use  when  your  whole  case  is 
that  van  wish  to  do  away  with  another, 
anomaly.      In    what    interest    are    ye 
attacking    the   speculative   love   of  eoi^' 
stitntional    symmetry  ?      You    find    an 
anomaly,  or  what  you  think  is  an  anomaly, 
you   start    with    the  speculative  maxim 
that  e^ery  man  shoo  Id  have  a  vote  and 
no  man  sliouhl  have  more  than  one  vote, 
and  you  attempt  to  carry  out  that  purely 
speculative  doctrine  in  this  Bill.     Theti 
what   arc   you   but   tho   advocates  of  a 
speculative  symmetry,   and  who  are  you 
that  you   should   complain  of  us  ?     We 
say  that  if  you  mean  to  go  in  for  specula-^ 
tive  symmetry  you  should  go  in  for  specu- 
lative symmetry  all  round,    I  am  not  now, 
and  never  have  been,  one  of  that  class  of 
politicians   who   think    that  the  gravest 
evil  that  can  happen  to  any  country  is  to 
possess  a  Constitution  in  which  there  are 
no  anomalies.     I  should  be  very  unhappy 
if  I  held  that  view,  and  I  do  not  hold  it. 
Our    Constitution    is   full  of  anomalies. 
Every    Constitution    which  hag   been  of 
slow  growth  mui^t  \ye  full  of  anomalies, 
I  think  you  might  spend  your  time  more  ] 
profitably  for  the  community  in  endear 
vouring  to  pare  the  anomalies  away  one 
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hy  one  until  you  reduce  the  wbole  fabric 
lo  the  fljrametncal  outline  wbieb  pleasei 
tbe  lovers  of  specahitive  CotiHtitutiooul 
aymmetry,  I  want  to  know  what  excuse 
the  Government  have  under  those  cir- 
cumstances for  asking  u.*i  to  touch  one, 
and  that  the  leflsi  hurtful,  of  these 
aiiomaliea  when  all  tbe  other  attomaliee, 
injurious  though  they  may  be,  are  staring 
them  in  the  face,  C)f  courae,  everybody 
knows  that  when  we  tulk  of  this  House 
reflecting  the  will  of  the  peopde  of  this 
country  we  are  using  a  pbrtise  which  is 
fairly  accurate,  but  wbicb  will  not  bear 
elose  exam  Illation,  and  I  understand  the 
whole  object  of  theGoYernment,  is  to  make 
it  bear  a  closer  examiuation  iti  the  future 
than  in  tbe  past.  If  that,  is  their  view 
lot  them  attack  tbe  gravciJt  anomalies  first 
and  leave  the  minor  ones  till  afterward*^. 
And  what  are  tbe  gravest  anomalies  t 
The  Government  know  perfectly  well  that 
the  gravest  anomaly  in  the  distribution  of 
political  power  and  the  gravest  inequality 
does  not  arise  from  this  class  of  pbiral 
vot-ers,  but  from  tbe  way  in  which  yon 
distribute  your  sear^.  It  is  notorious,  it 
does  not  admit  of  argument,  timt  par- 
ticular localities,  pnrlicular  districts,  par- 
ticular countries,  have  a  far  larger  s^hare 
in  determining  Imperial  issues  on  which 
the  House  of  Commons  is  aske<l  to  pro- 
nounce that  they  have  tiicsligblest  right 
to,  judged  hy  population.  For  itistauce, 
•if  you  are  going  to  take  the  test  of  popu- 
lation, if  you  are  going  to  lay  down  the 
principle  that  every  man  shotihl  Imvo  one 
vote  and  that  no  man  should  have  more 
than  the  vu  hie  of  one  vote»,  are  you  not 
l)^iiuiing  at  the  wrong  end  when  yon 
begin  to  touch  this  ancient  franchise,  and 
ought  you  Dot  to  begin  with  that  Re- 
diBtribiitiou  Bill  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  only  alluded  in  order  that  he 
might  repudiate  it  ?  He  said  if  yon 
redistribute  now  you  will  have  to  re<lis- 
tributo  again  in  lo  or  20  years.  I  think 
it  13  very  likely  you  may  have  to  do  that, 
bnt  nobody  expects  finality  from  ro^lis- 
tribution,  any  more  than  from  anything 
else*  But  are  we  to  snhmit  to  all  these 
anomalies  now  simply  because  if  we 
do  away  with  thorn  now  we  shall 
be  some  day  asked  to  do  away  with 
tbem  again  ?  I  do  not  ask  for  a 
ntechanieal  and  automatic  redistribution 
scheme  such  as  ol>tainB  in  America.  It 
is  not  a  method  I  should  recommend  to 
the  House ;  but  I  do  sincerely  give 
the  House  this  advice^ — wo  can  tolerate 
Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour 


and  have  tolerated  for  many  years,  and 
have  done,  I  hope,  good  work  under,  a 
very  anomalous  system.  It  is  a  great 
waste  of  Parliamentary  time  and  energy 
always  to  be  dealing  with  your  Consti- 
tntion,  but  if  you  do  resolve  that  you 
will  deal  with  your  Constitution,  if  yon 
are  driven  on  by  the  overmastering 
difficulties  and  objections  you  feel  in 
dealing  with  tbe  daily  course  of  your 
work — then,,  by  all  means,  set  about  the 
reform  of  your  Constitution,  hut  do  it  on 
some  rational  system,  and  do  it  by 
beginning  with  the  gravest  evils  and  not 
with  the  least.  That  is  my  advice  to 
the  Government,  Considering  that  our 
whole  electoral  system  was  dealt  with 
not  nine  years  ago,  I  should  say,  let  us 
inbmit  to  the  obvions  anomalies  under 
which  we  lal>our,  and  let  us  go  on  and 
do  the  work  the  country  wants  of  us 
without  meddling  with  our  whole  scheme 
of  representation.  But  if  they  will  not 
take  my  advice  upon  that  point,  and 
insist  upon  briuging  in  a  Reform  Bill,  let 
it  be  a  Itefonn  Bill  whit-h  will  reform 
what  ought  to  be  reformed — let  it  bo  a 
Reform  Bill  which  goes  to  tbe  root  of 
the  inequalities  under  which  we  labour, 
and  then.  Sir,  I  think  the  Government 
will  ^xiA  that  then'  htive  behind  them, 
not  merely  that  body  of  persons  who  feel 
they  may  get  some  electoral  ail  vantage 
out  of  the  change  proposed,  hut  the 
wbole  iKwly  of  that  public  opinion  w^hich 
desires  that  this  House  nXmW  l>e  a 
faithful  rejection  of  the  people  of  thii 
country, 

8iR  C.  \\\  DILKE  (Gloucester, 
Forest  of  Dean)  :  There  are  only  two 
points  which  at  this  hour  I  wish  to 
mention,  and  that  almost  in  a  single 
w*ord.  They  are  two  points  which  ought, 
perhaps,  to  bo  mentioned  to-day  rather 
than  reserved  for  the  Second  Reading* 
The  first  is,  that  it  is  a  somewhat  unfor- 
tunate fact  that  owing  to  the  form  la 
which  tbe  title  of  the  Bill  has  been  drawn 
and  its  contents  described,  tlie  greatest  of 
all  the  registration  difficulties  of  the  pre- 
sent time  in  the  United  Kingdom  cannot 
be  remedied  in  this  Bill.  I  mean  thoae 
which  concern  the  case  of  Ireland,  A« 
regards  England  and  Wales  especially,  we 
have  now  a  reformed  system  of  registra- 
tion through  the  indirect  effect  of  tJae 
Local  Goveruraent  Act  of  last  vear,  but 
as  regards  Ireland  the  state  of  registra- 
tion is  a  disgrace  to  the  United  Kingdom^ 
and  it  prevents  the  electoral  system  of 
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IrelftDtl  being  that  of  a  civilised  countrj. 
J^  is  a  very  im fortunate  fact  that,  owing 
Bp  the  way  in  wEiich  this  Bill   is  eoa- 
■Inicted,  it  will  be  impossibte  for  us  to 
Ptmedy  it  in  the  provisions  of  this  Bilh 
TThe  other  point  1  wish  to  name  la  one  in 
reply   to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Imd&t   of    the    Opposition,     From    hi^ 
apeeoh  I  am  afraid  it  will  go  out  to  his 
Wme&t  Party  in  the  Stiitc  that   the  plan 
^piiieb  15  advocated  hj  all— namely,  the 
Butting  an  end  to  the  period  of  residence, 
^hich  may  be  2^  years^  and  which  is  iu 
reality,  I  believe,  always  nearly  two  years, 
has  been  put  an  eud  to  by  the  snbaritii- 
tioQ  of  a  pericKi  of  three  months.     That 
is  not  what  the  Bill  proposes.     The  Bill 
proposes  a  period^  which  is  a  period  of  9 
or  10  months  in  the  sense  in  which  it  is 
now  l^  years  at  least,  I  say  that  for  this 
roMon  :  If  you  take  the  dates  which  were 
Oftined    by  the  right  hon.  Gentlemati — 
mmeiy,  the  present  date  of  three  months 
up  to  Jnly,  and  the  Register  coming  into 
force  on  the   1st  of  January  after,  that 
wiil  be  a  period  of  nine  months.     If  you 
lake  the  dates  which  were  in  the  Bill  of 
Ust  year,  the  24th  of  June  ami  tbe  24th 
of  March,  that  will  be  a  period  of  a  little 
BpYer  ten  months  before  a  man  can  get  on 
[ye   Register,  atid  therefore,    when    the 
T^eader   of    the  Opposition    declares  his 
wish  to  greatly  shorten   the   present  far 
too  long  period  of  registration,  he  must 
remember  that  the    period  proposed  by 
the  Bill  is  not  a  period  of  three  months 
in  the  sense  of  his  remark t$,  but,  on  the 
contrary^  is  a  period  of  9  or  10  mouths, 
as  the  case  may  be.       Other  remarks  I 
should  like  to  offer  on  this  Bill  may  be 
offered  on  the  Second  Reading,  wheo,  no 
doubt,  the   House  will   have  an  oppor- 
tunity   of    debating    the    large    question 
raised,  but  I  thought  these  two  remarks 
were  appropriate  to  the  present  stage  of 
the  Bill. 

SiRH.JAMES(Bury,Lanca8hu^):Mn 
Speaker,  when  in  the  year  1892  my  right 
wkx>u*  Friend  the  Member  for  Halifax  in- 
ftrodaced  a  Registration  Bill, and  when  last 
year  the  Govemnient  introduced  a  simi- 
lar Bill,  there  were  some — I  for  one — 
who  were  glad  enough  to  be  able  to  give 
their  general  support  to  those  Hills. 
For  they  were  purely  Registration 
Bills  ;  and  were  apparently  framed  with 
the  genuine  purpose  of  increasing  the 
Qomber  of  electors.  There  was  no  dis en- 
franchisement in  them,  and,  as  far  as 
conld   be    judgeil,    they    were    genuine 


attempts  to  improve  our  registration 
system  without  consideration  of  any  ad- 
vantage to  any  Party  in  the  Stiite.  I 
am  afraid  a  marked  difference  exists  be- 
tween tbe  two  former  Bills  and  the  one 
which  is  now  submitted  to  us.  In  the  first 
place,  this  Bill  is  a  great  disfranchising 
Bill,  and,  as  Mr.  Dii«raeli  once  said,  the 
man  who  proposes  disfranchisement  must 
fully  prove  his  case.  I  cannot  allow  the 
opportonitj  to  pass  without  ai^king  the 
House  to  consider  the  very  important 
propositions  which  this  Bill  will  place 
before  Parliament  and  the  country.  Tbe 
Chief  Secretiiry  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
spoke  of  this  Bill  as  if  it  would  only 
disfranchise  the  ownership  voter,  and,  as 
showing  what  was  in  his  mind,  he  men- 
tioned a  figure  approaching  some  half 
milhon  of  electors.  That  is  an  entire 
mistake.  The  statement  represents  but 
a  small  portion  of  those  who  will  be  dis- 
franchised under  the  Bill,  It  is  not  the 
ownership  voter  we  care  most  about*  It 
is  not  the  non-resident  voter  whose  in- 
terests alone  we  seek  to  protect.  The 
voter  we  have  to  protect  forms,  I  believe, a 
far  greater  class,  and  one  of  greater  im- 
portance, than  the  ownership  voter.  It 
is  the  occupation  voter,  who  exLi^ts  under 
a  franchise  created  not  of  olden  time,  but 
by  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1832. 
The  Reform  Act  brought  into  existence 
a  very  large  class  of  voters  which  year 
by  year  has  been  extending  itself,  and 
will,  in  the  fnture,  go  on  extending  itself. 
You  have  the  men  who  in  large  towns 
carry  on  their  business.  They  are  to  be 
found,  of  course,  in  London,  Liverpool, 
Manchester,  Birmingham,  and  all  large 
towns.  They  are  subject  to  the  rating 
that  exists  in  the  towns.  They  have  the 
greatest  interest  iu  those  commercial 
localities,  but  none  of  them,  or  at  least 
few  of  them,  live  there.  The  majority 
pass  away  into  the  ueighbouring  counties, 
and  they  have  a  vote  for  those  counties. 
You  are  about  to  disfranchise  them.  My 
right  hon.  Frieud  speaks  as  if  they  were 
of  no  account,  as  if  he  had  never 
even  heard  of  them.  But  this  id 
the  double  voter  we  have  to  con- 
sider. Yon  cannot  treat  him  as  non- 
resident. He  does  not  come  to  the 
locality  ouly  on  the  day  of  an  election. 
Every  day  of  his  life  he  spends  half  in 
the  place  where  he  carries  on  his  business, 
and  half  in  the  county  where  ho  has  his 
home  ;  where  he  is  equally  subject  to 
taxation,   where  he  has  equal  local  in- 
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terests  ;  ftod  yet  you  propose  to  diafran- 
chise  him  in  one  of  tliese  two  localities. 
This  not  only  appliea  to  men  of  property, 
bat  to  ttome  extent  to  workmen. 
Tlirongb  the  ex  ten  a  ion  of  small  hold- 
ings, for  example,  some  portion  of 
this  clnss  have  now  two  votes.  So 
far  as  we  can  gather  from  the  state- 
ment of  the  Minister,  we  are  now  asked 
to  cast  these  men  on  one  side,  because, 
forsootli  !  tliey  only  appear  **onthe  day 
of  an  election/'  The  Chief  Secretary 
and  also  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
referred  to  *?oaio  oh&ervationa  of  mine  In 
respect  of  rating.  I  did  express  the 
view  that,  if  you  look  at  the  matter  his- 
torically, rating  is  only  evidence  of 
property  qnalifiention,  and  not  qualifiea- 
tion  itself.  Bnt,  having  made  that  state- 
ment, I  had  a  large  correspondence,  in 
which  8ome  arguments  were  put  forward 
which  cannot  but  be  regarded  as  of 
great  weight.  They  ought  at  least  to  be 
regarJed  with  great  weight  when  you  are 
altering  your  Register  by  disfranchising 
men  of  substance  and  who  have  interests 
in  the  locality.  It  was  pointed  out  to 
me  that  if  you  enfranchise  all  men  who 
do  not  pay  rates- — I  atn  not  spieuking  of 
compound  h on schulders— who  being  liable 
to  pay  rates  tlo  not  pay  them,  you  are 
enfranchising  a  great  class,  a  class  of 
defaulters.  I  was  asked  by  my  corre- 
spondents  whether  it  would  be  beiiefiring 
the  State  to  enfranchise  defaulters, 
oftentimes  intentional  defaulters,  I  am 
bound  to  aay  that  is  a  strong  question 
to  put  to  ourticlves  now.  If  you  are 
going  to  take  off  the  Register  those  men 
who  fulfil  every  obligation  and  have  in- 
terest in  the  State  and  in  loealities,  should 
you  at  the  same  time  enfranchise  those 
men  who  are  defaulters  ?  One  other 
practicnl  question  must  be  considered. 
The  best  collector  of  rates  is  the  regis- 
tration officer.  There  Is  many  a  man 
who  never  would  puy  his  rates  unless  he 
knew  he  would  be  struck  off  the  Pnrlia- 
mentary  Register,  with  the  consequent 
result  that  the  fact  of  non  payment 
would  be  disclosed  and  a  certain  social 
disgrace  woidd  follow.  Once  tell  a  mao 
that,  whether  bo  pays  his  rates  or  whether 
be  does  not,  be  will  he  treated  for  poli- 
tical purposes  in  the  same  way,  you  will, 
as  was  pointed  out  to  me,  add  a  great 
incentive  to  the  non-performance  of  a 
duty  which  every  citizen  ought  to  dis- 
charge, I  said  of  the  two  previon^i  Bills 
that   they  were   not    intended    for    the 

Sir  AT,  ,/amej 


benefit  of  either  political  Party,  If,  now? 

I  approach  this  Bill  with  suspicion  iii 
my  mind  it  arises  from  the  statements  of 
Members  of  the  Government.  The  Home 
Secretary,  in  dealing  with  the  House  of 
Lords,  shook  bis  finger  at  them  anil 
said,  "Let  us  catch  them  touching  a 
Registration  Bill,  and  we  will  soon  dis- 
solve Parliament."  Is  this  Bill  intro- 
duced lor  the  purpose  of  &eeuri ng  the^ 
Dissolution  of  Parliament  ?  Then,  Sir^ 
I  noted  in  this  inoruing's  Journals  a 
report  of  a  speech  made  by  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  (reneral. 
I  presume  his  name  will  be  on  the  back 
of  the  Bili,  for  the  names  of  Attorneys 
General  do  sometimes  appear  on  the 
back  of  Registration  Bills.  He  stated 
with  exnhation  that  the  Govcrumeot 
would  to-day  introduce  a  Bill  for  the 
purpose  of  registration,  the  re8ult  of 
wbieb  would  he  to  seeuro  in  the  con- 
stituency in  which  he  was  speaking,  now 
represented  by  a  Conservative,  the  re- 
turn of  a  Liberal  Member.  Before  W6 
accept  the  intr<Hluetion  of  this  Bill  w& 
should  like  to  know  from  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  what  are  the  clauses  of 
this  Bill  which  will  secure  the  return  of 
a  Radical  Member  for  Maryleljons. 
For  what  will  effect  such  a  result  in 
Marylebone  will  do  the  eame  in 
many  other  constitnencies.  There- 
fore the  <Tovernmcnt  must  not  say  this 
is  a  Registration  Bill  of  a  patriotic 
character,  int  rod  need  merely  for  the  pur- 
pose of  placing  voters  on  the  Register 
and  extending  the  Register.  Nor  can 
the  Government  expect  hon.  Gentlemen 
not  to  criticise  this  Bill  under  the  clr- 
cnmsfances  I  have  pointed  oat.  At  every 
stage  we  will  he  endeavouring  to  obtain 
from  the  Govcniment  or  frotn  our  own 
investigation  what  is  the  clause  and  what 
are  the  provisions  that  will  effect  the 
object  indicated  by  the  Attorney  General, 
Last  year's  Bill  contained  a  provision 
which  Bome  of  us  tboiigbt  to  be  wise  and 
just,  and  that  was  to  allow  greater 
facility  for  loclgers  being  placed  on  the 
Register.  It  was  au  open  secret  thai 
supporters  of  the  Government  repre* 
senting  county  constituencies  objected  to 
that  provision.  It  ia  dropped  out  now. 
Why  is  it  dropped  ont?  The  Chief 
Secretiiry  gave  as  a  reason  that  it  waft 
"going  deep  into  franchise*'  to  give 
greater  facilities  for  the  registration  of 
voters.  Does  not  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man **go  deep"  into  franehif^e  when  lie 
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diafraDchieefl  some  1,000,000  electors? 
He  goes  deep  enough  into  fraocliiBe  in  one 
direction,  but  he  refuBes  to  touch  this 
question  of  the  registration  of  voters, 
which  was  thought  wise  when  the  Go- 
vernment proposed  it  last  year.  No  ; 
my  right  Lou.  Friend  must  get  a  hetter 
argument  than  that  for  seeking  to  prevent 
lodgers  having  greater  faeilities  for 
reglstratiou.  It  is  no  use  to  tell  us  it  is 
going  too  deep  into  franchise,  and  we 
cannot  have  it.  There  are  points  in  the 
Bill  that  will  require  great  practical 
attention.  I  note  that  the  owtiersliip 
voter  who  travels  from  conuty  to  county 
U  to  ho  disfranchised;  bnl  when  the 
Government  come  to  defend  that  dis- 
franchisement as  a  matter  of  principle  they 
will  have  to  explain  how  it  is  they  can 
let  this  double  voter  vote  at  hye-electiona* 
That  a  mau,  having  the  requisite  pro- 
perty qualitk-ation,  should  be  ahlo  to  go 
into  10  counties  and  vote  at  bye-elections, 
and  not  be  able  !o  vote  at  Gcueral  Elec- 
tions, I  do  not  at  all  understand.  Again, 
this  queiition  of  voting  on  one  day  is  a 
inost  serious  question  fof  thccouvenieiice 
of  localities,  and  this  will  have  to 
be  borne  in  mind  when  we  reach 
the  Committee  stage  of  the  Bill. 
To  take  the  vote  upon  Saturday  repre- 
sents in  most  counties  in  England  taking 
it  upon  market  day,  and  in  boroughs  it 
represents  taking  it  ou  the  day  when  the 
working  man^t^  wife  purchases  the  goods 
for  the  following  day  or  week.  It  repre- 
sents l»y  far  the  luisiest  Utiy  of  every  trades- 
man, and  I  would  remind  the  House  that 
members  of  one  persuasion  have  great 
objection  to  recording  their  votes  ou  a 
Saturday.  There  is  another  matter— 
the  time  to  be  allowed  after  the  Dissolu- 
tion l>efore  the  elections  take  ph*co.  We 
do  not  waut  to  increase  the  time  in  the 
boroughs  in  order  to  meet  the  case  of  the 
counties,  and  at  the  same  time  it  may  not 
be  well  to  decrease  the  time  in  the 
counties.  Anyway,  it  should  be  remem- 
bered that  increase  in  the  time  means  in* 
4ireftse  in  expenses  and  increased  injury  to 
business,  I  will  notiiay  moreou  the  First 
Kei^ing  of  this  Bill.  *It  is  a  Bill  full  of 
objectionable  provisions,  and  they  will 
have  to  be  most  fnlly  discuBsed  at  a  later 
stage.  This  measure  is  a  reforming  Bill 
of  the  gravest  importance,  and  never 
ought  to  have  been  called  a  mere  Regis* 
tration  Bill, 

•Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington^  N-)  said, 
that  this  was  one  of  the  measures  of  the 
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Government  brought  in  under  a  miBUO- 
mer*  He  considered  it  a  gerrymandering 
Bill  rather  than  a  Registration  BilL 
Everyone  agreed  that  there  was  a  great 
deal  needing  change  in  the  present 
registration  system*  For  instance,  12 
montlis  was  too  long  a  qualifying  period  ; 
hnt  when  they  set  about  remedying 
the  defects  in  registration  they  should 
not  close  tlieir  eyes  to  the  enormous 
anomalies  in  redistribution^  He  should 
not  have  objected  to  many  of  the  provi* 
sions  of  the  Billif  it  had  been  accompanied 
by  a  fair  redistribution  scheme.  But  this 
real  I  y  w  as  a  ge  rry  ma  n  d  eri  n  g  m  eas  1 1  re,  W  by 
should  they  continue  a  system  under  which 
five  men  in  London  had  only  the  same 
power  of  voting  as  cue  man  in  Ireland  ? 
If  the  Government  were  really  honest  in 
their  profession  they  would  have  intro- 
duced i\  fair  system  of  redistnhiitioo 
which  would  have  made  all  votes,  as  far 
as  possible,  of  the  same  value,  and  made 
the  House  more  thoroughly  representativa 
of  public  opiuion  thronghout  the  country. 
Of  course,  it  was  not  possible  to  make 
votes  absolutely  and  inathemarically  alib 
in  value  ;  hut  there  was  no  conceivable 
reason  why  Ireland  should  continue  to 
send  to  the  House  2o  more  Members  than 
it  was  entitled  to,  while  London  sent  25 
less  than  its  population  entitled  it  to 
have.  With  regard  to  having  the  elec- 
tions ou  one  day,  he  thought  it  would 
have  some  disadvantages,  but  still  h© 
was  inclined  to  look  favourably  upon  it 
if  it  were  accompunied  by  a  complete 
chauge  in  the  present  machinery  for  con- 
ducting elections.  There  must  ht?  a  re- 
turning officer  for  ii\f^ry  place  returning  a 
Member.  At  present  the  returning  officer 
for  Islington  and  Paddington  was  the 
same,  though  there  were  six  constitu- 
encies and  six  Members  ;  and,  of 
course,  unless  there  was  a  returuing 
officer  for  every  constituency,  it  wonld  he 
difficult  to  carry  out  the  elections  on  the 
same  day.  He  was  surprised  that  the 
Government  had  determined  that  Satiir- 
day  should  be  the  day  on  which  all 
elections  should  take  place.  He  re- 
membered in  the  Election  of  1885  that 
his  opponents  got  the  polling  fixed  for  a 
Saturday,  as  they  were  convinced  ii 
would  give  them  a  great  advantage  ;  but 
ho  was  glad  of  it — he  thought  Saturday 
on  the  whole  a  good  day  for  the  elections, 
though  it  was  inconvenient  to  the 
tradesmen  .class— for  the  more  electors 
polled  the  better,  he  lielieved,  it  would 
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be  for  him  and  the  principles  he  repre- 
sented. But  what  the  House  was  asked 
to  do  bj  the  Bill  was  to  perpetuate  all 
the  worst  anomalies  of  the  present 
electoral  sjstem.  The  Bill  was  reallj, 
trulj,  and  entirely  a  Partj  move ;  and 
was  BO  arranged  as  to  give  all  the  advan- 
tages to  the  GoYemment.  The  whole 
machinerj  of  elections  was  to  be  made 
subservient  to  Party  purposes.  The 
Bill  had  many  defects.  A  really  extra- 
ordinary omission  from  it  was  a  pro- 
vision to  enable  lodgers  to  get  on  the 
Register.  He  considered  that  a  lodger  had 
as  much  right  to  be  on  the  Register  as  any- 
body else,  for  he  had  as  much  interest  as 
anylxxly  else  in  the  welfare  of  the 
eountry.  But  the  Bill  was  not  a  Bill  to 
increase  voters,  but  was  a  Bill  to  gerry- 
mander the  constituencies.  If  the  Con- 
servative Party  allowed  the  Bill  to  pass 
in  its  present  condition  they  would  be 
^^SE^^K  A  pi^  ^or  themselves  ;  they  would 
be  playing  into  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  assisting  in  improving  by  un- 
fair means  the  position  of  the  Government 
in  the  country. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  only  rise  to 
appeal  to  the  House  to  allow  the  Bill  to 
be  introduced  and  printed,  in  order  that 
it  may  be  placed  properly  l)efore  the 
House  and  the  country  for  discussion.  It 
is  true  that  when  a  Bill  of  large  political 
importance  is  introduced  criticisms  are 
offered  on  the  First  Reading,  but  that  is 
not  considered  a  stage  at  which  full  dis- 
cussion can  be  taken.  I  hope,  therefore, 
that  the  House  will  allow  the  Bill  to  be 
read  a  first  time. 

Mk.  CREMER  (Shoroditch,  Haggers- 
ton)  said  that,  notwithstanding  the  appeal 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  addressed  to  the  House,  he  thought 
it  right  to  say  a  few  words  on  this  Bill. 
No  one  could  imagine  that  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  would  purposely  mislead 
the  HouHO,  but  the  right  hou.  Gentlomau 
in  repeating  a  statem(>nt  made  by  the 
right  hon.  (xcntleman  who  introduced  the 
Bill,  said — and  it  was  only  ri^ht  that  ho 
should  be  contradicted  on  the  point — 
that  the  proposal  incorporated  in  the  Bill 
for  having  all  the  elections  on  one  day 
had  never  been  made  to  the  House  before. 
Why,  for  the  last  six  or  seven  years  Bills 
had  been  before  the  House  embodying 
that  very  principle.  The  fact  might 
have  escaped  the  notice  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  it  was  duo  to  their 
humble  servant  to  say  that  he  had  had 
J^r.  Bar  fief/ 


such  a  Bill  before  the  House  for  the  paat 
seven  years^  and  similar  Bills  had  been 
introduced  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bethnal  Green  and  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Kilkenny.  They  also  proposed 
in  those  Bills  that  the  period  of 
qualification  should  be  three  monthB| 
and  that  the  Register  should  b« 
made  out  twice  a  year.  He  wm 
glad,  therefore,  that  the  Government 
had  seen  their  way  to  introduce  into  their 
Bill  principles  and  provisions  which 
earned  for  those  who  first  promulgated 
them  in  the  House  the  sneer  of  being 
visionaries.  He  had  not  the  slightest 
desire  of  prolonging  the  discussion,  bat 
he  could  not  help  expressing  the  bitterest 
disappointment  at  the  disappearanoe  ol 
the  registration  officers  proposed  to  be 
created  in  the  Bill  of  last  year.  That 
omission  would  increase  the  burden  whioh 
candidates  for  Parliament  had  to  bear. 
Almost  every  Representative  had  to  put 
his  hand  in  his  pocket  to  assist  the  Local 
Bodies  in  getting  the  voters  on  the 
Register.  He  knew  Members  who  had 
to  pay  £300  or  £400  a  year  to  enable  the 
Local  Bodies  to  discharge  the  expenses 
incurred  in  getting  the  voters  on  the 
Register.  Those  expenses  would,  of 
course,  l)e  increased  if  the  Register  were 
made  up  twice  a  year,  but  they  would 
have  been  rendered  unnecessary  alto- 
gether if  the  registration  officer  had  been 
appointed.  He  thought  the  Bill  of  last 
year  was  a  far  better  measure.  Several 
of  the  best  proposals  of  the  Bill  of  last 
year  were  dropped  out  of  the  present 
Bill ;  but,  nevertheless,  he  welcomed  this 
attempt  of  the  Government  to  settle 
some  of  the  most  glaring  of  the  electoral 
grievances. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  J. 
liorloy,  The  Chanoellor  of  the  Excheqner,  Mr. 
Shaw-IjefoTre,  and  Mr.  Dyke  Acland. 

Bill  prescutoil,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  161.] 

^^  SUPPLY-REPORT. 

Resolutions  ri2th  April]  reported* 
[See  page  226.J 

NAVY  ESTIMATES,  1894-6. 
Resolutions  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
"  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  first  Resolution." 

Mr.  KEARLEY  (Devonport)  said, 
that  as  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
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Admimhy    had    mttde   no  reply    in    his 
speeches    the  previoni  day,   to  tlie    re- 
quest made  to  him  to  conBitler  the  advis- 
ability of  opening  up  further  aveuuee  of 
I,      promotion    for    warrant   officers    in    the 
■jKavy,  he  desired  to  ask  the  right  hon, 
^■Gentleman  whether  he  would  now  make 
^Biome  statement  on  the  siibjeet, 
^    The  SECllETARY  to  the  ADMI> 
RALTY  (Sir  U.  Kav-8iujttlewoutk, 
^Xiaucai^hire,    Clitheroo)  ;     It    waa  quite 
^irnpoasible  for  me  in  the  little  time  at  my 
iiiposai  when   the  matter  was   brought 
forward  to  have  given  any  ejcplanation. 
LBut  I  have  already  told  the  Hon^e  that 
Lit  won  Id  be  necf.Hsary  next  year  for  Par- 
Lliament  to  add  to  the  number  of  warrant 
kofBeerti,  and  that   ivith  that  view  an  in- 
[quiry   was  now  being  held  h.h  to  the  con- 
LditiotiB  of  service  of  warrant   officers,     I 
I  Lope  In   a   schorl  time  to   tio  able  to  an- 
nounce the  result  of   that  inqniry  to  the 
[House,  and  in  the  meantime  I  can  ai^nure 
I  my  boo.  Friend   that  the  i*ubject  is  re- 
^cciving  our  most  careful  consideration, 

'Mk.    weir     (lioss    and     Cromarty) 

(|0aid,  that  on  tlie   previous  night  he  had 

ftlled   the    attention    of    the    right    hon. 

Gentleman    the    Financial   Seerctary    to 

[the  Admiralty  to  soTue  matter?}  counecled 

[with  his  Department  affecting  the  High- 

f.  lands 

•Mb,  speaker  :  Order,  order  I 

It  being  ten  minutes  before  Seveu  of 
the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjonrned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  this  day. 

LAND  ACTS  ^IRELAND). 
JIOTIOX     ¥0U     A     SELECT     COMMITTEE, 

Motion  made,  and  Qnestion  proposed, 

'•  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  '  to 

Inquire  into  nnd  reiwrt  ir|:>r»n  the  principlea  and 

practice  of  the  Irish  Land  Commiii»iouera  and 

L County  Coart  Judges  in  carr.ving  out  the  lair 

'leot  ami  free  sale  i)rovigionH  of  the  I.jmd  Act« 

of  1670»  1«81,  and    !887,  and  of  the  Retlemp- 

lion  of  Rent  Act  of  1891,  and  to  jiuggeat  socb 

•Improvements  in  I*aw  or  practice  as  they  may 

I  deem  to  be  desirable.*  '^(.Vr.  J.  Morley.'} 

Mh.  smith  BARRY  (Htrnts.  S,)  : 
1  object. 

Mb.  T.  W.  Rl  SSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
Mr,  Speaker,  was  not  the  Question  put, 
and  i«  not  the  hou.  Member  too  fate  ? 

Mk.  SPEAKER:  No;  I  had  only 
gathered  the  **  Ayes/' 

Mr.  T.  M.  HKALY  (Louth,  N,)  :  I 
wish  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
Ub&d    whether    he   will    put    down    thi« 
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Motion  again  to  have  the  House  treated 
in  ttii8  manner  ? 

Mr.  1\  W.  RUSSELL:  1  do  not 
think  the  Government  «*hould  be  dragged 
through  this  proeeeding  in  thit^  way.  I 
think  the  full  responsibility  of  refusing 
this  Committee  ought  to  be  placed  on 
hon.  Gentlemen  oppo»ite* 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.) :  We 
would  really  like  to  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  put  the  Motion 
down  again  ? 

Ma.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  will  put  it  down 
once  more, 

•Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) : 
1  heg  entirely  to  disclaim  having  any- 
thing whatever  %q  do  with  the  obstruc- 
tion of  this  Committee.  I  am  entirely  in 
favour  of  it. 


i. 


The  House  suspended  ita    Sitting  at 
five  miijutes  before  Seven  of  the  clock. 


EVENING  SITTING, 


SUPrLY— GOMMrrTEE. 

Order  for  Conamittee  read. 

Motion  mailc,  and  Qnestion  proposed, 
**That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

SMALL  HOLDINGS  (IttKLAND). 
RESOLl'TIOV. 

CtiLoNEL  NOLAN  (Galway^  N.),  in 
rising  to  call  attention  to  tlie  totally  in- 
adequate means  at  present  possessed  by 
labourers,  by  small  holders  of  land,  and 
by  others  in  Ireland  of  obtaining  land  or 
of  atlding  to  their  too  small  holdings, 
»nd  to  move— 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  all  tho 
facilities  for  obtaining  land  now  poaseaeed  hj 
Borland  ahonld  bo  at  onceext^uiled  tolrelaaa, 
and  thatt  while  the  same  macbin«ry  or  councils 
u»ed  In  Englaml  are  not  in  \m^  in  Irclntid,  Awch. 
existing  machinery  as  P«iK«r  Law  Boardft  or 
other  public  bodies  or  Uovcrnment  Depart- 
ments eboulil  be  usetl  for  the  purpoac/' 

said,  that  there  were  some  people  who 
tliought  that  there  were  no  good  things 
in  England.  He  had  no  sympathy  with 
that  view.  He  was  anxious  to  obtain  for 
the  benefit  of  the  people  of  Ireland  what 
things  in  England  he  knew  to  be  good. 
Among  these  wore  allotments  for  th© 
benefit  of  the  labourers.  At  the  present 
moment  there  were  none  of  these  in  Ire- 
land, though  they  were  most   necessary 


I 


399 


Small  ffotdingi  {COMMONS} 


(Ireland)^ 


40o1 


in  tbat  count rj,  owing  to  the  fact  that  it 
was  BO  largely  an  agricultural  country. 
Tbey  were  also  necessary  from  the  fact 
that  a  very  large  portion  of  the  popula* 
tion  were  unable  to  getemployitient.  He 
wished  to  illustrate  this  fact  by  appeal- 
ing to  the  Eaglish  MemberB,  There  were 
many  gentlemen  in  that  House  who  hud 
been  very  forul  of  vii^itlug  the  county 
which  he  represented  as  tourists^  and  he 
wondered  if  any  of  them  had  travelled 
from  Athenry  to  Gal  way.  If  they  bad 
t!jcy  would  no  douht  have  noticed  that  in 
the  whole  of  that  tract  of  country  there 
was  nothing  to  ht  seen  hut  one  long 
stretch  of  grass.  This  latid  was  now 
unbroken  by  cultivation,  and  it  therefore 
gave  little  employment  to  tbo  labouring 
population.  He  wished  to  tell  theHoute 
that  he,  for  one,  desired  to  see  a  cbange 
brought  about  in  this  state  of  tilings.  He 
desired  to  see  upplied  to  Irehmd  what 
was  now  the  law  in  England,  that  the 
County  Councils  should  have  the  right  to 
purchase  one  acre  of  land  for  the  benefit 
of  each  labourer.  The  influence  which 
such  a  law  exercised  on  the  landholder, 
and  also  oil  the  agent,  was  a  most  im- 
portant one.  It  was  ait  infincnce  which 
was  very  much  wider  than  the  utiliBatioti 
of  it  by  the  county  circles.  1l\\\s  influ- 
ence WHS  that  it  induced  them  to  volnn- 
tarify  grant  land  to  their  neigbbour  when 
they  saw  tbat  it  was  possible  that  they 
might  in  the  future  be  obliged  to  do  so  by 
compulsion.  Indeed,  this  Act  would  pro- 
duce an  efft'ct  which  was  a  very  wide 
one,  as  it  undoubtedly  would  induce  the 
owners  to  grant  land  much  more  freely, 
so  that  the  effect  which  it  would  exercise 
would  he  a  must  widespread  and  impor- 
tant orjc.  He  desired  to  point  out  that 
in  Englund  they  had  lately  considerably 
widened  that  law,  and  that  now  in  the 
Parisli  Councils  there  was  a  power  which 
enabled  them  to  purchase  as  much  a.*^ 
four  acres,  and  to  give  it  to  the  iabourert*, 
and  to  the  people  living  in  the  towns  who 
wereahleand  willing  to  work  it.  He  also 
desired  the  House  to  ohserve  that  the 
Parish  Councils  also  had  the  power  to 
obtain  plots  of  land  by  other  means. 
Where  tbey  could  not  see  their  way  to 
purchase  they  had  facilities  given  them 
for  hiring.  He  would  have  this  impor- 
tant benefit  also  conferred  upon  Ireland, 
The  English  population  in  the  rural 
difitricts  had  been  by  tbis  law  placed  in  a 
splendid  position.  It  was  a  position 
which   enabled  every   man   who   had  & 
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practical  mind  and  a  desire  to  work  to 
obtain  for  himself  the  means  of  earning 
his  livelihood  on  the  land.  But  in 
Ireland,  where  such  a  provision  was 
much  more  necessary  than  in  England^ 
on  account  of  the  want  of  employment, 
nothing  whatever  had  yet  been  done  in 
this  direction.  He  hoped  that  he  would 
not  be  met  by  the  Treasury  Bench  with 
the  objection  that  no  machinery  existed 
in  Ireland  for  the  application  of  the 
allotments  system.  The  people  of  Ireland 
did  not  care  about  the  machinery.  What 
they  wauted  was  to  get  possession  of  the 
land  in  order  to  be  able  to  work  it,  to 
earn  their  living  and  to  maintain  the 
wives  and  families  who  were  depending 
on  them  for  support.  He  believed  the 
fanlt  of  the  matter  lay  with  the  British  S 
Parliament*  He  was  bim^^elf  able  to  S 
recall  the  fact  that  20  years  ago  the 
Irish  Members  brought  in  a  County 
Boartl  Bill,  hut  he  was  sorry  to  say  that 
they  bad  failed  to  induce  the  House  to 
pass  it  into  law.  Tbey  had  ever 'since 
been  endeavouring  to  secure  the  pajissage 
of  such  a  measure,  and  to  get  this  local 
machinery  established.  He  had  no  doubt 
whatever  that  the  Iri^b  Menil>ers  would 
have  succeeded  but  for  the  obsttuetion 
whicli  they  had  met  with  in  Parliament, 
But  they  were  now  willing  to  take  such 
machinery  as  existed,  and  to  make  use  of 
it  in  enabling  the  people  to  get  the  accesB 
to  the  land  which  was  so  urgently  necee- 
sary  for  their  material  welfare.  This 
neces8ity  was  just  nowamost  prcssingone, 
He  hoped,  tlierefore,  that  he  and  those 
who  were  acting  with  him  would  not  be 
put  off  by  Liberal  Ministers  in  that  House 
with  any  of  those  old  and  wearisome 
excuses  Vi^  to  the  want  of  macbinery.  If 
they  had,  for  instance,  beard  in  Ireland 
that  there  was  some  English  mowing 
machine  tbat  would  be  useful  to  them 
for  the  cutting  of  grass  tbey  would 
naturally  desire  to  jxisscss  it  ;  hut  if  they 
were  obliged  to  apply  to  the  Govern- 
ment before  getting  the  permission  to  use 
it  they  would  probably  be  first  referred  ^ 
to  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com*  H 
mons.  After  that,  they  would  be  further  ^ 
referred  to  a  Royal  Commission.  Under 
this  obstruction  system  it  would,  there- 
fore, be  only  after  the  lapse  of  years  that 
they  would  l>e  able  in  Ireland  to  u»e  the 
mowing  machine  under  the  present  Par- 
liamentary system.  As  he  had  said 
before,  the  object  of  the  Resohition  wa» 
to  help  the  poor  who  wanted  to  werk 
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and  who  were  in  Ireland  especially  moat 
deserving  of  sympathy,  to  obtain  access 
to  the  land.  He  desired  to  again  impress 
on  the  House  the  fact  that  the  allotment!* 
syfitem  was  even  more  suited  to  Ireland 
than  to  England.  He  would  illustrate  this 
fact  by  taking  the  case  of  a  Nortlnim- 
hnan  minor  who  was  earning  7s.  a  day. 
To  such  a  person  the  facility  for  get- 
ting land  was  not  hf  the  ^ame  im- 
portance as  it  waa  to  the  poor 
Irish  labourer  in  the  rural  districts, 
where  a  man  had  to  work  for  Is.  6d.  or 
even  Is,  a  day,  and  eveu  at  that  pittance 
was  not  alwiiys  able  to  obtain  einploy- 
ment.  The  Irish  people  had  been  often 
accused  of  idleness  by  captious  English 
critics,  but  a  great  deal  of  that  idleness 
from  his  (Colouel  Nolan's)  experience 
was  an  absolutely  enforeod  idlenoHss. 
This  was  because  the  people  had  no 
facilities  for  utilising  their  uuoceupie<l 
wasfe  days.  This  they  could  avoid  if 
they  ha<l  access  to  the  laud  and  were 
given  the  opportunity  of  working  it.  He 
«S8urer[  hon.  Menibera  that  notwithstand* 
iog  the  defects  of  the  present  system 
they  would  like  to  have  the  portion  of  the 
new  law  bearing  on  allotmenta  at  once 
applied  to  Ireland.  He  would  conclude 
by  moving  the  Motion  which  stood  in 
his  name, 

•Mr*  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's),  in 
Aeoonding  the  Motion,  said,  it  was  uaeful 
again  to  remind  tlie  Houne  that  although 
Ireland  and  Great  Britain  were  supposed 
to  be  governed  by  similar  laws,  yet  no 
attempt  had  been  nia<lc  to  give  to  Ireland 
the  advantage  of  the  allotment  system 
which  prevailed  in  England.  When 
travelling  through  the  rural  districts  of 
this  country  he  had  admired  the  culti- 
vation of  land  by  labourers  obtairuible 
through  the  Allotments  Act.  He  had 
doea  small  neat  plots  containing  various 
▼egetables  which  would  not  be  otherwise 
procurable  for  the  poor  labourer,  who 
generally  received  the  lowest  wage  of 
any  worker.  Those  products  were  tbe  re- 
fill t  of  h  is  o  wn  i  n  d  u  a  try .  T  h  u  s  co  n  te  n  tm  e  u  t 
w&s  engendered,  time  utilised,  tiirift  en- 
couraged, and  oftentimes  partial  poverty 
was  at  least  averted.  Now,  this  allot- 
ment system  was  relatively  more  urgently 
required  in  agricultural  Ireland  tban  it 
WM  in  manufacturing  England.  But  it 
waa  further  needed  because  very  many 
Boards  of  Guardians,  principally  through 
their  ex  officio  members,  had  obstructed 
or  absolutely  refused  to  put  into  operation 


the  Labonrert*  Dwellings  Act,  which  was 
too  costly  and  full  of  technical  delays  in 
administration  to  be  really  effective  for 
the  purpose  for  which  it  was  passed. 
But,  altogether  apart  and  distinct  from 
this  objectioUj  there  were  thousands  of 
labourers  living  in  small  towns  and 
villages  to  whom  this  Act  was  scarcely 
applicable,  and,  in  a<ldilion,  it  might  be 
undesirable  in  some  isolated  eases  to  dis- 
turb them  from  their  present  homes. 
Meantime,  access  should  be  given  to  the^ 
land  to  all  labourers  willing  to  work  it 
for  their  own  benefit.  They  were  im- 
porting food  products  from  almost  ovcry 
country,  whilst  millions  of  acres  of  their 
own  land  were  going  to  waste,  and  labour 
was  unemployed.  In  the  year  1893  there 
had  l>een  an  enormous  decrease  in  the 
total  acreage  of  land  under  corn, 
potatoes,  and  green  crops  in  Ireland,  and, 
consequently,  less  employment  for  agri- 
cuhural  labourers.  Freqiieotly,  this  meant 
either  emigration  or  the  union.  Under 
those  circumstances,  it  Avas  not  surprlsingU 
that  there  was  discontent  and  poverty 
amongst  the  agricultural  labourers. 
Various  Labour  Societies  were  being 
organised — such  as  the  Knights  of  The 
Plough  and  kindred  Organisations,  Their 
existence  was  a  strong  proof  that  imme- 
diate and  practical  attention,  not  mere 
verbal  promises,  should  be  given  to  this 
matter*  Artizans  working  in  towns  were 
generally  protected  by  Trade  Unions, 
and  it  was  not  surprising  that  agricul- 
tural labourers,  who  had  hitherto  been 
the  most  neglected  section  of  the  com- 
munity, should  follow  their  example  and 
endeavour  to  better  their  condition.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  it  was  a  legitimate 
function  of  this  House  to  afford  facilities 
to  the  Irish  labourer  to  obtain  a  plot  of 
ground,  which  ho  con  Id  rent  on  reason- 
able terms,  and  employ  himself  upon  when 
work  was  not  to  be  had  or  during  his 
leisure  hours.  He  maintained  that  an 
opportunity  ought  to  be  afforded  to  every 
industrious  man  to  earn  a  living  in  his 
own  country,  and  he  ventured  to  submit 
that  no  more  important  question  respect- 
ing the  betterment  of  the  condition  of , 
the  Irish  agricultural  labourer  con  Id  ^ 
engage  the  attention  of  this  House. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  "  That,'*  to  the  end  of  the 
Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words — 

**  In  the  opinion  of  thia  House,  all  the  fAcili* 
tics  for  obtaiftinsf  land  now  possiessed  bj  Bng*- 
land  should  be  nt  once  exteivied  to  Irelandi  wmM 
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th&t,  while  the  s&tne  machineTj  or  councils  Qsetl 
id  Sngland  are  not  in  ns4*  in  Ireland,  i^uch 
ezittang  machinery  ae  Poor  Law  Boftixis  or 
other  public  bodies  or  Governtw  en  t  Du  purl  mental 
ihould  be    used  for    the    purpose/*^  (Oi/c>«^^ 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
vjuestioo/* 

•Mb.  T.  W,  BUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
saidj  he  entirely  sytnpiithiaed  with  the 
object  of  the  Motion.  Irish  Mem  hers, 
perhaps,  hftd  neglected  the  labour  interest 
in  Irelaud  a  littto  toonincli.  There  were 
vaat  numbers  of  labourers  in  Ireland,  and 
hardly  anything  was  more  melancholy 
than  the  sights  to  be  witnessed  in  the 
small  towns  iind  in  the  villages,  wherever 
one  went,  not  only  in  the  8011  th,  but  in 
the  North.  He  wished  they  could  compel 
the  owners  of  the  town  houses  where  the 
labourers  lived  to  improve  those  houses. 
There  was  nothing  more  miserable  than 
the  condition  of  these  labourers.  The 
labourers  on  the  land  hud  been  able  to  get 
cottages,  but  he  rather  thought  the  bon. 
and  gallant  Member  was  couceroed  about 
the  lahourers  who  lived  in  the  towns. 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  Both. 

•Mb,  T.  W.  EUSSELL  said,  that  the 
labourers  who  lived  in  the  towns,  after  a 
day's  work,  when  they  could  get  it^ — and 
it  was  not  always  to  be  got — returned  to 
these  insanitary  houses  and  they  had 
nothing  to  turn  their  minds  to — no  half- 
acre  to  work  upon.  Xbey  lived,  in  fact, 
iu  a  state  of  semi-starvation.  He  waa 
sure  they  all  sympathised  with  the  object 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  in 
moving  the  Resolution,  hut  it  was  to  be 
regretted  that  he  called  upon  the  Govern- 
ment to  act  "  at  once  "  in  this  matter. 
Having  regard  to  the  work  of  the 
Session  it  would  be  well  if  the  MotioD 
were  amended  in  that  respect,  because  it 
was  obvious  that  a  change  of  this  kind 
could  not  be  made  off-hand  and  at  once. 
He  did  not  know  what  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  meant  by  the  words  in 
his  Motion,  *^  all  the  facilities  for  obtain* 
ing  land  "  and  applying  them  to  ^^  small 
holders  of  laud.^^ 

CoLONBL  NOLAN  :  I  want  the  small 
holders  to  get  more  land. 

•Mit.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he  did  not 
know  that  that  would  he  an  advantage 
to  many  Irish  labourers*  It  was  a  good 
thing  to  give  them  land,  but  a  bad  thiog 
to  give  them  more  than  they  could  work. 


VV.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) 
said,  be  would  give  his  hearty  support  to 
the  Motiou.  A  quarter  of  a  century  aga 
he  stood  ^n  lu  favour  of  the  Irish  farmer^ 
in  this  House,  and  be  was  satisfied  that  all 
who  desired  to  see  the  material  prosperity 
of  Ireland  could  not  do  better  than  sup- 
port the  spirit  of  the  Resolution. 

Mu.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
said,  it  was  somewhat  of  a  relief  to  find 
Members  in  all  parts  of  the  House 
representing  InAi  constituencies  fullj 
alive  and  agreed  us  to  the  importance  of 
the  Resobuiou,  and  he  had  risen  before 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  lend  what  little 
weight  be  could  in  urging  upon  the 
Government  the  importance  of  the  ques- 
tion. He  could  not  agree  with  the  bon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  opposite  in 
his  objection  to  the  words  "at  once,"** 
On  the  contrary,  they  were  the  words  of 
which  be  most  approved,  and  he  thought 
it  woulil  be  much  better  for  the  House  to 
employ  its  time  iu  bettering  the  con* 
dition  of  the  labourers  of  Ireland  than  in 
the  proceeding  of  gerrymandering  the 
constituencies  of  the  country.  It  would 
not,  therefore,  cause  him  one  momcnt^s 
anxiety  if  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  were 
to  advise  the  Government  to  withdraw 
the  Registration  Bill  and  to  proceed  witJi 
a  Bill  for  assisting  the  lahourers  of 
Ireland.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
(Colonel  Nolan)  bad  said  tbat  the  la* 
hourers  of  Ireland  had  beeu  very  much 
neglected  in  the  past, and  he  (Mr,  Carson) 
entirely  agreed  with  him.  In  point  of 
fact,  he  could  not  call  to  mind  any  Act, 
except  the  Labourers'  Act,  which  in 
certain  reepects  bad  effectml  considerable 
improvements  in  Ireland,  that  had  in 
recent  years  beeu  brought  forward  in  the 
House  of  Commons  for  the  purpose  of 
ameliorating  the  condition  of  the  Irish 
labourers.  Whilst  in  England  there  was 
always  a  targe  amount  of  employment 
and  a  considerable  sum  was  annuallj 
spent  upon  the  lalK>ur  market,  in  Ire- 
land the  only  market  for  the  labour* 
ing  classes  was  that  of  the  land* 
If  some  BiU  could  be  framed 
which  would  in  any  way  mitigate  the 
condition  of  the  labourers  he  would  do 
all  that  was  in  his  power  to  see  that  that 
Bill  became  law.  Why  was  it  that  the 
Irish  labourers  had  been  so  much 
neglected  ?  The  reason  was  that  the 
fannera  had  been  thinking  too  mueh  of 
tbemselvee.  He  believed  that  gentle* 
men  below  the  Gangway  would  entirely 
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cancur  with  him  in  the  opiuion  tliat  if 
there  was  one  class  more  than  auotlier  in 
Irelaud  whicli  owed  a  debt   they  never 
eoiiJd  pay   to  the  labourers   it  was    the 
farmers.     Having    regard    to    the    laud 
legislation  that  had  been  passed   hy  Par- 
li&meot  and  to  the  benefits  that  had  been 
conferred   on  the  farmers  of  Ireland,   it 
was  really  time   that  Parliameut  should 
turn  its  attention  seriouwly  to  the  question 
of  what  could  be  done  for  the  labourers 
of  Ireland.     He  read  recently  with  great 
disappointnieut  that  jii  one   part  of  Ire- 
land^ — he  believed  it  was  oti  the  O'Grady 
estate — where  the  faniiei  t*    had  acquired 
their  farms  under  the  Purchase  Acts  one 
of  their  tirst  acts  was  to  turn  out  every 
small  holder  who  was   iu  possess  ion  of 
laad   uuder  previous   Laud  Acts.     Tiiis 
was   a    poor    way    of  recompensing  the 
labourers  for  having  assisted  the  farmers 
iu  the  land  agitation,     lie  reidly  thought 
the  farmers  ought  now,  having  received 
the  benefits  of  land  legislation  themselves, 
to  turn  their  attention  to  the  accomplish- 
ment  of  something     for    the    labourers. 
Whilst  he   was  entirely  in  accord  with 
the   principle   of    the    Resolution,  there 
would  be  in   his  view  considerable  diffi- 
culties   in  applying    it.     In   considering 
the  question  of  procedure  it  was  impos- 
sible   to    lose   sight    of    the   ditferences 
which  existed  between  the  two  countries,  i 
In  the  first  place  there   were  no  County 
Councils   in   Ireland,  and  in  thefsecond 
place  there  were  no  Parish  or  District 
Councils.     Why    was    this    the    case  ? 
[Mr.  J.  MoKLEY  :  Hear,   hear  ! j     The 
right  hou.  Gentleman  cheered  ironically. 
Why  did  not  the  right  lion.  Gentleman 
see    that    Ireland    was    included    in   the 
Parish   Councils    Bill  ?     No   doubt  the 
right    hon.    Gentleman  would    say  that 
Irelaud  must  wait  for  Parish  Councils 
until  she  got  Home  Kule.     That  meant 
that  she  must  wait  for  Parish  Councils 
nntil   the  English  people  bad  been  edu- 
cated up  to  Home  Rule,  and,  according 
to   the   hon.    Member   for   Kerry    (Mr. 
Sexton),  it  would  even  after  that  take 
*  eight   years    to    pass  a  Parish  Councils 
Bill.     It  would  not    be  difficult  to  find 
the  proper  method  of  carrying  out  the 
AUotmeut  Acts  iu   Ireland*     The  view 
he  would  put  forward  was  that  the  proper 
I  way  to  put  the  Acts  in  operation  would 
I  be  through  the  Land  Commission,  which 
[coold  be  anthorised  to  affi[>rd  facilities  to 
f  labourers  to  acquire  small  holdingSi  and  in 
course  of  time  could  enable  them  to  pur- 


chase such  holdings.  He  must  admit 
that,  as  far  as  he  knew^  he  had  never 
seen  any  disposition  on  the  part  of  land- 
lords in  Ireland  to  voluutarily  grant  small 
allotments  of  land.  He  could  never 
understand  why  landlords  either  In  Ire* 
land  or  in  England  should  grudge  a  little 
land  for  allotments  when  in  many  cases 
they  had  land  lying  idle.  No  doubt  it 
was  necessary  to  be  careful  to  adopt 
proper  machinery.  Though  the  procedure 
wan  somewhat  cumbrous  uuder  the 
Labourers*  Acts,  it  was  not  a  bit  too 
cumbrous  in  times  of  excitement  in  Ire- 
land to  prevent  injuries  being  done  to 
owners  of  property.  Time  after  time  the 
Acts  had  been  put  into  operation  against 
particular  farmers  or  landlords,  not  in  the 
real  interests  of  the  labourers  but  for 
what  he  might  call  Party  purposes.  He 
gave  the  Riisohition  every  support  as 
regarded  priuciple,  and  he  hoped  that 
some  Bill  might  be  introduced  to  give  it 
practical  effect.  If  the  bou.  Member 
went  to  a  Division  he  regretted  to  say  he 
coiiUl  not  support  the  Motion,  not  from  any 
want  of  sympathy  but  because  he  was 
paired  with  a  Nationalist  Member  who,  if 
be  were  present,  he  bad  no  doubt  would 
vote  in  favour  of  the  same  Amendment, 

Mh.  DANE  (Fermanagh,  N.)  ex- 
pressed  his  sympathy  with  the  Motion. 
He  pointed  out,  however,  that  it  would  be 
more  applicable  to  the  Provinces  of 
Leinster,  Con  naught,  and  Munster  than 
to  the  North  of  Ireland,  for  in  Ulster  the 
farmers  as  a  general  rule — of  course, 
there  were  exceptions — had  well-housed 
their  lahonrers.  [An  hon.  Memwer  :  No, 
no.j  He  said  as  a  general  rule.  He  was 
speaking  of  the  portion  of  the  North  of 
Ireland  he  was  acquainted  Avitb*  He 
knew  there  were  portions  of  County 
Monaghan  which,  although  portions  of 
Ulster,  were  not  geographically  portions  of 
Ulster.  They  were  not  portions  of  Ulster 
that  they,  the  Unionist  Members,  looked 
upon  as  Ulster.  He  thought,  therefore,  the 
Resolution  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman was  rather  too  wide,  and,  person- 
ally, be  would  couEne  it  and  limit  it  to 
the  suggestion  thrown  out  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone.  He  con- 
sidered that  if  the  Government  could  see 
their  way  to  pass  some  Act  giving  power 
to  the  Land  Commission  to  make  allot- 
ments adjoining  towns  and  villages  in 
Ireland — which,  at  the  present  time,  was 
the  subject  of  so  much  heart-burning  in 
connection   with    the   question   of   towji 
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purks — it  woulil  bo  a  move  iu  the  ri^bt 
<liret:tion.  lie  wishes!  to  express  bin 
sympathy  with  the  geoeral  principles  of 
Ahis  Resokitioii,  iiud  his  regret  that 
owing  to  being  paired  be  s  lion  Id  not  be 
-afjle  to  record  his  vote  for  the  Resohition, 
whifh  he  should  other  wise  hnve  been 
LftppV  to  do. 

General  GOLDSVVORTUY  (Ham- 
morsniitb)  sbonld  be?  glad  to  go  into  the 
Lobby  iu  snpport  of  this  Kesohition,  hnt 
lie  hoped  the  Chief  Secretary  would 
obviate  the  necessity  for  a  Division  by 
«[iving  them  some  assurance  ou  the  sub- 
ject. He  tjclievod  thtit  the  provision  of 
small  portions  of  land  for  tlie  Irisb 
Iftboiirers  would  do  more  to  make  peace 
tban  almost  any  thing  else.  Whilst  he 
was  strongly  opposed  to  what  was  called 
Hrnne  Htile,  be  was  very  nnxioiis  that  ttie 
pijnple  of  Ireland  should  have  all  the 
advjuitages  the  people  of  England  bad, 
aud  it'  the  Chief  Secretary  could  bring  in 
:a  Bill  to  give  the  labourervS  what  had 
been  suggested,  he  would  find  hini 
/Gen  end  Golds  worthy)  an  ardent  sup- 
porter of  such  Bill, 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N,)  said,  the 
J al tourers  of  Ireland  wQiii  so  long  an 
11  irfri ended  class  that  he,  for  his  part, 
heartily  welcouiLHl  the  acce.ssion  of  any 
iicvv  friends,  and  many  new  friends  of 
the  labourers  of  Ireland  bad  appeared  oii 
tiie  scene  to-night.  He  thought,  bow- 
ever,  that  bumsLn  patience,  especially  the 
pftlieuce  of  those  wbo  had  endeavoured 
to  befrieud  the  labourers  of  Ireland  wberi 
others  were  inditlerent,  was  too  severely 
tried  when  hon.  Meml>ers,  such  as  the 
bon.  Members  for  South  Tyrone  and 
Dubliii  UiHVorsity,  rose  in  this  House  ami 
suggested  that  the  labourers  of  Ireland 
bad  no  friends  before  their  time.  He 
4 id  not  wonder  so  much  at  the  Member 
for  tbe  University  of  Dublin — an  ex- 
peritjuced  lawyer  but  a  very  juvenile 
legislator — but  he  did  wonder  at  tbe 
Member  for  South  Tyrone,  who  bad  been 
in  tbc  House  for  years,  wbo  knew  Ibat 
:at  the  instance  of  the  Irish  Nationalist 
Members  tbe  iirst  of  the  Labourers'  Bills 
was  i>assed,  that  they  expended  much 
care  and  labour  upon  it,  that  they  suc- 
ceeded in  passing  two  amending  Acts, 
and  that  from  the  year  1885  down  to  the 
present  hour,  almost  10  years,  not  a 
Session  had  passed  and  rarely  bad  a 
week  elapsed  but  they  had  endeavoured 
bj  Motions  and  questions  in  this  House 
to  iuduce  tbe  Governmoot  of  Ireland  and 

Mr,  J>aHe 


the  Local  Government  Board  in  Ireland 
to  compel  tbe  Boards  of  Guardians  to  do 
their  duty,  and  especially  the  Boards  of 
Guardians,  which  were  dominatetl  hy  the 
political  friends  of  tbe  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin.  He  reminded  tbe 
bon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  of  these 
things,  and  also  of  the  further  amending 
Bills  which  they  had  unsuceessfu!ly  pro- 
moted because  of  the  Rules  of  this  House 
which  hampered  the  powers  of  private 
Memli^rs, 

Mk.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  quite 
acknowledge  the  work  tliat  has  been 
done  for  the  lalwurers  on  the  land,  but 
my  remarks  were  obviously  directed  to 
the  labourers  in  villages  and  towns  who 
had  not  got  any  land, 

Mk,  sexton  said,  that  the  Irish 
Meml>ers  had  also  endeavoured  to  extend 
to  the  labourers  of  the  villages  and  towns 
the  facilities  afforded  the  rural  labourers 
of  Ireland  by  the  other  Acts,  and  he 
would  point  otit  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  upon  tbe  Order  Paper  of  the  present 
Session  Members  of  tbe  Irish  Party  had 
obtained  first  place  of  Wednesday,  the 
30th  of  May,  for  a  Bill  to  amend  the 
constitution  of  tbe  Board  of  Guardians, 
that  bad  the  administration  of  the 
Labourers'  Acts,  and  to  make  Irish  Guar- 
dians, as  English  Guardians  would  be 
under  tbe  Local  Government  Act,  purely 
elective  bodies.  When  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  passed  into  that  condition,  ami 
not  before,  he  believed  they  would  be 
trustworthy  administrators  of  the  laws 
relating  to  the  labourers.  Again,  on  the 
6th  of  June,  the  Irish  Nationalist  Party 
had  obta-ined  first  place  for  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  Labourers*  Act ;  and  he 
would,  therefore,  point  out  to  the  bon. 
and  gallant  MemV)er  for  Galway  that  the 
Party  to  which  be  (Mr.  Sexton)  belonged 
had  used  tbe  advantages  atfonled  by  the 
ballot  to  obtain  first  place  on  Wednes- 
days for  two  Bills  of  tbe  nature  be  Imd 
indicated.  Whatever  might  be  the  de- 
fects of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  Dublin  University,  be  was  not  a  man 
deficient  in  courage,  but  he  certainly  had 
shown  more  than  bis  usual  courage  thia 
evening  in  appearing  as  the  champion  of 
the  labourers.  Tbe  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  suggested  across  the  Table  that 
the  argument  of  Wednesday  evening  had 
not  been  l>orne  in  mind.  There  was 
something  more  than  the  argument  of 
Wednesday  evening  ;  there  was  tbe  vote« 
He  believed  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 


i 


I 

I 
I 


J 


409  Small  nvldiuf/s  { 1 3  Ar  iti L  1 894) 


(Ireland)* 


410 


miin  ^otcJ  on  WedoeBilay,  [Mr,  Caksox  : 
Hoar»  hear  1]  Ho  bufiovetl  he  votcnl 
agninsl  ilio  HIU.  [Mr.  Carson  :  Hear, 
hear  1]  Ue  wii8  »ure  the  Ijoa.  arul  leartied 
Getitleinan  would  not  vote  rigaiast  tlie 
Bill  without  rending  it.  In  the  Bill  of 
Wedtioiiday  there  wtis  a  provision  ta  pa8s 
over  immediately  £30»UiH>  a  year  for  the 
beuetit  of  the  labourern  of  Irelaud. 

Mr,  CARSON  :  There  was  also  a 
provision  l>a.si ug  rents  on  prairie  value. 

Mil.  SEXTuN  :  Aiid  yet  tlmr  claune 
for  the  iHjnefit  of  the  labourers  did  not 
qualify  or  niitig-atc  tlie  opposition  of  the 
bou.  Gentleman  to  the  Bilh  He  did  not 
di0erentiat4}  that  elaiiae  against  any  other, 
bill  voted  as  heartily  a|,^aiD8t  that  elause 
110  againat  the  rest ;  and  he  was  entitled, 
therefore,  to  nay  that  when  tlie  hou.  and 
loarnod  Geotloman  on  Wetlne^^day  voted 
agaiD^t  a  Bill  to  allottate  £30,000  a  year 
for  the  purpose  of  providing  lahouretV 
cottages — whieh  would  provide  300 
cottages  and  300  aeres  of  land  each  year 
— his  po!*ition  of  appearing  as  the 
champion  of  the  lahoiirerg  of  Ireland 
upon  the  sueceeding  Friday  was  one  open 
to  moderate  comtnent.  If  the  Labourers' 
Acts  had  proved  inadequate,  as  he 
sorrowfully  athnitted  they  had,  who  wa^ 
i  u  fan  1 1  ?  T  b  e  1  ear  ned  G  e  u  i  I  oma  n  a  p  p  I  i  ed 
himself — aeting  under  yiolttieat  motive.s 
which  no  MemlK3r  of  Parliament  could 
mistake — to  endeavour  to  sow  disseuHion 
between  the  farmers  and  the  labourers  of 
Ireland.  They  knew  the  object.  He 
had  to  tell  the  lion.  Gentleman  that 
where  the  farmers  of  Ireland  eontroUed 
the  Poor  Law  Boards,  as  in  the  South 
aud  West,  the  Labourers'  Acts  IjimI  been 
justly  and  generously  worked,  considering 
the  grievouf?  burdens  of  the  poor  rate 
upon  a  nceessitoui*  class,  8,000  or  9,000 
Ijihourers*  cottages  having  been  built ;  but 
in  the  North  of  Ireland,  and  where  the 
political  friends  of  the  hon.  and  learneil 
Gentleman  controlled  the  Boards  of 
Guardians,  labourers*  cotta«^e8  could  be 
counted  by  seores^ — he  tliought  by  units — - 
and  there  were  wide  stretches  of  country 
where  not  a  single  labourer's  eottuge 
was  to  be  found.  lu  the  presence 
of  such  a  state  of  facts  it  argued 
great  audacity  or  great  belief  in  the 
ignorance  of  Englinh  Members,  or  In  the 
forbearance  of  the  Irish  Nationalist 
Members,  for  any  Representative  of  that 
class  to  stand  up  and  talk  aliont  the 
neglect  of  the  labourers  of  Ireland  on 
the  part  of  the  Irish  Representatives,  in 
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order  to  put  himself  forward  as  the 
Representative  of  a  class  who  hatl  been 
hohaving  JLi?^tly  and  generously  to  the 
labourers  of  Ireland.  He  sincerely  sym- 
pathised with  the  object  of  the  Motion^ 
and  he  admitted  that  the  initial  state- 
ment in  the  Preiimble  was  correct  — 
namely,  that  the  means  at  present  in 
force  in  Ireland  for  obtaining  allotraeutd 
were  inaduquale  or  bail  been  inade(|uately 
worked.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man suggested  in  his  Motion  that  all  the 
facilities  for  obtaining  land  possessed  by 
England  should  bo  at  once  extended  to 
Ireland.  What  meaning  did  he  attribute 
to  "at  once'*?  Did  ho  mean  that  any- 
tbiog  could  be  done  except  by  legisla- 
tion ?  Did  he  mean  during  the  present 
Session?  Did  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  mean  that  small  holders 
should  be  enabled  to  increase  their 
holdings  by  means  of  the  rates  other 
small  holders  had  to  pay  ?  If  that  was 
the  principle  put  forward,  he  should  like 
to  see  it  put  forward  in  rather  more 
tletail  before  he  committed  himself  to  it. 
The  Government  had  announced  for 
Thursday  a  Bill  to  reinstate  evicted 
tenants  in  Ireland.  Was  that  Bill  to  be 
set  aside  ?  He  sttid  the  Evicted  Tenants' 
Bill  represented  the  most  urgent  needs  of 
Ireland,  and  was  more  likely  to  pass 
through  its  several  stages  if  the  Goveni- 
menl  were  notanked  to  add  another  Irish 
Bill  to  their  programme  extending  to 
Ireland  the  complicated  anraDgements 
with  regard  to  allotments.  It  was  only 
on  Wednesday  that  they  succeeded  in 
getting  the  Serond  Reading  of  a 
Bill  to  amend  the  Land  Acts.  Were 
they  to  abandon  the  advantage  of  tho 
Second  Reading  of  that  Bill  in  order 
to  embark  at  this  stage  upon  this  new 
and  complicatcil  scheme  ?  Tho  Motion 
suggested  that  the  Poor  Law  Boards  and 
other  Public  Bodies  should  be  used  for 
the  purposes  of  the  scheme.  In  Ireland 
there  was  no  body  even  partially  elected 
except  the  Board  of  Guardians,  and  to 
their  constitution  was  due  the  failure  of 
the  Labourers'  Act  in  Irelan(L  For 
himself  he  could  not  look  forward  with 
any  confidence  to  the  result  of  proposals 
which  would  plaice  these  mighty  powers 
in  the  hands  of  Boards  of  Guardians. 
There  was  no  other  Public  Body  in  Ire- 
land except  tho  Grand  Jury,  and  that 
U.>dy  was  com[)0»e*i  altogether  of  land- 
lords. His  contention  was  that  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  were  not  auit&bl^ 
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to  the  work,  as  they  were  composed,  to 
the  extent,  of  orie-luilf,  of  lamllordii,  aud 
as  to  ihe  (Toveruiiient  Departijiciits,  to 
wbicli  liis  liou.  aud  gtillaiit  Frieiui  wrmid 
resort  as  a  last  resource,  they  were  the 
curse  of  Ireland,  That  was  the  coiiiniori 
opinion  of  politieiaoi*  of  every  t*hade. 
He  deelaroil  positively  that  lie  was  not 
prepared,  either  now  or  on  any  other 
oceaHion,  to  give  his  asseni  to  aijy  RchoIo- 
tion  whixih  suggesiteil  fhat  the  local  ratei^ 
of  Ireland — money  paid  out  of  the  hard 
labours  of  the  people — rjhonld  l>e  ad- 
min iatered  by  two  or  three  gentlemen 
Hitting  in  Dublin,  nominated  prohably 
by  a  Tory  Government,  He,  however, 
heartily  S3'mpathised  with  the  objeet  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  and,  if 
he  would  leave  out.  from  his  Motion  all 
reference  to  *^  inaehiuery,'*  he  was  pre- 
pared to  sujyport  it. 

Colonel  NOLAN  naid,  he  was  willing 
to  laeet  the  proposal  of  the  hon,  Gentle- 
0ian,  and  to  omit  the  wor<let  "niaeliinery 
or  Councils  used  in  England,**  as  he  had 
suggested. 

Tm^  CHIEF  SECRETARY  ron 
IRELAND  (Mr,  J.Mi>ia.KV,  Newcantle- 
upon-Tync)  :  I  often  tinnk  I  hat  it  iw  a 
striking  instance  of  tlie  irony  of  f]ite  that 
I,  wlio  am  one  of  those  who  strongly 
believe  that  Ireland  is  entitled  to  tlie 
eonduet  of  her  own  atfairs,  yet  on  tieeonnt 
of  the  exigeneies  of  the  Ottit'c  which  I 
have  the  honour  to  hear,  it  should  fall  to 
my  lot  day  l>y  day  and  almost  hour  by 
hour  to  interfere  in  refcren(*e  to  Irish 
afikirs  and  to  dei^itlc  matters  of  this  kind. 
To-night  we  have  hatl  a  D*_hate  in  which 
a  number  of  gcnrleineii  fnnn  Irehind  huve 
taken  prtrt,  and  I  am  botinil  to  say  that 
I  think  this  Debate  is  nnt  otiierwise  than 
a  memorahic  one.  'ihe  boo.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  who  tnoved  that  Motion  tonka 
very  easy  anil  rather  lax  view  of  the  terms 
of  his  own  Motion.  Ho  said  this  was  u 
Motion  for  conferring  facilities  upon  the 
labourers  in  Ireland  such  as  are  enjoyed 
in  England  in  reference  to  the  actjuire- 
mcnts  of  allotments,  and  that  this  was  tn 
be  tlom^  through  a  certaiti  Execotivo 
Body,  I  was  ama/ed  to  see,  as  the 
crown  anil  climax  of  this  proposal,  that 
if  no  other  lanly  could  be  found  the  exe- 
cutive^ work  is  to  proceed  from  no 
less  a  hated  place  than  Dublin  Castle. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  oppo- 
site desires  to  see  this  reform  carried  out, 
and  it  is  tliia  important  qitestion  that  has 
brtnighi  ns  dowtt   to  the  House  to-nighl 


in  order  to  join  issue  upon  it.  We 
wislicd  to  hear  what  "wonld  lie  said  by 
our  Irish  friends  on  tlie  proposal  ihat 
this  great  social  reform  should  be  ad- 
ministered from  Do  hit  n  Castle — that 
dreailful  seat  of  the  Government  not  iofre- 
qwently  called  the  ''Parliamentary  Sink,*' 
and  which  was  nsually  held  up  to  public 
opprobrium.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman has  givt^u  up  the  question  of  the 
machinery,  and  so  1  will  not  go  into  ihaU 
I  cannot  help,  however,  remarking  that 
it  shows  how  elastic  Irish  politics  are 
when  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  e-an 
so  easily  accept  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman*  1  suppose  from 
what  has  been  said  that  the  same  easy 
arrangements  are  to  be  found  in  the  way 
in  which  hon.  Memliors  paireil. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  I  think  it  is  only  fair 
to  say  that  the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman  has 
misunderstood  the  point  that  has  been 
raised, 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  heg  to  apologise  ; 
but  1  think  the  combination  of  the  pair 
I  have  guessed  as  the  boo,  Meinliers 
alluded  to  make  a  very  promising 
assnmptioii  for  my  remark. 

Mit.  SEXTGN  :  I  umlerstaiid  that  at 
any  rate  the  hon. and  learned  Gentleman, 
wlio  is  one  of  the  pair  referred  to,  is 
absolved  ? 

Mu.  J.  MORLEY:  I  only  mean 
that  such  a  coinbi nation  would  have 
been  in  accordance  with  the  proceedings 
of  a  Parliatnent  cm  College  (ireen.  All 
such  arrangements  we  know,  of  coursOf 
are  "  make-bidieves." 

Mti.  W.  REDMOND  :  D^ies  the  right 
hon.  Goritleman  suggest  that  my  hon. 
and  galhmt  Frieiul  has  lirought  forwartl 
the  Morion  merely  as  a  '^  make-believe'*  ? 

Mtt,  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  not  made 
myself  well  understood.  The  question  i|i, 
what  view  the  Govermnent  takes  of  this 
Motion  ?  As  it  is  nc»w  worded,  the  Mo- 
tion is  an  inqiossiblo  one,  because  the 
hon,  and  galhmt  Member  asks  that  the 
faciiittes  shotdd  bw  '*  at  once  "  extemled 
to  Ireland.  IS  the  hon.  Gentleman  mean^s 
by  *' at  once"  this  Sessiot*,  then  the 
House  knows  that  the  realisation  of  such 
an  object  is  absolutely  impossible. 

Colonial  NULAN  :  Why  do  yon  noi 
bring  in  a  Bill  this  Session? 

Mit.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  really  eauool, 
at  this  hour  of  the  evening,  aial  after  iho 
day's  labours,  argue  that  point  atpreseiil; 
but  the  bou.  Member  knows  perfectly 
well  that  it  cannot  l>e  done  unless  hon. 
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3iembcrH  for    Irelaud    are    pre|iiirctl    to 
gacTitice  the  EviVtcd  Te riant ^^  Bill. 

Mr,  J.  K EDMUND  ;  8amfiu«  one  of 
jroiir  Euglisili  Bills. 

Mr,  J.  MOHLEY  :  TIj^  hon.  Member 

for  Watcrfonl  askn   the    Government  to 

Bscrifiee  au    Englif^h    Bill     [A  Vhtce  : 

Yes  :  the   Loeal  Veto  Bill.]     80  far  as 

the  Go\^rnment  have  ^one    they   liave 

placed  the  Evicted  Tenants    Bill  down 

for  an  early  day,  and  when  that  Bill   is 

"isposed  of  it  will   he  for    me,    as  Irish 

Minister,  to  pre^s  upon   the  attention  of 

my  CQlleagnei*    any  other  Irish   Bills  in 

idition  to   that  and  the  measure  dealing 

'ilh     land    iii   Ireland*     Evxryono  who 

xamiiies     the   subject,    agrees  that    the 

»alK)iirers'  Acta  applying  to  Ireland  are 

«mt>ersonic,    dilatory,    and    expensive. 

When,  however,  1   am  askeil   to  extend 

the  .«ftme  faeilities  to  Irehind   as  exist  in 

England  without    any    provision    heiiijr 

tnatlo  for  tlic  ma^jjhinery  whii'h  exists  in 

Eiiglaud,   theu  I    muitt   say    that    I    am 

being  asked  to  take  what  is  not   a  very 

;practieable  course.   The  hou.  and  leitnied 

Member  for  Dublin  University  asked  how 

it    was  that    the    maehitiery    of  County 

Councils    and    Parish    Councils  did    not 

exist  in  Ireland  as   in    England.       I  am 

amazetl  at  that  question,  espeeially  when 

the    House    recalls  the   projoi't    brought 

in  by   the  hon.    Gentleman's   Leaders  in 

connection    with   the   extension  of  local 

gavernmenl  in  Irolaml.  Tlmtprojeet  was 

(o  futile  and   ridicidons  that  it   literally 

-ppearcd   for  one   night  on  the   floor  of 

the  House  and  was  never  heard  of  more. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  The   Local   Ooverii- 

nient  Bill  pii^se<l   a   Seeond  Keailitig  liy 

95  %'Otes. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEV  ;  The  Bill  was 
fk/dmittedly  an  im[>erfeet  measure,  and 
ibcro  was  no  serious  attempt  made 
hy  the  Leaders  of  tlie  hon.  Mem- 
l>er  1^  create  in  Ireland  that  lo<*nl 
maehiiiery  which  wonltl  have  enabled  the 
Govenuiieut  to  apply  to  Ireland  the 
machinery  of  the  Labourers'  Acts.  1 
ngree  with  what  has  been  sjiid  as  to  the 
position  of  the  labourer  in  Ireland*  The 
Ke porta  made  by  the  Laud  Sub-Commis- 
sioners as  to  the  condition  of  the  Irisli 
labourer  were  about  as  disagreealjle  read- 
ing as  anyone  earing  for  the  reputation 
of  his  country  and  Ciuverniiieiit  could 
possibly  have,  I  agree,  therefore,  tluU 
tho  Ruvtter  deserves  early  and  striou:^ 
consideration^  ami  undoubtedly  it  would 
bo  the  business  of   any  Government,  if 


time  allowedi  to  endeavour  to  legislate  in 
the  direction  indicated  by  tho  Motion  of 
the  hon,  and  gallant  Member.  But  as 
things  are,  and  looking  at  the  small 
amount  of  lime  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Ciovermnent,  being,  as  it  is,  aheady  fairly 
divided  between  alL  those  who  have  com- 
[letitig  claims  on  that  time,  it  is  im- 
possible for  me  to  say  that  the  Govern- 
ment ccudd  assent  to  the  Motion  if  the 
bon.  Member  really  means  that  the  Go- 
vernment are  expected  to  briug  in  a  Bill 
at  once.  If  the  hou.  Gentleman  \vill 
strike  out  the  words  **at  once^"  leaving 
the  Motion  au  expression  of  an  opinion 
that  the  condition  of  the  labourers  in 
Ireland  urgently  demands  the  attention  of 
tlie  Government,  I  shall  oi!er  no  op|J08i- 
tion  to  the  Motion,  The  proceedings  of 
this  evening,  however,  only  atibrd  a 
fnrtber  illustration  of  the  unfitness  of  this 
Parliament  to  keep  within  its  own  hands 
the  power  of  making  laws  for  Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asks  bow  it 
is  that  Parliament  has  not  passed  a  Parish 
Councils  Act  for  Ireland.  The  answer 
is  perfectly  simple,  and  the  lion,  and 
learned  Member  knows  it  very  well. 
This  Parliament  is  already  overloaded 
beyond  endurance,  and  it  is  absolutely 
impossible  for  us  to  deal  with  all  the 
other  claims  that  come  to  us  from  Ire- 
land. In  assenting  to  this  Motion,  I  am 
doing  no  more  than  assenting  to  the 
statement  that  this  is  a  claim  wliieli  the 
responsilde  tiovernment  onght  to  admit, 

Mr.  D.  K.  PLUNKET  (Duhlin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  sliall  not  speak  for  more  than 
one  mooient.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemau 
has  apjiealcd  to  mo  in  i*oufirmation  of  a 
statement  he  made.  He  intimated  to 
the  House  that  the  Local  Government 
Bill  introduce<l  by  the  lute  Government 
was  not  seriously  proposeil^  and  that  I, 
amongst  other  Memi>ers  who  were  in  tho 
House  at  the  time,  was  well  aware  that 
such  was  the  case. 

Mr.  J,  MORLEY  :  I  beg  pardou.  If 
I  iisml  the  word  **  proposed "  I  was 
wrong.     I  meant  not  serionsiv  pressed, 

Mr.  D.  R.  PLUNKET  :  Well,  if  so, 
why  was  it  not  seriously  pressed  ?  I  re- 
lu ember  well  the  evening  on  which  that 
|.u'oposal,  which  had  been  seriously  made, 
umi  I  bt.'lit've  niighl  have  been  carried, 
into  a  useful  Act  of  Parliament,  was  met 
Ijy  a  well*|jrci>aicd  theatrical  exhibition 
of  contempt  and  ridicule.  On  what 
ground  was  the  principle  of  the  Bill  re- 
sisted ?     Bec^iuse  the  right  lion.  Gentle- 
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man  and  liiB  frieDtls  bad  a  far  better  plan 
to  propose.  And  what  was  the  result  of  their 
proposition  of  that  plan  ?  Not  only  was 
that  plan  overthrown  ;  not  only  Ims  it  been 

now    abantlotied IMhnsferial  cries 

o/***No!'"]  1  say  it  hag;  hfjen  at  present 
ahanilotied,  and  that  the  utmost  desire  of 
the  ri|j^ht  hon.  Gentleniiin,  and  his  friends, 
and  of  hoiL  Mcmhcrs  from  Ireland  who 
sit  bolow  the  Gangway  is  to  put  off  as 
far  as  possible  the  decision  of  the  people 
of  this  country  upon  the  merits  of  that 
Bill.  And  what  is  the  reason  that  the 
right  hf>n.  Gentleman  advances  this 
evening  for  not  holding  out  any  hope 
of  ^nving  effect  to  the  object  of  the 
Resohition  which  ts  now  before  us  ?  It 
is  that  iu  this  Session,  so  overloaded  as 
it  is  with  business,  it  would  be  a  farce 
for  him  to  say  he  would  jutroduce  any 
measure,  however  good,  whii-h  might  he 
proposed  by  the  Irish  Representatives 
in  addition  to  those  already  in  the  pro- 
gramme. And  why  is  tliis  ?  Because 
the  failure  of  the  measure  which  his 
Government  introduced  with  a  view  of 
extending  local  government  in  Ireland 
was  so  much  more  a  complete  failure 
than  that  wliich  ho  has  this  evening 
tried  to  treat  with  ridicule  that  the 
whole  of  the  energies  of  Parliament  Ims 
been  exhausted  in  the  abortive  attempt 
to  pass  it  ;  the  whole  of  the  first  Session 
of  this  Parliament  has  been  wasted,  ami 
what  remains  now  of  what  is  only  an  elec- 
tioneeriTig  Session  is  to  be  occnpie<l  with 
the  endeavour  to  put  before  the  country 
a  series  of  bogus  proposals  which  no  one 
has  the  Bmalleat  idea  will  ever  be  carried 
into  effect,  in  order  to  ^Ive  the  people  of 
this  country  the  opportunity  of  forgetting 
the  utter  failure  of  the  measure  of  local 
government, 

Mr.  J.  E.  REDMOND  (Waterford) 
regretted  extremely  the  turn  the  Debate 
l»ad  taken.  He  regretted  the  speech  of 
the  liou.  Member  for  Kerry  (Mr.  Sexton) 
and  some  supporters  of  the  sfjeecli  of  the 
right  hon.  Genflcaian  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary (Mr.  J,  Morley).  It  would  have 
been  better,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  allow  him  to  say  so,  if  he  had  not 
used  such  a  phrnso  as  **  fnakc'believp.** 
The  right  lion.  Gcntlemafi  bad  said  there 
must  be  some  make-believe  iu  a  Motion 
which  cone  hided  with  a  recommendation 
that  further  powers  should  be  given  to 
**  the  Castle,"  Thei^3  was  no  such  recom- 
mendation in  the  ResoUuion,  and  he 
thought  it  would  have  boen  better  if  the 

Jfr,  D,  H.  Piunkel 


right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  replying  to  an 
bou.  and  gallant  Member  (Colonel  Nolan) 
who  through  a  long  life  ha<i  been  co«- 
nected  with  Irisli  national  politics  and 
with  industrial  advancement  and  the 
welfare  of  ihe  labourers  in  Ireland,  had 
not  directed  against  him  that  which  h© 
(Mr.  Redmond)  must  regard,  whether  it 
was  80  intended  or  not,  as  a  most  offen- 
sive phrase.  His  hon.  and  galhuit  Friend, 
in  bringing  forward  the  Motion,  had  heeu 
guilty  of  no  make-ho!ieve  whatever.  Hi» 
hou.  and  gallant  Friend  desired  to  obtain 
from  the  House  a  declaration  of  prin- 
ciple and  nothing  more — a  declaration 
that  the  same  facilities  siiould  be  given 
to  the  Irish  labourers  for  obtaining  allot- 
ments as  had  already  been  given  by 
Statute  to  the  English  laliourers.  The 
right  hon.  Gentlennin  objected  to  vote  in 
favour  of  the  Resolution,  because  he  said 
he  could  not  agree  to  all  its  details.  He 
had,  however,  admitted  that  on  Wednes- 
day afternoons  it  had  l>een  his  practice  to 
vote  in  favour  of  Bills,  many  of  the 
leading  details  of  which  he  did  not 
approve. 

Mil.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  never  said 
**  leading  details.** 
♦Mr.  J.  E.  REDMOND  said,  that,  of 
course,  he  did  not  know  whut  would  be 
the  provisions  of  the  Evicted  Tenanta* 
Bill  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man waa  going  to  introduce  next 
week,  but  ho  knew  that  when  Mr. 
O'Kelly,  who  was  then  Member  for 
Roscommon,  iotroduceil  a  Bill  which 
provided  not  only  for  the  compulsory 
retaking  of  land  for  restoration  to  the 
evirted  tenants,  luit  for  the  compulsory 
expulsion  of  the  ** planters''  without  any 
compensation  whatever,  the  right  hop. 
(Tcntlemau  voted  for  the  Second  Reading, 
He  should  he  anxious  to  !?iee  on  Thursday 
whether  the  riglit  hon.  Geutlcnvan  would 
put  that  leading  provision  into  ijis  own 
Bill.  He  had  l]s[ene<1  with  pain  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry 
(Mr.  Sexton),  because  he  had  beennnablo 
to  avoid  the  feeling  that  if  the  Motion 
had  proceeded  from  another  quarter  of 
the  House  it  wouhl  have  received  more 
indulgent  treat mon»  at  the  lion.  Gentle- 
man's  bunds.  The  hon*  Meml>cr  lifwl 
jijil>earod  inoru  anxious  to  pick  holei^  in 
the  jdirasfolrigy  of  (Jit^  Motion  than  tu 
give  a  cordial  assent  to  its  principle, 
which,  in  the  end,  he  had  to  admit  wae 
E  good  principle.  The  Motion  was  not 
to  be  fcrettte<l  as  if  it  were  a  Bilh     Hi« 
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hOD.  ubd  irt^liftnt  Friend  had  stated  that 
he  was  willing  to  omit  those  portions  of 
it  which  dealt  with  machiuory,  and  to 
limit  it  to  a  declaration  of  priyeiplo.  By 
a  strange  comlit nation  of  eireiiiiistancps 
the  hon.  Memher  for  South  Tyr*«"io  (Mr, 
T.  VV-  Russoll)  aod  the  hon.  Memher  for 
Kerry  (Mr.  Sexton)  were  sailkif^  in  the 
same  boat.  They  both  objected  to  the 
retention  of  the  words  "at oncc%"bci'.an8e 
forsooth  **at  once"  must,  in  their  opinion, 
nuean  the  present  Session.  The  hoii* 
Member  for  Kerry,  iu  order  tci  show  tlnit 
this  must  be  »o,  advanced  the  fact  that 
they  were  only  in  tho  month  of 
April.  He  (Mr.  Redmond)  would  recall 
to  the  recollection  of  the  House 
the  famous  Resolution  pushed  on  the 
24th  of  March,  1893,  declarin^^  that 
the  principle  of  the  payment  of  Member:? 
shonld  \h\  put  in  force  **  forthwith/'  The 
priwent  Leader  of  the  House  (Sir  W. 
Harcourt),  in  hit*  tipeeeh  on  that  Keso- 
hjttou,  a»ked  what  hon.  Members 
imagined  **  forthwith "  meant,  where- 
upon Uie  lion.  Meniber  for  Preston  in- 
terjected, **It  means  this  SesHiou."  The 
ngbt  hon.  Gentleman  then  said— 

**  That  19,  not  the  legal  interpretation  of  the 
word.  Tbey  believe  that  in  accepting  this 
Motion  we  ncocftt  it  simply  with  the  intention 
of  csarryinjr  it  out  i\!i  soon  as  we  are  able  to  do 
80*     la  that  fleiisc  I  supi>ort  the  Motion^" 

And  in  that  senee  the  Chief  Seeretary 
(Mr,  J.  Morley)  and  all  the  Members  of 
tiie  Government  voted  in  favour  of  the 
Kesolntion.  He  (Mr.  Redmond)  failed 
altogether  to  see  the  ditferenee  between 
**  forthwith  "  and  **at  once,"  and  for  bin 
part  he  rejjjarded  the  Motion,  containin*^ 
aa  It  did  the  words  **at  once,"  simply  as 
a  declaration  that  as  soon  a;*  possible 
facilities  for  acquiring  aliolmorits  shonld 
Vkh  extended  to  Irish  labourers.  The 
right  bon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  J.  Morley) 
had  8aid  it  was  fmposF>ibIe  to  introduce 
u  Bill  on  the  subject  this  Session.  Why  ? 
It  wiis  not  impossible  for  I  he  (Tovern- 
ment  to  introduce  Bills  which  they  had 
no  intention  of  carrying.  Last  Session 
with  a  Nourish  of  trumpets  the  Local 
Veto  Bill,  the  Welsh  Disestaldishment 
Bill*  and  other  measures  were  introiluced 
by  the  Government  as  a  pledge  of  the  ad- 
herence to  the  greiit  principles  contained 
in  them,  but  to-nigbt  the  House  was  told 
♦  hat  the  mere  introtluctiou  of  an  Irish  Al- 
lotments Bill  would  prevent  the  passajre 
of  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill.  Surely, 
the  mere  introduction  of  such    a    Bill, 


which  would  only  occupy  the  House  for  a 

single  night,  eonhl  not  by  any  possibility 
militate  against  the  chances  of  the  pas- 
sage of  tlie  other  measure.  He  admitted 
that  it  would  he  impossible  to  pass  an 
Irish  Allotments  Bill  into  law  this  Ses- 
sion. Btit  was  there  no  value  in  intro- 
ducing a  Bill,  and  pledging  its  promoters 
to  its  principle  ?  Had  there  l>een  no 
value  in  such  a  proee«8  a  great  deal  of 
time  would  have  been  saved  since  the 
present  Government  camo  into  Offi<'e.  If 
the  Government  were  in  favour  of  tho 
principle  of  the  Motion,  there  was  no 
reason  why  they  should  not  adopt  it. 
Under  these  circumstances,  be  would 
suggest  that  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
( Colonel  Kolan)  should  stand  by  the 
words  ^*at  once,^*  and  should  press  the 
Motion  to  a  Division. 

•SiK  A.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  said, 
that  a  question  of  principle  was  raised  by 
the  Motion,  and  upon  that  question  the 
only  possihle  standing  ground  for  tho 
Unionist  Party,  in  his  opinion,  was  the 
standing  ground  of  equality  betweeu  the 
varifuis  branches  of  tho  L^^nited  Kingdom. 
It  iiiitrht  be  dtllicnlt,  and  in  some  cases 
almosf  im possihle  to  transplant  instjtU' 
tions  bodily  ;  but  the  c i re utn stances  of 
the  tbr€te  countries  w^ere  not  so  dissimilar 
that  where  advantages  were  conferred  on 
one  they  cotdd  uot,  as  a  general  rule, 
be  applied  to  the  others.  The  chief 
difficulty  tliat  hatl  been  raised  on  this 
partictdar  question  was  that  on  the  alleged 
ahflcncc  of  the  necessary  local  niacliinery. 
He  greatly  regretted  that  no  Local  tlo- 
veniment  Bill  bad  been  passeil  for  Ire- 
land, It  ought  to  have  l)een  otherwise, 
and  was  promised.  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary,  however, 
east  some  ridicide  upon  the  idea  of 
such  rural  in.stitutions  as  allotmonts 
being  provided  for  in  the  case  of 
towns,  he  altogether  forgot  that  the  best 
instance  of  tho  workmg  of  the  allotment 
system  in  this  country  and  the  very  ex- 
ample on  which  it  had  been  founded  wh8 
that  of  Nottitigham,  one  of  onr  largest 
and  most  populous  towns.  He  had  him- 
self frequently  observed  the  misenible 
rood  it  ions  under  wbicli  labourers  lived 
in  the  towns  of  Ireland,  and  he  could 
eoneelve  nothing  that  would  be  more 
iisefnl  than  to  give  those  men  tho  advan- 
tage of  being  able  to  obtain  allotments 
in  their  neighbourhoods.  It  was  near 
towns  that  allotment's  couUl  l>e  made 
most  x>aying  and  so  moat  beneficiah     To 
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the  teuanU,  allotmonti^  were  a  RtlmuhiB 
and  a  help  :  to  the  landlords  they  gave, 
in  hi?^  opinion,  at  all  events  when  tiem* 
lowus,  one  of  the  very  best  investments, 
whils^t,  in  adilition,  they  associated  lartjer 
nnni hers  with  the  land  and  ho  >?trengthenod 
the  landed  interest,  Tliere  was  one 
s'peeial  point  of  view  in  wbith  allot- 
ments vvoiilil  lie  teuerteial  to  Ireland,  and 
thai  was  in  eiiltiviiting  that  collective 
spirit  ill  connection  witli  modern  agricnl- 
ture  whieh  was  essential  to  its  snecess. 
Some  attempt  hatl  heeii  made  to  establish 
a  eolleetive  Hys^tem  iu  Jreliutd  in  relation 
to  agriculture,  and,  liappily,  there  had 
been  some  etfort  to  give  the  l*enelit  of  an 
agricultural  education  to  pupils  iu  the 
elementary  sehools.  In  one  national 
scbool  in  Ireland  be  had  seen  a  lietter 
example  of  this  than  he  bad  ever 
witnessed  in  England,  A  small  fjirm  was 
attaehetl  to  the  sehooi  he  spoke  of,  and 
tbe  ehihben  were  instrncteti  in  the 
principles  and,  to  some  extent,  in  the 
practice  of  agriculture.  The  advantages 
of  collectivism  in  regard  to  agriculnire 
were  apparent  in  some  of  the  smaller 
countries  of  Europe,  like  Belgium  and 
Denmark,  and  be  had  once  heard  one  uf 
the  largest  exfiorters  of  agrieiiltural  jiro- 
d  u ce  fro n 1 1  )e n ma r k  to  t  b i s  co n  u t r j  say  f  h ii t 
if  agriculture  in  Ireland  were  more  collee- 
tively  treate<l  it  would  becotue  the  great 
rival  of  Denmark  in  ngricnltnral  malters. 
He  believed  in  the  prineiide  of  equality  of 
treatnient,  and  of  giving  to  all  parts  of  tlie 
United  Kingdom  that  which  iiad  proved 
beneficial  in  the  others  iu  cases  iu  which 
eimilar  conditions  existed  whieh  would 
aiake  the  principle  capable  of  pnietical  ap- 
plication. He  supported  the  Motion.  He 
felt  that  thetlitJicnlty  as  to  maehinery  had 
been  to  agteatexteut  exaggerated,  Iri  the 
towns  it  already  existed  in  the  miinieipali- 
tiesand  town-roniniiwsioas,  and  elsewhere, 
if  necessMry^aud  so  great  did  he  l>el  level  he 
value  «>f  alli«tiiK'nts  to  be,  that  he  would 
ftdvocate  the  c'rt*ation  of  maebitiery  fid 
hoc  to  tneet  the  necessities  of  the  case. 

Dh,  TA.NNEK  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) 
said,  that  as  one  who  had  consistently  in 
season  and  ont  of  sensou  eruieavoured  to 
do  what  he  could  on  belialf  of  the  Irish 
bihourers,  be  would  like  to  fake  part  ?n 
this  Debale,  and  to  say  thai  he  was  abso- 
bitely  in  favour  of  the  ilot(on»  If  the 
bon.  and  gallant  Member  wbti  introdiKu  d 
the  Motion  Hlltiwed  his  mind  h>  go  hack 
to  the  year  18HH  he  wi>idd  recollei*!  thot 
i*t  that  time,  when   there  was  an  Alloi- 


meats  Bill  brought  forward  for  the  benefit 
of  English  labourers,  be  (Dr.  Tanner) 
did  his  best  to  have  the  liill  extended  so 
that  Irish  labourers  would  be  benefited 
by  it.  He  Ivad  ntre^idy  succeetied  in 
getting  one  Bill  passed  for  the  Irish 
lalwurer,  which  gave  him  a  half  acre  of 
land,  Imt  he  found  there  was  a  lot  of 
trouble  experienced  in  getting  the  addi- 
tional acre  for  him.  It  had  again  and 
again  been  pointed  ont  that  one  of  the 
gi^eat  dirticulties  the  Irish  lalM>urer  ex  pe- 
ri en  ceil  was  caused  by  the  intermittent 
charaeier  of  his  labour,  ami  accordingly  if 
he  got  an  extra  grant  of  land  it  must  be 
for  the  benefit  of  the  labourer  and  the 
ratepayer  as  well,  inasmuch  as  it  would 
keep  hitn  ofi'  the  rates  and  give  bira  au 
opportunity  of  cultivating  the  land.  If 
it  w^as  done,  they  would  raise  a  great 
weight  and  incubus  oil'  the  shoulders  of 
tbe  bibourers  of  Ireland,  For  bis  own 
part  he  regretted  to  say  that  cottages  hail 
not  l«?en  erected  tn  many  parts  of  tbe 
country,  and  he  hoped  before  long  thai 
every  lalxmrer  who  need  pi  I  a  eotlage 
would  have  one. 

Du.  UOMMINvS  (Cork  Co.,  S,E*) 
said,  that  having  regard  to  tbe  practical 
unanimity  with  which  this  Motion  had 
been  received  in  all  quarters  of  the 
Honse,  he  thought  it  would  he  a  great 
j>ity  if  that  imanimity  was  not  utilised  to 
further  account.  He  thought  that  might 
liedtmebv  leavingout  the  words  *vatouce." 

Mk.\V.  REDMOND  :  No, certainly  not. 

Du,  CUMMINS  :  And  substitute  for 
thctn  tlie  words  **a8  soon  as  possible/* 
lie  had  great  pleasure  in  moving  an 
Amendment  to  that  effect. 

Mit.  SPKAKER:  That  is  not  possible 
now, 

•Colonel  HIHIHES  (Woolwich) 
said,  that  if  atiy  alteration  were  made  in 
the  Motion  at  all  il  shttnld  be  \w  say  that 
this  tlung  shouhl  have  Ix^en  done  long 
ago.  He  had  Iravelletl  in  Ireland  and 
had  come  to  tbe  contvhision  that  many 
labourers  were  occupying  land  which 
could  not  by  any  means  prod  nee  a  proper 
livelihood.  It  was  full  of  water,  and  w»« 
only  cultivated  liecause  the  people  could 
not  get  good  laTul.  (Tood  land  they 
onght  1o  he  aide  to  get,  as  there  wiis 
|detHy  of  it.  Labtmrers  ought  to  he  ft  bid 
to  get  a  rcasnnable  f| uanti ty  of  latid — 
frc'hohl  laud  be  preferred — on  the  prjn^ 
ciple  that  if  a  num  was  his  own  landlord 
ho  won  hi  not  slioot  hiTuself.  A  greut 
matiy  difficnlties  would  l>e  got  over  iu 
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future  by  increasing  the  iitunber  of  free- 
holders  ttud   giviug   a  litrg^er   nnmlKir  of 
people  iin  interest   in   the  foiL     He  syni- 
■  pathiseil  with   the  Motirm,  jiml   was  sur- 
prised the  Cliief  Secretary  had  not  rearlily 
sped  the  opportunity  it   aSarded   Idni 
Df  agreeirjg  to  do  now,  by  meani*  of  a  brief 
[Act*  that  whicli  ouglit  to  have  been  done 
)  before. 

Mil.  W.  IlEDMOXD  considered  it  was 
■^   most   unfortunate  tlie    Chief    Secretary 
sboulii   have  met    tlie   bon,  and   gallant 
^ifember  for  Galway    in   the   unfrieiidlj 
Spirit   he  had  displayed,     Irish  Members 
Iliad  frnm  time  to  time  l>een  held   np   to 
I  the  censure  of  the  country   for  behaving 
Iin  a  discourteous  way.  It  was^  i*aid  some- 
l.timen  that    they    cotikl    not    treat    their 
^  opponents     with     that    courtesy     which 
[lugbt  to  prevail   iu  the   IJoase  of  Coni- 
QOOs.     ITg  did  not  think  that  in  the  10 
P'e&rs  he  bad  been  in  Parliament  he  had 
beanl  even  a   mnch-de«pised  Irish  Mem- 
fl>er  say  anything  so  diseourteons   to  an 
I  opponent    as    that    he    was  gtnlty   of    a 
I**  make-believe"  when  be  took  the  trouble 
(to  come  down  to  the    Ilon^e  aud  move  n 
[Hesolntiou   which   was    admittedly  f>f  a 
serious  nature.      The  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man the  Cbief  Secretary  must  know  very 
well   that  the    Irish   Membcr.s,  with    all 
their  faults  and  failiugs,  were  not  given 
to  withdrawing  anything  to  which  they 
committed    themselves,      and     he 
»itrongly  mlvised  his  hon.  Friend  to  hohl 
bis  ground,   in  order  to  show  right   hon, 
Geutiemen  opposite  that  when  ho  wanted 
Anything  to  be  doue  he  must  treuteveo  a 
Member  of   a    small    Party    with    some 
degree    of     courtesy,    and     not    accuse 
him     of      beiug     guilty    of    a    **  make- 
believe,  **  which    was    a    most   offensive 
t«rm.     He     (Mr.     W.     Redmond)    had 
lieen  amuseil  at   the   speech   of  the  hon. 
Member  who  said  that  he  quite  approved 
of   tne   Kcsolittion,    who   spoke   of    the 
nauimity  of  the  support  it  was  receiving, 
but    objected   to    the    words  ^^  at  once," 
He  (Mr,  W,  Kedmoud)  thought  that  if 
a    thing    w^as    good     it     could    not    be 
atio()rcti  too  soon.     The  right  hon,  Gen- 
tlennui  the   Chief   Secretary   said  that  a 
Hill  t'ould  not  be  iutrodncedon  thisi[iit^- 
tioii,  because  on  Thursday  he  was  goin^ 
to   introiluce   the   Kviete<l   Tenants   liill. 
The    right  bon.    Gentleman    atlccted  to 
believe  that  the  Mover  of  the  ResidiUioii 
d  his  friends  desired   to  see   I  be  (pies- 
ioti  of  Hllotments  for  Irish  labourers  put 
if  ore   the  Evicted   Tenants  Bill,     The 
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Chief  Secretary  knew  very  well  tiiat  tlie 
supporters  of  that  Uesolution  bad  no 
desire  to  interfere  with  the  Evicted 
Tenauts  Bill,  as  to  w^hicli  they  had  att 
along  been  endeavouring  to  drag 
some  declaration  from  him.  The 
Government  bad  engaged  the  House 
f<ir  a  considerable  length  of  time 
with  the  Parisli  Coimcils  Bill  and 
other  measures  which  did  not  affect 
the  Irisii  people,  and  be  thought  that  at 
leant  the  Govcrnmeut  would  undertake  to 
prepare  a  mea>sure  in  the  interest  of  Irish 
hvbourers,  seeing  that  they  could  find 
time  to  introduce  Bills  for  registration, 
local  veto,  and  other  measures  of  that 
description.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  say  that  the  Evicted  Te mints 
Bill — for  which  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man seemed  to  have  acquired  a  burmng 
solicitude  during  the  past  few  days — 
would  be  proceeded  with  and  carried 
through  this  Session  before  the  House 
was  asked  to  under  lake  the  cumbrous 
task  of  going  into  Committee  on  the 
Registration  Bill,  the  present  matter 
would  be  allowed  to  staud  over.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knew  perfectly 
well,  when  betunnted  the  boo,  and  gallant 
tTrentleman  (Colonel  Nolan)  and  his 
friends  with  desiring  to  put  the  labourers 
of  Ireland  and  these  allotments  under  the 
system  of  Dublin  Castle,  he  was  in- 
sinuating what  he  did  not  believe.  He 
would  tell  the  right  hon.  Gcntleinau  that 
tbelribh  people  wished  to  rule  their  own 
country.  He  would  loll  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  that  they  hoped  to  control  their 
own  atfairs^and  to  clear  out  Dublin  Ctistle 
root  and  branch.  He  meant  nothing 
personally  to  the  right  hon.  Gentknnan 
(Mr.  J.  Morley),  but  he  and  the  ofticials 
of  the  English  system  would  not  be 
wanted  in  Ireland  when  the  Irish 
people  conducted  ibeir  own  affairs. 
At  preaeut  he  failed  to  see  that  there 
was  any  immediate  prospect  of  Dublin 
Castle  being  d<ujc  away  with.  So  far 
from  this  Motion  being  a  *'  make* 
bclic\e"  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
who  moved  it  was  perfectly  sincere  at 
heart,  his  endeavour  being  to  get  a  state- 
ment of  opinion  from  the  House,  for 
so*nething  sbonld  be  done  to  phuit  the 
jjcojile  of  Ireland  on  their  unlive  soil, 
lie  could  assure  hon.  Members  who  were 
not  intimately  acquainted  with  Ireland 
that  this  was  an  extremely  pressing 
matter.  The  Irish  Members  wislieil  to 
get  some  employment  for  their    people, 
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and  to  put  a  sl«»p  \o  the  terrible  druiu  of 
emigration  wlut.di  wan  dcpopwljitiii^  tlieir 
coiiDtry.       Tliisj    as     Liberal     Mr-mbers 
opposite    must    know,     bad  goue  on  far 
years,    because    tbere   was  no  means  of 
obtaininor  employment    for    tbe    people. 
He  wisbod   to  say  tbat  his  dead  leader, 
Mr.  Pariiell,  was  tbe  greatest  friend  tlie 
labourers  of  Irelaiid    Invd  ever  possessed, 
Hon.    Members  near  might  wish  to  dis- 
pute this,   but  it  was  a  woll-knowii  fact, 
wbicb  he  now   cliallengcd  rbem  to  deny. 
He  eared  not  what   man  in  tbat  Hou^e 
had  obtained  the  chance   in  the  ballot  or 
who    IuiaI    moved    tbe    La!)oiirerH'   Act. 
They   must   all   know,    and    know    ygtj 
well,    tbat  it  was  the  band  of  tbat  great 
dead  man  which  bad  drafted  all  tbe  pro- 
visions of  tbat   measure,  altbongb  others 
tried  to   take  tbe  credit  afterwanls.     He 
not   only    drafted    it,   Init   he    pnsbed  it 
safely   through    tbat    Honse.     Tbe  men 
who  had  these  cottages  erected  for  them 
must  certainly  novor  forget  that  tbe  whole 
of  tbe  work  of  getting  that  measnre  throngh 
Parliament    was  done    by  Parnell,  who 
had  always    laboured   to   root    both  the 
peasants   and   the    farmers  of  Irebmd  in 
the  soil.     He  hoped  his  bon,  and  gallant 
Friend   (Colonel  ^olan)  wonld  press  liis 
Motion  to  a  Division,  and  try  and  get  the 
labourers    facilities    for   getting  at    the 
land.     If  he   (Mr.   Redmond)  was  to  t>e 
the  only  man  with  bim  in  tbe  Lobby  he 
would  insist  on  pressing  this  matter  to  a 
Division,  He  failed  to  see  why  heat  bad 
been     tmpartetl     into     tbe     discussion. 
[Laught€rJ\      Hon.    Members    laughed, 
but  he  could  assure  them  that  it  was  not 
he  who   had  introduced  it,  but  tbe  rig  lit 
bon.   Gentleman   who  bad  said  tbat  tbe 
lri»h    Members  were  guilty  of  a  **  make- 
l>elieve.''      The  right    bon.    Gcntleinnn 
agreed  with  the  Kesohition  in  prineiple. 
It   was  simply  a  declariition  on  tlie  part 
of  the  House  that  something  should  he 
done  to  keep  ablobodiod  Irislunen  on  the 
soil  of  their  country.  On  that  deelaratioii 
he    should    advise    his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  t(»  go  to  a  Division, 

Mil.  FINKERTON  (Galway)  said, 
bo  ho}>ed  ihe  Chief  Secretary  woubl  iiol 
attach  Um  much  imj)ortance  to  the  rfpetich 
of  the  bon.  Mcniber  who  had  jufit  sat 
down.  He  had  only  just  returned  to  this 
country. 

Uxu  \\\  HEDMOND;  I  represent  as 
nmnv  persons  in  tins  House  as  von  do* 

Mu.   FINKEKTON    said,  'the    bon. 
Member  bad  just    returned   from   Aus- 

Jfr.  if^,  Redmond 


trnlia^  and  this  was  tbe  first  opportntiity 
be  had  bad  of  unbosoming  himself. 

Mu.  W,  Hi:i>MUND  :  I  have  as  much 
right  to  speak  in  this  House  as  you. 
Your  majority  was  only  50. 

Mu.  SrEAKER  :  Order,  order  ! 

Mu.  FINKERTON  said,  as  the  hon. 
Member  attaelicd  great  importance  to 
small  numbers,  a  majority  of  50  ought  to 
appeal  to  his  sympathy.  The  impression 
was  not  conveyed  to  bis  (Mr,  PinkertonV) 
miiul  that  tbe  right  bon.  Gentle  man  the 
Chief  S cere t a ry  w a 1 1 ted  to  i r is u It  t h e  h on , 
and  gallant  Member  (Colonel  Nolan). 
But  there  was  a  palpablt?  attempt  in  con- 
nection with  the  Motion  to  play  to  the 
gallery,  and  the  Tory  support  which  it 
received  was  transparently  <lisbonest. 
He  did  not  know  whether  be  should  be 
in  order  in  moving  to  leave  out  the  word^ 
'*  at  once/' 

•Mu.  SPEAKER:  Not  unless  tbe  hon. 
and  gallant  Member's  projiosal  becomes 
tbe  flubstnntive  Motion* 

Mr*  J.  MORLEV  said,  the  bon. 
Member  for  Waterfonl  had  withdrawn 
tbe  significance  from  tbe  words  '*  at 
once,''  wbicb  was  the  ground  of  hi**  ob- 
jection to  them.  The  bon.  Member  said 
be  did  not  understand  by  the  words  that 
a  meas\ire  was  to  be  passctl  tliis  Seai^iou 
carrying  out  tbe  purpose  of  the  Resolu- 
tion. 

Mh.  J.  REDMOND  said,  bo  did  not  | 
take  it  to    mean    tbat    a    Bill    should  bo 
passed  into   law   this    Session.     But  ho 
did   not  say  tbat  a   Bill   should   not  be  j 
formulated  to  carry  out  tbe  Resolution, 

Mii.  J,  MORLEY  said,  if  it  waa  j 
clearly  uTiderstood  that  l>y  accepting  the 
Amendment  in  the  form  in  which  it  was 
proposed  tbe  Government  were  not 
pledged  to  do  what  tlie  hou.  Member 
opposite  called  "formulate  a  proposal  to 
carry  out  tlie  Resolution  '*  or  carry 
through  a  Bill  this  Sosaiou,  he  would 
accept. 

Question, '*  Tbat  the  words  proposed  | 
to  bo  left  out  stand  part  of  the  liiiestion^"  1 
put,  ami  nega rived. 

Qne^itiou  ptoposoil,  "  Tbat  those  wonUl 
be  tlicre  addetl." 

Mu,  SEXTON  said,  the  intorpretatloB 
given  by  tbe  Meujbcr  for  Wnterford  re- 
moved any  objection  he  had  to  the  word- 
ing of  the  Motion. 

CuLoKEL NOLAN  said,  be  would  strtkej 
out  the  latter   part  of   tbe    Motion    in 
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iitid  presHiug  iiuJ  vital  iinportaiKv,  couhJ 
liuve  beeu  eousitlered. 

[Nt>  answer  waa  giveu.] 

SOLICITORS  (IRELAND)  BlLL.-<No,  1<»H.) 
SECOND    READING^ 

Order  for  Second  Keiidiijg  read. 

Motion  made,  mu]  yiie^tioD  pn»pi»$eti, 
"  TbiU.  the  Bill  In3  now  reiid  n  secoiivl 
time/'^ — {Mr,  Field,} 

Mk.  CAKSON  (Dul)liu  Univertiiryj 
c^niil^  that  ziltUoiii^li  he  did  aot  kriovvmiieh 
about  the  controversial  details,  lie  had 
reeeivetl  rt  «ouiinmdcatioti  from  ilie  In- 
cor[)o rated  Law  Soeietj  of  Irehiud  stitting 
that  the  Bill  was  in  mauy  respects  an 
innlesirable  otie,  and  he  thought  tbui 
before  tt  wai*  read  a  second  time  i*o*ne 
explanation  shonld  Ik3  made  eoneern- 
in<;  tr. 

*M\i.  \V,  JiJUNSTON  (Belfast,  8.) 
said,  he  would  like  to  know  whetlier  tlie 
Bill  hml  heeu  printt'd. 

Mil.  FlfclLl)  Haid,  Hie  Bill  was  pniiied 
last  ye»r. 

Mn.  J.  MUllLEV  said,  it  wouiJ  cer- 
tainly be  impos^sible  to  assent  to  tbo 
Second  Keadi ug  on  this  oecasiou. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 


accordance  with  the  suggest  ions  that  bad 
been  raade,  and  it  would  read — 

"*  That,  in  the  opinion  of  thia  liouse^  all  the 
facilities  for  obtainiug  laad  now  poa»etJ»ed  by 
England  should  be  Ht  once  extended  to  Ire- 
la»«l.** 

Mii.  J.  REDMOND  said,  that  the  in- 
terpretation he  put  upon  the  word»  **at 
once'*  was,  as  he  had  previously  .stated, 
the  same  as  that  which  ihe  Clnincellor 
of  the  Exchecpier  put  upon  the  word 
** forthwith'*  when  discnssint*'  the  ques- 
tion of  the  payment  uf  Members  on 
March  24,  1893  — 

*•  That  he  aecepteJ  the  Mutii>n  with  the  honest 
infentiou  of  carrj'^itij^  it  iia  shiqu  ns  possible,** 

Mk.  J.  MORLEV  ^aid,  be  had  stuted 
the  interpretation  that  he  put  upon  the 
words,  and  it  wus  in  view  of  that  inter- 
pretation that  he  assented  tu  the  Mution. 

Mn.  J.  REDMOM)  :  W  hat  is  it  ? 

Words  amended,  by  leavint^"  out  from 
the  words  "  to  Ireland,"  to  the  etid  of  the 
Question, 

Words,  as  amended,  addeiL 

iiesolveti.  That,  in  the  opinion  uf  this  Ibjiiso, 
all  the  facilitieci  for  obtaiain^  land  iiuw  pos- 
aessed  by  England  should  be  at  once  extcnUeLl 
to  Ireland. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  Clerk  will  now 
proceed  to  read  the  Orders  of  the  Day* 

Mr-  BROMLEV  -  DAVENPORT 
(Cheshire,  Macclesfield |  a^ked  whether 
be  could  not  move  the  following  Motion 
that  dioo<i  on  the  Paper  in  his  name  : — 

"To  call  attention  to  the  coTirhtlon  of  tht'silk 
tmile  ill  this  countrj',  and  to  move,  thtit  tliin 
House,  having  recant  to  the  lamentable  dteline 
of  the  §ilk  trade  in  the  country,  is  of  opinion 
that  fi  moderate  duty  affectinv(  only  au  article 
of  luxury  ought  to  beimposeil  n\ton  all  ioi]ioitei 
manafactnred  silk/' 

Mh,  speaker  :  It  is  not  a  rpiestion 
for  Tiie  but  for  the  (Toverument. 

Mr.  AKERS-DOUGLAS  (K^^mt,  St, 
Augustine's)  said,  that  in  8ueh  circiuu- 
^taoces  It  had  always  been/  the  praetiee 
to  dCt  tip  Supply  again. 

Mr,  speaker  :  It  is  entirely 
optional  for  the  Government  to  set  up 
Supply  again  or  not,  A  great  deal 
depeuds  upon  the  hour  of  tie  night. 

Mr.  BROMLEY-t)  A  VE N  PO  RT 
iLdked  whether  he  wais  to  understauil  that 
the  Government  wefe  anxious  that  this 
question  should  no|  V»e  raised  ?  There 
was  still  half  an  hour  remaining  in  which 
be    matter,  whieb  was  one  of  enormous 
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LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (tEELAND)   PHn. 
VLSIONAL     ORDER      (No,     2)     HILL, 

(No.  6.) 
Read  tlie  third  time,  and  passed. 

METROmLlTAN    POLICE    PROVISIONAL 

ORDER  BILL.— (No.  U7,) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

WKMV^S,  &€.,    WATKU  ntOVlSlUVAL 

order  bill. 

Oil  Motioa  of  the  Lord  Adv.jcfttc,  Bill  fo 
con  inn  i\  i*rovisional  Onler  made  by  the  Secn?- 
lary  for  Scorhunl,  innier  *'The  PaV>lic  Health 
(Seotlaiid)  Ai't,  IS67,"  relatiai;  to  \Vetay*»  and 
BiickhavcH.  Methil,  "Uid  Iimerleveu  Waiter, 
untere^l  to  })e  t)r  >Ui<ht  in  by  The  Lord  Advocate 
jMui  Mr.  .Solicitor  tieaeral  for  ScotlaDd. 

Bill  presentetl,  and  read  first  time.  [8111  158.] 

FUANLHISE!*  (eXULAND  AND  WALEs) 
BILL, 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Rarrow,  Bill  to  a^i^inii- 
late  nil  the  Franc hfseh  in  England  nud  Wales, 
orrlered  to  Ij«  brought  in  bv  Mi\  Harrow,  Mr. 
Samuel  Montagu,  Mr.  Beaufuy,  Mr.  Hawcll, 
Mr.  Stewart  Wallace,  aibl  Mr  Hi-nn. 

Bill  preaented,aadre;iii  firot  tiuu\  [Hill  159.1 
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LEASEHOLD    PROPERTY    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  FieM,  Bill  to  enable  owners 
or  tenants  having  a  vested  interest  in  lands, 
houses,  or  business  to  acquire  by  purchase  or 
rent  the  intervening  p<Tiu<l  of  term  between 
the  ez])iratioii  of  existing  lease  and  the 
originnl  lease,  onlered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Field,  Mr.  Clancy,  and  Dr.  Kenny. 

Bill  presented,  and  Pea<l  first  time.  [Bill  1(50.] 

SOLTCITORS'  EXAMINATION  BILL. 

(No.  112). 

Considered  in  Committee ;  Com- 
mittee rej)orr  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Monday  next. 

SELKCTION  (STANDING  COMMITTEES). 
Tra<le,  &c. — Sir  John  MowUray  re- 
ported from  ti^ie  Committee  of  Selection; 
That  they  ha<i  discharged  tiie  following 
Member  from  rhe  Standing  Committee 
on  Trade  (incJntling  Agriculture  and 
Fishing),  Sbippifig,  and  Manufactures  : 
Sir  John  Lubl>oc^  ;  and  had  appointed 
in  substitution  :  Mf.  Heneage. 

Ordered,  That  tlie\  Report  do  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

Supply, — Committ^  upon  Monday 
next.  I 

SUPPLY    [12th   Apif-il]    REPORT. 
Order  read,  for    resirming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [th.is  day], 

'*  That  this  Houne  doth  a^uree  with  the  Com- 
mittee in  the  HeHoliition,  *  T' hat  a  sum,  not  ex- 
ceedinjr  £l.771.H(H»,  Xtc  granted  to  Her  Majesty, 
to  defray  the  Ex|)e!i8e  of  » the  Ptrsontwl  for 
Shiobuilding,  Repairs,  and  Maintenance,  in- 
cluding the  coet  of  Er*tablrshiiient8  of  Dock- 
yanls  and  Naval  Yanis  at  f'lome  and  Abroad, 
which  will  come  in  course  o^f  |>ayment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  HU^t  dav  of  March, 
1895.'  •' 

Question  put,  and  agree<i  \6,  ^  "^    . 

Subf<equent  KeMohitions  agreed  to. 

IRISH    EDUCATION   ACT  (1892)  AMEND- 

MKNT  HILL.-(No.  107.) 

SECOND    KEADINO. 

Order  for  Se<?ond  Reading  read. 

Motion  ma<le,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Bill  he  now  read  a  second  time," 
put,  and  negatived. 

PUBLIC     BUILDINGS     (LONDON)    BILL. 
(No.  79.) 
Considered  in  Committee  ;   Committee 
report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  upon  Mon- 
day next. 


TREATY  SERIES  (No.  9,  1894). 
Copy  presented,— of  Agreement  l>e- 
tween  Great  Britain  and  Portugal  for 
the  Insurance  of  Postal  Parcels.  Signed 
at  Lisbon  10th  March  1894  [by  Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." 

Business  ok  the  House. 

Mr.  BROMLEY-DAVENPORT 
(Cheshire,  Macclesfield)  said,  he  desired 
to  call  attention  to  the  conduct  of  the 
Grovernment.  He  desired  to  remind  them 
that  the  Government  had  already  robl)ed 
private  Memliers  of  the  time  of  the 
House.  He  had  been  fortunate  enough 
in  the  ballot  to  gain  second  place  to-day 
for  a  Motion  of  vital  importance  to  a 
trade  which  was  once  a  great  industry — 
the  silk  trade  of  this  country.  The 
people  were  starving,  and  he  desired  to 
draw  attention  to  the  subject.  For  two 
and  a  half  hours  they  had  listened  to  a 
Debate  about  Ireland  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  described  as  a  make-believe. 
At  first  the  Chief  Secretary  objected, 
and  then  he  accepted  the  Resolution.  He 
wondered  why,  but  he  had  since  dis- 
covered that  it  was  in  order  to  burke 
inquiry.  It  was  within  the  power  of  the 
Government  to  give  him  an  opportanity 
to  move  his  Resohition.  He  himself 
had  no  power  one  way  or  the  other,  but 
the  Government  had  declined  to  give 
him  that  opportunity.  He  should  take 
care  that  his  constituency  and  other  con- 
stituencies knew  of  the  value  to  be  put 
upon  tiie  protestations  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  their  interest  in  questions  which 
were  not,  indeed,  Irish,  but  which  were 

of    vriJal    importance    to    Great    Britain 

alone.     '  — ^ 

Mr.  WING  FIELD.  DIGBY  (Dorset, 
N.)  said,  he  i  iesired  also  to  join  in  pro- 
testing againsti  the  ac^tion  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  preve^»t«"g  »  Debate  taking 
place,  and  affbrdiUig  tlie  House  an  oppor- 
tunity of  hearin,K  the  views  of  the 
President  of  the  B»oard  of  Trade  on  the 

subject. 

T 
Motion  agreed  to.\^ 

House  adjournl"5d  at  a  quarter  before 
Twelve  o*clo  ck  till  Monday  next. 
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REPRESENTATIVE  PEERS  FOR  . 
IRELAND. 
Viscount  Ferrard  —  Viscount 
Charlemont  —  Lord  Clonbrock 
(Claims  to  vote  for  Representative  Peers 
for  Ireland), — Ordered  and  Directed, 
That  a  Certificate  be  sent  bj  the  Clerk 
of  the  Parliaments  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  in  Ireland,  stating  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  the  United  Kingdom  has 
reported  to  the  House  of  Lords  that  the 
right  of  Viscount  Ferrard,  the  Viscount 
Charlemont,  and  the  Lord  Clonbrock  to 
vote  at  the  elections  of  Representative 
Peers  for  Ireland  has  been  established  to 
the  satisfaction  of  him  the  said  Lord 
Chancellor ;  and  that  the  House  of 
Lords  has  ordered  such  Reports  to  be  sent 
to  the  said  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Ire- 
land :  And  it  is  herebjr  also  Ordered, 
That  the  said  Reports  of  the  said  Lord 
Chancellor  be  sent  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  in  Ireland. 

J   GENERAL  MAISEY'S  •*  SANCHI  TOPE." 
QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of.  State  for 
India  how  many  copies  of  General 
Maisey's  book  on  the  Sanchi  Tope  were 
subscribed  for  by  the  India  Office  ;  and  if 
there  was  any  rule  as  to  subsidising 
authors  out  of  the  Indian  Treasury  ? 
fie  said,  the  importance  or  non-import- 
ance of  this  question  depended  upon  the 
number  of  copies  of  a  book  taken  by  the 
Indian  Government.  In  this  case  General 
Maisey^s  book  had  been  printed  in 
London,  so  that  the  India  Office  would 
be  responsible  for  subsidising  it,  and  it 
was  said  that  80  copies  had  been  ordered. 
In  the  case  of  the  late  Mr.  Ferguson's 
Strpent  Worship^  a  great  deal  of  Indian 
money  bad  been  spent,  as  each  copy  cost 
£o,  and  a  large  number  were  subscribed 
for,  and  the  utility  of  that  work  was 
questioned.  The  history  of  General 
Haisey's  book  was  that  as  long  ago  as 
1840,  when  he  and  General  Sir  Alexan- 
der Cunningham  were  subalterns,  they 
met  at  the  Sanchi  Tope  and  made  draw- 
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ings  of  the  sculptures,  but  the  book  had 
only  been  printed  in  1892.  Unfortu- 
nately, General  Maisey  wiu  killed  by  a 
cab  accident  before  his  work  was  pub- 
lished, and  General  Sir  Alexander  Cun- 
ningham died  last  autumn,  a  few  days  after 
this  notice  was  put  down  in  the  Minutes. 
Both,  therefore,  were  indifferent  to  criti- 
cism. There  was  no  fault  to  find  with  the 
plates  and  drawings,  but  the  letterpress 
might  have  been  dispensed  with. 
General  Maisey  had  endeavoured  in  his 
Preface  to  prove  that  Gautama  Buddha 
lived  500  years  later  than  the  date 
assigned  to  him  by  all  historians,  and 
General  Sir  Alexander  Cunningham,  who 
finished  bringing  out  this  work,  had 
found  himself  obliged  to  write  another 
Preface  contesting  the  views  of  his  friend 
and  colleague,  in  which  he  wrote — 

"  I  think  that  hi«  views  may  have  been 
biased  by  the  pious  wish  to  prove  that  Chris- 
tianity was  prior  to  Buddhism." 

It  appeared,  therefore,  doubtful  whether 
the  expenditure  of  Indian  money  upon 
such  speculative  printing  was  justifiable, 
and  he  must  warn  his  noble  Friend  the 
late  Secretary  of  State  for  India  that  if 
he  had  sanctioned  this  expenditure  he 
would  be  laying  himself  open  to  the 
imputation  of  being  half-hearted  in  his 
convictions,  and  of  doing  what  betting 
men  called  ^* hedging^*  for  the  next 
world  by  backing  the  missionaries  in 
India  whilst  he  was  harassing  the 
established  clergy  in  this  country. 

•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Lord  Reay)  : 
My  Lords,  in  reply  to  the  question  of  the 
noble  Lord,  I  have  to  inform  him  that 
five  copies  of  the  work  he  mentions  were 
originally  subscribed  for,  and  five  copies 
more  were  subsequently  purchased  by  the 
India  Office.  The  only  Rules  bearing 
upon  the  question  of  subsidising  authors 
out  of  the  Indian  Revenues  are  those  re- 
lating to  the  literary  grant  of  £3,000  per 
annum,  which  sum  has  been  set  aside  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council  to  meet 
the  expenditure,  exclusive  of  salaries  and 
allowances,  for  the  purchase,  publication, 
patronage,  binding,  and  repairs  of  all 
books,  maps,  pictures,  publications,  and 
works  of  art  of  every  kind.  There  is 
no  special  Rule  regulating  the  subsidising 
of  authors  ;  but  books  bearing  upon  India 
jr  Oriental  languages,  which  are  sub- 
mitted for  the  patronage  of  the  Secretary 
of  State,  are  dealt  with  on  their  merits. 
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SCHOOL  ACCOMMODATION 
^         AT  LOCCOMBE  AND  STOKE-PKRO. 

MOTION*    rOU    A    HETCRN. 

Lord  STANLEY  ok  ALDERLEY 

called  the  attention  of  tbe  House  to  tlie 
school  acconimtidiitiim  at  Lucconibe  and 
Stoke-Pero,  on  the  propertT  of  Sir 
Thomas  Aclatid  ;  nntl  moved  for  a  Return 
of  all  schools  in  which  alterations  have 
l)een  required  by  the  Education  Depart- 
raent  since  the  Vice  President  came  into 
Office  in  1892.  He  said,  when  he 
intoiided  bringing  the  subject  of  iiehool 
accommodation  at  Luceombe  and  8toke- 
Pero  before  the  Hou^e  in  December  last 
he  could  only  have  spoken  of  it  from  in* 
formation.  He  hail  since  visited  that 
district  and  hud  seen  the  schools  at 
Luceombe,  Porlock,  and  Allerford.  He 
had  uo  wish  to  be  the  caose  of  expense 
either  to  the  iohabitanli*  of  that  dintrict 
or  to  Sir  Thomas  Aclaud,  the  principal 
landowner  in  Luccombe-Allertou  and 
Stoke-Pero,  but  at  the  same  time  lie 
must  point  out  the  very  different  treat- 
merit  meted  out  to  those  schools  and  to 
others  in  Jess  favoured  districts,  and  tiiat 
the  requirements  of  the  Department 
under  Schedule  VIL  bad  not  been  applictl 
to  Lnccomhe.  The  Luceombe  school 
had  neither  class-room  nor  cloak-room. 
Cloaks  were  hung  up  hi  the  poreb.  He 
did  not  say  that  eitlier  were  required  ;  but 
neither  were  they  required  in  other 
school  a  whicli  had  been  ordered  to  pro- 
vide them,  and  the  grants  witliheld 
where  compliance  had  not  been  imme- 
diate. The  Tils  ton  school  had  been  forced 
to  incur  an  expense  of  £4H  to  build 
porches  for  cloak-rooms  ;  everywhere 
complaints  were  made,  and  he  could  not 
do  better  than  follow  the  Memher  for 
hiB  division,  the  Eastern  Division  of 
Cheshire,  Mr.  Bromley- Davenport,  who» 
speaking  at  Macclesfield  ou  the  27th  of 
February  last,  said  that  the  Education 
Department  was  calling  upon  Chriat- 
chtirch  schoolji  to  spend  £10CJ,  and  that 
the  various  denominational  schools  of 
Macclesfield  would  be  called  upon  to  pay 
a  sum  in  the  aggregate  of  between 
£1,000  and  £l,oOO.  He  (Mr.  Daveu- 
port)  referred  to  Macclestield  having  a 

**  complete  edacation  latJder  kept  up  by 
voluntary  effort  without  a  Board  school  and 
withoQt  a  school  rate ;  and  this  sjatem  with 
which  the  people  of  Maccleafitld  were  tho- 
TQughly  MUsGed  iras  in  danger  because  they 
hmd  Rt  tlw head  oi  th&  Education  Department 


a  man  who  was  the  hitter  enemy  of  denomina- 
tional schools,  who  was  the  bitter  enemy  of  the 
whole  voltintary  Bvstem,  anrl  who  did  not 
scru|i!e  to  take  advantagre  uf  the  vai^t  powers 
of  his  official  position  to  force  his  own  predi- 
lections upon  the  people  of  this  country/ 

Mr.  Acland  hatl  brought  an  Inspector, 
Mr.  Scott-Coward,  from  Yorki^bire,  which 
bad  become  too  hot  to  hold  him,  and  he 
had  harried  most  of  tbe  schools  in  Somer- 
setshire. He  was  told  that  that  gentle- 
man was  a  Eonian  Catholic,  and  there- 
fore he  might  be  more  or  less  out  of 
eynipathy  with  the  managers  whom  he 
had  vexed.  11  is  district  did  not  exteud 
to  the  \ymi  end  of  Somersetshire,  where 
Sir  Thomas  AclaiRr^  property  wasj 
situated.  The  i*chool  at  Lnccombe  was 
taught  by  a  Hchoohnistrese,  and  the 
average  attetiilance  was  29.  When  he 
visited  it,  tbe  ohiest  boy  there  was  11, 
and  he  did  not  8ee  any  of  thot*e  small 
infanta  that  were  now  turning  the  schools 
into  nurseries  miA  over-crowding  6chools 
hitherto  sufhcient  for  the  re<|uireraeui8of 
the  Act  of  lisTO,  He  called  npon  the 
Rector,  tbe  Rev*  H.  D,  Acland,  a 
nephew*  of  Sir  Thomas  Acland,  and 
asked  him,  **  Are  you  faithful  to  your 
Church  or  to  your  family r"  Unlike  the 
son  of  the  late  Prime  Minis^ter,  the  Hector 
of  Ha  warden,  w^ho  had  incurred  the  risk 
of  a  reminder  by  his  Diocesan  of  his 
ordination  vows,  he  was  able  to  say, 
with  truth,  he  had  been  faithful  to  his 
Church  ;  but  that  did  not  prevent  him 
taking  up  the  cause  of  hii*  district 
and  of  his  venerolde  uncle,  and 
urging  that  they  should  not  be  put 
to  further  expense.  After  that  he 
wont  near  to  Stoke-Pero^  and  theti  to 
Porlock  und  Allerton.  At  Porlock  a 
new  class-room  had  been  built,  but  it  was 
not  yet  occupied  ;  the  schoolmaster  told 
him  it  would  cost  £120,  but  the  Vicar 
said  it  was  more  likely  to  l>e  £190.  Thia 
addition  was  not  ordered  by  the  Vice 
President,  but  had  been  called  for  by  the 
Department  before  b is  time.  Sir  Thomas 
Aclaud  bad  no  property  in  Porlock,  htit 
this  school  received  many  of  the  children 
from  Luceombe  and  Stoke-Pero.  G-eo- 
logically,  this  district  belonged  lo  South 
Devon,  ami  was  included  in  the 
hunting  iiiapB  of  Devonshire*  It  bad 
also  a  separate  school  district,  and 
had  nothing  to  do  w^ith  the  rest,  of 
Somerset.  In  1790  the  population  of 
Stoke-Pero  was  estimated  at  100,  in  1801 
it  was  63,  in  1824  it  was  Bl,  in   1818, 
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accord iog  lo  ti  Return  to  fbe  House  of 
|Commoos,  the  children  were  tauglit  to 
by  an  old  woniim  paid  \^y  the  parish. 
Now  it  had  do  school  at  till.  Stoke-Pero 
cliurch  and  the  house  where  there  are  most 
children  is  four  miles  from  Porlock,  but 
the  road  ta  so  steep  that  it  takes  a  boy 
an  hour  and  fi-hnlf  U\  eome  to  Porlock. 
Other  Stoke-Pero  children  went  to  au 
Exmoor  school,  alt^f)  a  dirftauee  of  four 
inilej*.  The  population  of  Stoke-Pero 
had  now  fallen  to  .50.  It  whs  evident 
that  on  I J  children  above  eight  years  of 
^e  coiild  attend  Bchoo!,  MoHt  of  the 
bje-Iaws  sanctioned  by  the  Department 
[|aired  children  from  five  to  eight  years 
jf  age  to  go  only  two  miles,  and  those 
om  eight  to  fbirteen  years  of  age  to  go 
liree  miles.  One  uf  the  new  sichemcH 
roposed  to  give  travelling  allowanees  to 
children  who  might  hnve  four  miles  to 
%p.  He  hml  been  informed  that  Stnke- 
Pero  contained  12  children  of  the  age 
eight  to  thirteen  :  this  would  pro- 
ibly  give  18  of  the  school  age  from 
live  to  thirteen,  and  more  if  the  infants 
inder  five  were  to  be  reckoned.  If 
Jtoke-Pero  had  no  school,  why  should 
iher  parishes  with  as  few  ehihlren  be 
K^bliged  to  keep  up  schools  ?  How  was 
that  neither  the  Vice  Prcr^idenf  nor 
ler  Majesty's  iScbocd  Inspecttna  hail 
juired  a  »ehool  to  bo  provided  for  those 
lildren  of  three  to  eight  years  of  age  ? 
dame's  school  would  be  sufficient,  but 
the  pedantry  of  the  Department  required 
«o  many  subjects  to  be  taught  which 
were  not  contemplated  by  the  Act  of 
1870,  that  it  debarred  itj^cdf  from  asking 
for  a  school  suitable  to  the  small  require- 
tnents  of  this  hamlet.  There  was,  how- 
ever, another  cause  wdiich  ifiigbt  have 
operated  t^o  deprive  Stoke-Pero  of  a 
scbool  and  to  dinjiiii^h  the  population, 
analogous  to  that  erroneously  attributed 
lo  William  Riifus  for  the  destruction  of 
80  villages .  I  u  th  i  s  eas e  D  u ns  t  e r,  M  i  n  o- 
heiid,  and  Porlock,  and  their  districts 
were  all  interested  in  following  the  stag- 
lioands,  and  a  great  number  of  carriages 
H^ttended  the  meet,  so  that  it  h  au  object 
to  keep  the  country  round  Stoke-Pero 
qniet,  and  to  avoid  having  a  long  die- 
fiioce  to  go  on  Exnaoor,  Going  there 
the  driver  told  him  that  he  often  saw 
red  deor  from  the  road.  He  had  not 
that  hick,  though  he  saw,  but  did  not 
go  t»  far  as,  the  field  where  the  carriages 
Aiaembled  to  see  the  meet*       No  tlotiht 


a    very    large    number    of 
all    c  I  art 80??    derived     great 


people  of 
enjoyinetit 
from  being  able  to  witness  a  stag-hnnt  ao 
near  home,  and  many  might  think  it 
(dieaply  purchased  by  the  sacrifice  of  a 
few  farms  and  the  disidacemeot  of  a  few 
people,  hnt  it  was  surprising  to  find  a 
Radical  of  the  die  of  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent eurouraging  such  a  policy  by  his 
inaction.  If  if  was  said  that  (bis  omi«- 
sion  was  due  to  Vice  Presidents  and  In- 
spectors of  former  times,  then  the  Vie© 
President  who  had  been  so  exacting  in 
other  cases  was  in  the  position  of  the 
wicked  servant  in  the  Gospel  whose  large 
debts  had  been  rem ir ted,  but  who  yet 
exacted  the  whole  of  a  snuiller  debt  from 
his  fijliow  servants.  Some  might  Ij© 
found  to  say  that  tins  neglect  of  the 
cliildreu  of  8toke-Pero  was  owing  to 
favouritism,  and  that  the  Vice  President 
ought  to  have  shown  a  Brulus*like  tlia- 
rogard  for  parental  or  filial  feelings.  He 
regarded  it  otherwise,  and  baih^d  this  proof 
that  the  Vice  President  respected  the  Fifth 
C om ma nchn cut,  and  that  ho  possessed 
some  human  feelings,  and  that  be  was  not 
open  to  the  taunt  levelled  by  Dido  at 
j4?^neas,  that  no  goddess  bore  him  but 
hard  rocks,  and  that  Hyrcauoan  tigresseft 
suckled  him  ;  aiad  upon  this  reference  he 
must  tjike  thi- opportimity  to  request  the 
Lord  President  to  tender  his  apology  to 
the  Vice  President  for  having  compared 
him  to  n  Bengal  tiger.  Ho  did  not  wish, 
aa  he  had  already  siiid,  to  press  thta  defi- 
ciency, and  had  mentioned  it  only  in  order 
to  convince  the  Vice  Pra«ident  of  the 
necessity  of  greater  forbettrance  and  iti- 
dulgence  on  his  own  part,  and  of  the 
necesBity  of  reining  in  the  School  In- 
spectors and  of  getting  rid  of  those  who 
were  old  ami  wheezy,  and  who  had  cer- 
tainly exaggerated  ideas  of  ventilation. 
Whilst  be  was  in  this  district  he  fonml 
the  pre'vailing  opinion  of  the  Vice 
President  to  be  that  be  was  very 
zealous,  but  losufHciently  acrpiainted 
with  rural  life,  and  that  it  was  a 
misfortune  for  himself  as  well  as  for 
others  that  he  did  not  represent  the 
Admiralty  or  some  other  Public  Ottiee. 
Perhaps  it  was  not  too  late  for  the  Head 
of  the  Government  to  place  him  in  some 
other  Department  before  he  could  pro- 
ceed further  iu  ruining  the  voluntary 
schools  by  these  structural  exactions 
which  were  far  greater  ih&\i  ^e^t^  Ov^- 
manded  for  the  number  ol    <iV\Viii:^ti  \\k 
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atteudance  \u  each  district.  It  wfts 
Bot'essary  tbat  the  eoimtrj  should  kuow 
what  tliose  demnuik  were,  and  the  only 
way  to  arrive  at  it  was  by  a  return  of  kH 
the  scbooln  iu  which  ahe rations  lia*l 
been  required*  He  moved  for  that  Rutiini 
aecordiijgly. 

Moved— 
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•*  That  there  be  laid  before  thiH  House  Retura 
of  all  schiKjb  in  whidi  alteiutioiis  Imve  been 
requiresl  by  the  Educatinn  i>eprirtment  since 
the  Vice  Prwideiit  eaaie  into  Otlk-e  in  18112." 
— (77«J  Li>rd  Stanhij  of  AUvih'tj:) 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY ANi>  LORD   PRESIDENT  ^w 

THE  COUNXTL  {The  Earl  of  Ro8E- 
behy)  :  My  Lords,  it  would  properly 
devolve  ii|w>n  my  nohlo  Friend  Lord 
Play  fair  who  has  undertaken  to  reply 
for  the  Ed  neat  ion  Office  in  this  House 
to  answer  tiio  very  dtscwrsive  statement 
whith  has  just  been  read  out  by  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  Table,  bnt  that  sttate- 
ment,  or  rather  the  question,  on  whieli 
it  \ii  founded  rtoems  to  me  to  raii^e  qiiej^- 
tioDS  of  a  more  g^eiiernl  kind  wbieh 
appeal  to  me,  as  oeenpyintr  the  position 
of  Lejwler  of  this  Ilout^e,  und,  I  think, 
no  lesB  to  all  your  L<rrdships  who  are 
Membern  of  tbii*  Honse.  Tbere  luay  Ik?, 
and  there  are,  no  doubt,  frequent  criti- 
cisms  levelled  outside  at  various  points 
iu  the  character  and  composittou  of  this 
House,  But  there  is  one  accusation 
which,  so  far  aa  I  know,  has  never  been 
levelled  by  any  of  your  critics  at  this 
House,  iiud  it  is  rbnt  there  in  any  want 
of  those  fectlintj;^  of  mutual  gentlemanlike 
respect  which  ou^bt  to  iinimatotbe  vmioiis 
Members  towards  each  other.  And  I  will 
go  a  little  further  and  say  that  wlKireiis 
it  is  Olio  of  the  |)rero^atives  of  the  Oi*[»o- 
sition  to  say  what  tbey  may  think  rigbt  of 
thuse  who  oeen]>y  tlie  various  posts  in 
Her  Majesty *s  Government,  it  has  mjt 
yet  lieeu  the  function,  so  fur  as  I  kuow% 
of  any  Party  or  person  in  either  Hon^e 
of  rarh"ament  to  try  to  level  stigmas  at 
the  permaneut  Civil  Service  of  the 
country,  1  do  not  frretend  to  follow  for 
one  moment  the  noble  Lord  iu  the  various 
points  of  his  discourse,  becau>e  he 
brougbt  forwanl  so  much  mytlKjlogical 
and  historical  infonnation,  ranging  as  he 

I  did  from  Dido  to  William  Rufiis,  and 
from  William  Rufus  to  tbe  Hyrcauean 
or  Bengal  liger,  interspersed  witb  various 
quotations  from   the  Kew  Testament.      I 

think  the  nm'iu  point  we  have  to  ask  i» 
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why  did  tiie  noble  Lord  select  this  estate 
in  Devonshire  fur  his  searches  in  thiJ* 
controversy  ?  We  know  perfectly  well. 
We  know  that  it  was  for  this  purpose 
i>f  atlemptiug  to  fix  on  the  Education 
Department  the  great  reproach  of  making 
one  law^  for  one  part  of  the  country  and 
anotber  law  for  another  part  iu  which 
the  Vice  President's  father  hap|>ens  to 
<*wn  an  estate.  That  was  a  grave  im- 
putation, atnl  one  which  the  noble  Lord 
if  be  liail  been  more  tlionghtfid  or  l>ettcr 
advisuil  would  not  have  nunle.  The 
m>ble  Lord  has  given  his  report,  amt  we, 
too,  have  some  report  of  tlie  nolde  Lord** 
progress  in  that  estate.  We  know  that 
the  noble  Lord  visited  one  of  these 
scbools,  and,  on  seeing  it,  said,  ''*  This  i& 
too  good  for  my  purposes,"  and  openly  de- 
ehired  that  his  one  <d>ject  in  making  thij* 
rural  trip  was  to  raise  a  blush  on  the  cheek 
of  tbe  Eilucatlon  Department,  He  has 
raised  no  such  bhislu  The  Education 
Department  is  quite  prepared  to  abid& 
even  by  tbe  two  instances  which  the  noble 
Lord  has  cbosen  to  reud  out,  and  I  do 
make  a  solemn  protest,  botli  oBic hilly  and 
as  a  jirivate  Member  of  this  House* 
against  tbe  course  which  the  noble  Lord 
has  t bought  lit  to  adopt  on  this  occasion, 
of  bnnging  aspersions  against  the  per- 
manent Civil  Service  of  this  country. 
My  Lords,  it  is  not  an  aspersion  on  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Vice  President^ 
liecause  these  are  mutters  of  Departmental 
duty.  It  would  not  come  btfore  him  iu 
any  respect  to  ilerido  whether  the  schools, 
on  bis  father's  esrate  were  in  good  repair 
ur  in  bad*  It  conies  before  the  officials  of 
the  Department  ;  and  if  the  officials  of 
tbe  Dcjjai iment,  in  the  exercise  of  their 
heavy  responsibility,  think  it  right  to 
weigh  more  lightly  on  the  estates  of  a. 
gentieman  because  he  happens  to  be  iha 
agi?d  father  of  the  head  of  that  Depart- 
ment, their  respousibility  is  heavy  iudee<L 
Having  said  this  much  as  regards  the 
public  MSpect  of  the  (juestiou,  I  will  now 
say  a  word  as  to  tbe  two  spots,  bithert«> 
unknown  to  me,  on  which  the  noble  Lord 
has  fixed  his  eagle  eye.  With  regard  to 
the  seiiool  at  Luccombe^  the  facts  ara 
these  :  Tbe  Inspectors,  in  answer  to  the 
Circular  upon  that  point  by  the  Educa- 
tion Department,  have  recognised  two 
small  defects,  atid  have  reporte*l  them  ta 
the  Department  in  the  usual  way,  a& 
they  have  reported  the  defects  which 
weigh  so  heavily  on   the  noble  Lord  iu 
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re«p^t  of  Miu;cle»fielcl,  and  those  defects 
will  be  remedied  in  the  uauiil  course. 
The  defects  oo  wliicii  the  noble  Lord 
hAs  founded  his  stiitemeut  lire  these  : 
tlmt  wbereBs  the  room  ought  to  be 
12  ft.  high  it  is  oidy  11  ft.  9  i\u  high* 
That  bA8  apparently  Dot  hitherto  l»een 
noticed,  because  up  to  the  bogiuning  of 
Ififityear  the  Reports  on  vobiutary  whools, 
as  is  well  kDowu,  were  not  fto  search iug 
AS  they  have  siuce  become ;  but  I  have 
pleasure  in  assurinw  the  uoble  Lord 
that  the  defect  has  been  reportett 
lo  the  Department  and  will  be  put 
right  without  utineee^sary  delay.  The 
other  defect,  with  regard  to  the  ap- 
proacli  to  the  offices^  bus  a  I  ho  lieen  re- 
porteil,  otherwise  than  by  the  noble 
Lord,  and  it,  too,  will  be  put  right.  The 
case  of  Sfoke-Poro  in  a  fioiiiewliat  diiferent 
one.  There  Ib  no  school  at  Stoke-Pero, 
because  there  are  only  10  or  12  children 
of  ficbool  age  in  the  paris^h,  and  tliey 
attend  schools  two  and  a-f|narter  mile?! 
didtaut.  The  whole  mirnber  of  inhabi- 
tant9  is  only  o5.  I  will  not  follow  the 
noble  Lord  iuto  his  researfhc!*  of  the 
titne  of  William  HufiiH,  and  a»  to  the 
necessity  of  keeping  these  two  vil!agef> 
quiet  for  the  sake  of  the  deer,  because  I 
wa«  not  able  to  follow  the  argunienta  on 
which  his  remarks  were  fonniled  \  I  have 
simply  to  deal  with  the  facts,  and  th*^ 
facta  are  as  I  have  stnted  them.  The 
Return  for  which  the  noble  Lord  anks 
would  involve  a  large  amount  of  labntir 
and  expense,  but  the  Vice  President  has 
armoged  to  give  a  Return  of  schools 
who«e  grants  have  been  lost  or  suspended 
through  defective  premiseei.  This  Return 
will  run  from  the  1st  of  April,  and  will, 
it  is  boj>e<l,  to  some  extent  carry  out  the 
object  which  the  noble  LonI  has  in  view. 
•Lord  NORTON  said,  rhe  noble  Earl 
had  stated  that  rejections  Imd  been  madts 
on  the  permanent  officials  of  the  Depart- 
tneut*  btit  it  was  the  Head  of  the  Depart- 
ment and  not  the  permanent  oflficiiils  who 
had  laid  down  Rules  as  to  what  were 
to  be  considered!  defects  in  schools.  The 
defects  mentioned  by  Lonl  Stanley  were 
defined  by  the  Depart meut,  and  the  com- 
plaint wiw  tliat  the  Department  should 
Jay  down  Rules  which  were  so  striogent 
as  to  l>e  fatal  to  a  large  unmbe»*of  volun- 
tary schools  througliont  the  Kingdom. 
That  was  a  very  serious  charge  against 
the  Department,  and  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  duty  of  enforcing  Rules  by  the 
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permanent  otficials.  The  Return  moved 
for  by  Lord  Stanley  w^ould  probably  not 
be  very  voluminous*  He  knew  cases 
where  things  prohibited  by  the  Depart- 
ment a  few  years  ago  were  now  insisted 
upon  by  them  in  the  same  schools. 
Those  were  very  embarrassing  changes, 
for  which  the  Council^  and  not  the  per^ 
manetit  otifteials,  were  to  blame. 

The  Earl  or  ROSEBERY  :  The 
point  raised  by  the  noble  Lord  who  has 
just  spoken  is  totally  JitFereut  from  that 
raised  by  the  noble  Lortl  at  the  Table» 
The  question  raised  l»y  the  noble  Lord  is 
whether  the  Rules  laid  down  are  judi- 
cious or  not,  hut  the  question  raised  by 
Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley  is  whether 
they  are  impartially  administered  or  not, 
which  is  a  totally  different  thing. 

•Eaul  FORTESCUE  said,  the  De< 
partment  varied  its  requirements  very 
much.  Some  30  odd  years  ago  he  built 
two  schools,  one  in  Devonshire  and  one 
in  Liticolnsbire.  The  plans  were  re- 
turneil  to  him,  l)©cause  the  Department 
considered  they  would  necessitate  so 
extravagant  an  outlay  that  no  grant  at  all 
could  be  made  if  they  were  carried  out. 
It  was  ancient  history  now,  but  he 
docked  various  things  at  some  sacrifice 
of  appearance  atid  a  great  deal  in  con- 
venience and  comfort  to  the  children,  in- 
cluding a  porch  which  would  have 
sheltered  them  from  the  east  wind. 
Additional  requirements  had  been  made 
since,  some  of  which  eotild  have  heoa 
done  at  the  time  much  more  economically, 
and  he  had  had  to  add  thi?m.  It  was 
very  unfortuuaTe  that  the  views  of  the 
Department  sfjould  vary  so  much,  arnl  that 
they  should  put  school  managers  to  so 
niLich  expense  and  inconvenienec.  How- 
ever, he  would  not  complain  of  additional 
requirements  being  made  after  an  interval 
of  30  years,  but  he  did  complain  when 
they  came  within  two  or  throe.  That 
was  rather  intoleratdc,  Nothwitbstnnd- 
iug  the  Vice  Presitlenf  sdeclamtion  that  he 
was  detormined  to  give  voluntary  schools 
fair  play,  the  impression  was  widely 
spread  that  requirements  bad  been  pressed 
without  reasonable  time  W^iDg  given  at  a 
period  of  great  agricultural  depression; 
and  he  wouhl  hardly  persuade  the  public 
there  was  no  animus  against  those  schools ' 
either  on  his  own  part  or  on  that  of  the 
j>erraanent  official*,  wbo,  XW^^  W^  \vi%V 
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been  told,  Imd  so  much   to  do  in   deter- 
Diiiiitig  the  action  of  the  Department, 

•The  Marquess  of  SALTSllURY  : 
I  eiinoot  entirely  accept  the  ConsiitiitiDnfLl 
doctrine  which  as  I  giitlier  was  involved 
in  the  statement  of  the  noble  Earl  the 
Priffiie  Minieter,  In  the  fiviit  place,  if  T 
understood  him  rightly — but  I  may  have 
been  mistaken— I  gathered  from  him 
that  he  seemed  to  disclaim  rosponsiibility 
for  the  Department  of  which  he  in  the 
Ijead,  and  that  it  wa8  only  for  special 
reasons  that  be  answered  for  the  Depart- 
ment on  this  occasion.  I  will  only  call 
to  his  mind  that  the  tenure  of  that  office 
by  the  Prime  Minister — an  arntngement 
to  which  I  have  no  sort  of  objection — is 
al^Hohitely  new,  and  it  cannot  he  admitted 
that  that  fact  enables  th^  nohle  Earl  to 
adojit  a  position  with  respect  to  critic  isms 
on  the  Deparinietit  which  has  never  been 
taken  np  by  any  of  bis  predeceseortf,  I 
algo  demur  to  the  language  which 
the  noble  Earl  held  with  regard  to 
the  permanent  officials.  I  entirely 
agree  with  him  it  is  not  desirable  that 
the  action  of  the  permanent  official *? 
fihonid  he  a^-lversely  criticised  in  this  or 
in  the  other  House,  for  I  tliink  that  sneli 
a  practice  would  very  much  affix't  their 
independence,  and  would  derogate  from 
the  efficiency  of  their  offices.  At  the 
same  time,  it  is  necessary  to  remember 
that  somebody  must  be  responsihlo  to 
Parliament,  according  to  the  theory  of 
our  Government,  for  everything  done  by 
the  Government.  Permanent  officials  are 
hy  no  means  infallible  or  impeccable. 
It  is  not  desirable  that  we  should  atto-ck 
tbem  for  what  they  have  done  or  left 
undone  in  their  offices.  It  is  quite  pos- 
sible that  there  might  he  permairent 
Inspectors  who  are  hostile  to  the 
voluntary  schools^  or  who  are  hostile 
to  the  Board  schools,  and  who 
show  preference  or  bias  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  their  office,  bnt  we 
trust  to  the  political  heads  of  the 
Department  to  check  tbem  in  the  exer- 
cise of  that  bias,  and  to  see  that  they  do 
not  depart  from  the  straight  line.  If 
they  do  depart  from  the  straight  line — 
if  they  do  show  favour  or  bias,  or  allow 
tbeir  own  individual  opinions  to  intlnenee 
their  actions,  it  is  to  the  political  heads 
of  Departments  we  should  go  and  say, 
**  You  ought  to  have  seen  that  this  did 
Dot  take  place."  I  therefore  entirely 
demur  t<i  the  j>OBhiou   which  seemed  to 
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ine  to  be  adopted  by  the  noble  Earl — 
that  it  was  open  to  him  as  President  of 
the  Council  to  shelter  himself,  or  to 
siielter  his  Department,  from  criticism  of 
its  action  by  saying  that  this  was  done 
by  the  permanent  officials,  and,  there* 
fore,  that  you  have  tio  right  to  calt  it  in 
question.  I  claim  that  we  have  a  right 
to  call  such  matters  in  question,  whether 
they  ailect  the  permanent  officials  or  not, 
and  to  ask  from  the  political  heads  of 
the  Government — from  the  political 
guides  and  chiefs  of  those  permanent 
officials  for  the  reason  or  defence  of  the 
course  thev  have  taken. 

Toe  Eakl  of  llOSEBERY  :  Expe- 
rience has  taught  me  on  no  occasion  in 
any  haplniztird  manner  to  associate  my- 
self too  closely  with  the  ntteranees  of 
the  noble  Marquess,  aua  therefore  be  will 
excuse  me  if  I  do  not  accept  in  an  unre- 
served manner  every  one  of  the  pioposi- 
tions  he  has  laid  down.  It  might  be 
true,  and  is  true  as  far  as  I  am  aware, 
that  within  what  you  may  call  historical 
memory  the  Prime  Minister  has  not  held 
ut  the  snme  time  the  Office  of  President 
uf  the  Conurib  Nor  can  I  recollect  an 
iustanee  in  which  the  Office  of  Foreign 
Secretar}"  has  been  associated  with  the 
Premiership  except  in  the  case  of  the 
late  Government,  when  the  two  positioua 
were  filli^'il  bv  the  noble  Marquess. 

The  Mahqliess  of  SALISBURY: 
But  I  never  on  that  account  decHned  any 
responsibility  for  the  Foreign  Office. 

The  Eakluf  ROSEBERY  :  That  is 
not  the  point.  The  noble  Marquess  said* 
it  was  unprecedented  for  two  offices  to  be 
held  by  the  Prime  Minister,  and  I  raised 
the  objection  on  that  ground. 

TiJE  Mak^l  ESS  OF  SALISBURY  : 
The  noble  Earl  has  entirely  misunder- 
stood me.  I  objected  that  the  noble 
Earl  should  dissociate  himself  from  the 
acts  of  his  Department,  and  of  the  Vice 
President* 

The  Eahl  of  ROKEBERY  :  But 
then  tho  noble  Marquess  entirely  misun- 
derstood me,  I  never  had  the  slightest 
intention  of  dissociating  myself  from  the 
Education  Department  over  which  I 
preside,  nor  of  evading  the  jnst  respon* 
sibili ty  attachetl  to  it,  but  I  do  say  that 
all  matters  of  detail  cannot  come  under  the 
knowledge  and  attention  of  the  President 
of  theCouncib  While,  however,  I  have  no 
intention  to  lay  down  that  the  perm  an  eut 
officials  of  a  Department  should  bealwnys 
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exempt  from  cTjtici«^in,  I  must  say  that  it 
is  unprecedented  in  my  experience  tliat  a 
Doble  Lord  slioiild  eome  to  this  [ioiise 
aad  impugn  the  gotwl  t'aith  of  the  per- 
manent Civil  servants  of  the  Crown  m 
ailmiuistering  departmen tally  the  regiila- 
tious  laid  down  by  their  gnperiors  ;  but 
as  long  aa  I  am  where  I  am,  I  sliall 
always  endeavour  to  the  utmost  of  my 
power  to  stand  up  for  tbe  good  faith  and 
lioDOur  of  tbe  Civil  servants  of  the 
Crown. 


^The  Eahl  ofCRANBROOK:  My 

Lords,  I  did  not  wifth  to  intervene  in  tbis 
instter  at  all^  hat  I  must  protest  against 
the  idea  that  the  Pre^^ideut  of  tbe  Council 
le  not  the  head  of  the  Edtjcation  Depart- 
ment, The  noble  Earl  says  that,  as  Prime 
Minister,  he  is  only  as  responsible  for  tbe 
work  of  the  Ed  nidation  Department  as 
for  other  Departments  under  tbe  Crown, 
But  lie  is  President  of  tbe  Depart- 
ment, and  responsible  as  siicb.  The 
nobte  Earl  the  late  Secretiiry  for 
Indim^  who  accepted  the  responsi- 
btlitjp  ftlways  answered  for  the  De- 
pmtment  of  Education,  and,  I  sup- 
pose!, treated  himself  as  its  bead, 
and  I  am  not  aware  that  tbe  Vice 
President  of  tbe  Committee  of  Council 
for  Education  is  supreme  in  that  De- 
partment. As  far  as  I  can  spenk  for 
mvself,  everything  of  importance  done 
in  the  Department  was  always  submitted 
to  me,  and  was  not  done  without  my 
approval  and  consent.  That  seems  to 
me  to  be  still  tbe  duty  of  tbe  President 
of  tbe  Council,  nor  am  I  aware  of  any 
differeoco  that  exists  in  that  matt-er  who- 
ever is  President,  or  whoever  represents 
tlie  Department  in  this  House.  He  is  re- 
sponsible for  it,  as  is  the  case  witli  regard 
to  other  Departments,  though  I  quite 
adroit  it  may  be  convenient  to  delegate 
the  answer  on  questions  of  detail  to  sotne 
other  noble  Lord,  in  tbe  special  circum- 
stances under  which  the  office  of  President 
is  now  held.  At  the  same  time,  he  must  at 
all  times  be  ready  when  called  upon  to 
answer  for  tbe  Department  of  which  be 
is  tbe  bead  and  for  which  he  is  respon- 
sible in  tbis  House* 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  vmi 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Tbe  Earl  of 
Kimiiekley)  :  My  Lords,  I  do  not  think 
what  tbe  noble  Earl  opposite  has  laid 
down  differs  from  tbe  position  taken  up 
by  my  noble  Friend  the  Prime  Minister, 


As  1  umlerstand  tlie  position  of  tbe 
President  of  the  Council,  1  do  not  think 
it  is  requiroil  of  him  that  he  should  go 
into  all  qnestiions  of  detail,  though,  of 
course,  he  administers  the  Department  as 
fully  as  tbe  head  of  any  other  Dei>art- 
ment.  Of  course,  questions  of  detail 
of  all  kinds  arise,  hut  it  is  not 
necessary  that  they  should  be  sub- 
mitted to  tbe  President  of  tbe  Coun- 
cil. When  there  were  questions  of 
eonsiderable  jwlicy  arising  the  Vice 
President,  according  to  the  established 
practice  always  cousulte<l  me  upon  them, 
and  of  course  I  was  responsil>le  with  him 
for  the  determination  come  to.  Exactly 
the  same  thing  would  he  done  by  my 
noble  Friend  behind  me,  With  regard  to 
the  particular  schools  referred  to,  another 
Member  of  your  Lordships'  House  might 
have  answered.  That  was  always  the 
practice,  when  I  hml  the  honour  to  hold 
the  Office,  but  1  am  bound  to  say  I  had 
no  personal  knowledge  of  the  details 
beyond  getting  from  the  Department  on 
such  occasions  an  account  of  what  had 
taken  place.  It  would  be  impossible  for 
tbe  Lord  Presidcet  and  Vice  President 
to  go  into  all  questions  of  detaiU  I 
think  it  is  convenient  that  such  questions 
should  be  answered  by  another  noble 
Lord,  In  ray  opinion,  it  is  much  better 
tijat  such  an  arrangement  should  be 
made.  My  noble  Friend  accepts  all 
responsibility  for  what  is  done  by  the 
Education  Departmen t^  and  I  do  not 
think  there  is  much  diflerence  between 
as  on  that  point. 

Loan  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 

said,  he  perceived  that  tbe  Lord  Presi- 
detit  had  been  f>rimed  by  The  Birming- 
ham Daily  Post, 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERT  :  The 
noble  Lord  is  quite  misinfonned,  I  have 
not  seen  Xhe  Birmingham  Daift/  Post. 

LoRi>  STANLEY   of  ALDERLEY 

said,  then  it  was  a  happy  coincidence,. 
Tlie  noble  Earl  asked  why  be  went  to 
this  place.  He  went  because  he  bad 
beard  that  the  Vice  President  did  not 
deal  out  the  same  measure  there  as  in 
other  places*  It  was  not  tbe  fact  that 
there  were  no  children  of  school  age  in 
8toke-Pero. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBKRY  :  I  never 
said  there  were  no  such  children  there. 

On  question,  resolved  m  tte  \i<i^*Xv?^% 
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^        BKHAB  CADASTRAL    SURVEY. 

QUESTIOifS.       OB.iEttVATiON3. 

LoKD   STANLEY  .^f  ALDERLEY 

asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Indm  whether  Sir  Antony  MiicDcmneirs 
proposals  for  the  maitileiianee  of  the 
Record  of  ttighte,  in  connection  with 
the  Behar  Cadastral  Survey,  involved  the 
ereaitoQ  of  new  Enropean  appointments 
in  each  district ;  whether  the  creation  of 
these  appointments  wat*  conceded  hy  the 
Government  of  Bengal  on  the  snggestioQ 
of  the  Pret^ident  of  the  European  Belmr 
Indigo  Plantorf**  Association,  with  tlie 
view  of  mitigating  the  oppo^itioe  of  that 
Association  to  the  Cadastral  Survey  ; 
whether  the  ofiicial  members  of  tlio 
Beugal  Legis^lativo  Coinieil  won  Id  he 
allowed  to  vote  as  they  liked  when  tbeise 
proposals  came  before  that  body  ;  and 
M'hether  the  Secretary  of  Stute  would 
take  into  his  con ni deration  the  Memorials 
of  those  wlio  would  have  to  hear  the 
cost  of  all  these  tratisactions,  the  zemin- 
darnand  ryolsof  Behar, before  sanctioning 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill  ?  He  said, 
he  had  not  bad  an  opportnnily  of  putting 
the  questiona  before,  hut,  hy  reason  of  the 
difficulties  of  the  Indian  Treasury,  ho  did 
not  think  it  was  too  late,  and  he  hoped 
the  noble  Lord  won  hi  he  ahle  to  answer 
tbem  in  a  favourable  sense. 

•LoiiF*  EEAY  ;  No  proposals  have 
been  received  from  India  for  the  creation 
ot  such  appointments  as  are  described  it) 
paragraphs  (1)  and  (2)  of  the  tioble 
Lord's i  question.  With  regard  to  bis 
third  question,  when  the  Bill  in  question 
comes  before  the  Legislature  the  attitude 
of  the  official  members  with  regard  to  the 
measnre  will  no  doubt  be  the  same  as  it 
is  with  regard  to  all  other  measnrea 
eubmitted  to  the  Council .  Tlie  Papers 
regarding  the  Behar  Cadastral  Survey, 
presented  to  Parliament  in  November  hist 
and  distribnted  early  in  tbe  present  year^ 
show  that  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
Council  has  earefrdly  considered  tbe 
Memorials  which  have  reached  him  on 
the  subject,  I  specially  call  tbe  nohlo 
Lord's  attention  to  Lord  Kim l>erley*s  letter 
of  December  14,  1893.  Tlie  Secretary  of 
State  in  Council  will,  with  equal  care, 
consider  any  furtlier  Memorials  that  may 
come. 


LIMITATION  OF  ACTIONS  BILL.— (No.  IS.) 
SECOND    READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
HERSCtiELL) ;  My  Lords,  it  may  be  in  the 
recollection  of  some  of  your  Lordships  that 
in  the  discussions  on  the  Employers'  Lia» 
hility  Bill  the  question  was  raised  whether 
the  period  within  which  actions  must  be 
brought  is  not  in  some  cases  too  long, 
and  1  undertook  to  consider  the  matter. 
At  the  present  time,  in  the  case  of  some 
torts,  the  poriml  of  Imdtatiou  is  six  years, 
an*!  in  tbe  case  of  others  tt  is  four  years 
and  two  years.  Now,  I  cannot  help 
tb  in  king  that  the  period  of  limitation  is 
much  longer  than  is  desirable  in  tbe 
public  interest.  It  is  desiralde,  I  think, 
that  when  a  wrong  has  been  sustained 
the  party  charged  with  liability  in  respect 
of  it  should  receive  notice  of  action  with* 
out  undue  delay,  because  the  longer  the 
time  that  is  allowed  to  elapse  the  greater, 
probably,  nmy  become  the  difficulties  of 
defence.  Witnesses,  for  example,  may 
die  in  the  interval,  or  cease  to  he  in  em- 
ployment and  change  their  places  of 
residence,  so  that  they  cannot  be  found. 
The  general  period  of  limitation  in  the 
case  of  torts  may,  I  think,  well  be  re- 
duced to  one  year,  and  tbat  tbe  Bill  pro- 
poses to  do.  U'bere,  however,  a  wrong  has 
been  committed,  but  is  concealed  by  fraud 
and  is  not  discovered,  and  could  not  with 
reasonable  diligence  have  been  discovered 
within  the  period  of  one  year,  tbe  period 
of  limit44tion  will  remain  the  same  as  now, 
providc^d  that  the  action  is  commenced 
within  one  year  from  the  time  when  it 
could  with  reasonable  diligence  have 
been  disco vereil.  Tbe  Bill  also  extend* 
to  actions  of  contract.  At  present  the 
period  of  limitation  for  such  actions  is 
six  years,  and  the  proposal  in  the  Bill  is 
to  reduce  that  j>eriod  to  three  years  ex- 
cept in  cases  of  debts  not  exceeding  £5. 
In  those  cases  it  is  proposed  tbat  tbe 
jieriod  should  ho  one  year.  This  excep- 
tion bas  been  suggested  by  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  of  your  Lordships'  House 
on  the  subject  of  cominitments  in  County 
Courts  for  non-payment.  I  rather  ex- 
pect that  the  proposals  in  the  Bill  with 
regard  to  actions  of  contract  will  cause 
some  little  controversy,  and  if  a  very 
strong     op[>ositiou     should     be     shown 
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to  them  I  sboakl  be  willing  for 

sent  to  coofiDe  the  Bill   to  the 

of  tbe  limitatioQ   of  time  for  actions   of 

tort  in  the  earlier  part  of  the  BilL     I  trust 

jonr  Lordghips,  after  tbe  explauatioa  I 

have  given,  will  see  no  difficulty  in  eon- 

eentitig  to  the  Secoud  Readiug. 

^ Moved,  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*/' 
i^The  Lord  Chancdior.) 
Viscount  CROSS  ;  This  quastion,  as 
the    Lord   Chancellor    ha^    s rated,    came 
before  the  Comnnttee  of  your  Lordship.s* 
^^Bou»e,  over  which  I  had   the  honour   to 
^K»reBtde,  to  conaider  the  operation  of  the 
^B>ebtor8'    Act,      Evidence    was    brought 
^Rkefore    us    sbowiog    the    great   hard.-^hip 
under  which  nmny  poor   people  suffered 
by  persons   inducing  them  to   hny  gooda 
10  reliance  upon   a  lon^  perioil  of  credit 
being  given,  and  then  comin#(down  upon 
tbe    unfortunate     piircbasers    under    the 
jvisions    of    tbe    Debtors'  Act.     That 
|uestiou  was  not  distinctly  referred  to  us 
i  the  Reference,  but  it  came  so  strongly 
fore  us  that  we   thought  it  necessary 
make  a  recommendatiou  to  the  Lord 
Jhancellor  that,   m  our  opiniou,   in  the 
se    of    small    debts    it    would    be    as 
eaeficial  to  shopkeepers  as  to  purclmsers 
the    statutory  period    was   materially 
Juced,  leaving  tbe  eattent  of  tbe  rednc- 
HoD   open  to   discussion,  and   I  am  glad^ 
lierefore,  that   the  Lonl    Chancellor  has 
iw  left   it  open  for  discussion   in  your 
anlships'  House, 

LoRi»  ASHBOURNE  :  iJy  Lords,  I 
liAve  no  objection  to  the  Second  Reading 
of  this  Bill.  I  have  no  doubt  my  noble 
Frieod  is  ijuite  right  in  his  criticism  with 
regard   to  reducing  the  period  of  limita- 

Ron  in  cases  of  small  tlcbts  of  £5.  I  do 
Dt  know  whether  it  is  intendotl  to  refer 
)  a  subject  wbicb  was  intended  to  lie  put 
I  to  tbe  Bill  as  to  Crown  claims,  or 
whether  my  noble  Friend  will  deal  with 
Chat  at  some  other  stage. 

The   lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
IleRdCH£LL)  :   8d  far  as  I  am   ftware,  iti 
tio  draft  that  I    have  seen   fs  there  aiiy- 
liog  about  tbe  Crowu,  but    I  will  give 
tieution  to  the  matter. 
•Lt>RD    HALSBURY  :  I  entirely  ap- 
jrore  of  tbe  Second  Rea<liug  of  the  Bill, 
I  hope  it  will   pass    into   law    in    tbe 
ID  wbieJi  the  Lord    Cbancellor   in- 
Is    it  should  do  so.     But  I    wish  to 
his  attention  to  the  language  of   it, 
cause  I  think  it  may  apply  to  a  eumber 
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of  cases  to  which  he  has  no  ititentioQ 
il  should  apply,  sucb  as  cases  of  trespass, 
itnd  land  iu  which  title  is  involved,  hut 
which  are  torts,  and,  therefore,  within 
the  words  of  the  Bill*  That,  I  think, 
is  not  the  inteution,  and  I  think  language 
should  he  introduced  to  prevent  its  opera- 
tion io  sucb  cases  in  respect  to  land,  where 
it  might  be  very  mischie^ona. 

The   Marquess  of   SALFSBURY: 

As  the  noble  Lord  seems  to  tbiiik  it  may 
be  necessary  to  modify  tbe  proposition 
with  regard  to  small  deJjts,  I  would 
suggest,  if  he  goes  on  with  it^  whether 
he  thiuks  it  wise  to  maintain  so  low  a 
limitation.  My  reason  for  urging  it  is 
this  :  that  when  a  poor  man  is  in  debt, 
say  to  tbe  amount  of  £4  lOs.,  and  tells 
the  tradesman  be  cannot  pay  at  the  eml 
of  the  third  year,  the  tradesman  would 
probably  say,  "  You  innst  really  run  into 
debt  £1  more,"  It  would  ratbor  have 
the  effect  of  increasing  debt  than  of 
diminishing  it.  I  would  recommend  that 
to  the  attention  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor* 


Motion  agreed  to  ; 


Bill  read  2*  accord- 
iijgly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House. 


TOWN   IMPROVEMENTS-BETTER- 
MENT, 
MOTIOX    rOK    A    SELECT    COHMITTKE. 

The  chairman  of  COM- 
MITTEES (The  Earl  of  Morlet) 
moved  to  resolve — 

*'  That  it  j8  desirable  thnt  a  Select  Committee 
lie  appoiDtcd  to  coashler  and  report  whether^ 
in  tlic  eii*c  uf  improve  meats  sanctional  by 
Pailiaaicnt  and  effcLtcd  by  the  exjuniditure  of 
public  fumls,  perwoag,  the  value  of  whose  pro- 
perty is  clearly  increased  by  aa  improvBinent, 
can  be  eqidtubly  required  to  c<»n tribute  to  the 
L'Qstfl  of  the  iai  prove  menu ;  and,  if  t^o,  in  what 
case;*  aiKl  iiader  what  conditions  Parlitiment 
should  saactioa  the  levyiaj?  of  such  contribu- 
rions  in  Local  Acts  or  Pit>vi&ional  Unlen*/' 

He  showed  that  the  position  in  which  the 
House  was  placed  with  regard  to  what 
wa8  called  the  **  betterment  *'  question 
rendered  some  action  neeessary,  and  the 
sooner  action  wai*  taken  in  the  matter 
tlie  better.  The  House  would  remember 
that  in  July  last  a  Resolution  was  moved 
and  carried  by  Lord  Onslow  to  tbe  effect 
thai  tbe  principle  of  betterment^  assessing 
capital  vabie:*  instead  of  annnal  values, 
ought  not  to  be  eml>odie<l  in  a  Private  BilK 
After  that  ReaoUulow  was  c^me^^^^\\v^^^ 
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to  which  it  specifically  referred  came  before 
a  Select  Committee,  who  had  uo  other 
course  open  to  them  but  to  strike  out  the 
"  Betterment  Clause."  This  year  several 
Bills  embodying  the  principle  would 
come  before  the  House,  and  he  thought 
it  was  necessary  that  the  Committees  to 
which  they  were  referred  should  be  in- 
structed as  to  their  action  upon  them. 
At  present  he  presumed  Lord  Onslow's 
Resolution  would  stand  good.  In  No- 
vember last  he  suggested  a  Joint 
Committee  of  the  two  Houses,  but, 
unfortunately,  the  other  House  returned 
no  answer  to  the  Message  sent  to 
them  ;  and,  therefore,  this  House  was 
thrown  upon  its  own  resources.  It  was 
desirable  that  this  question  should  be 
settled  as  early  as  possible,  as  the  Bill 
to  which  he  had  referred  would  soon  be 
coming  on.  He  therefore  urged  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Select  Committee  to  con- 
sider the  question  generally,  and  especially 
the  general  principle  on  which  any  such 
system  of  contribution  from  increased 
values  was  to  be  levied,  if  levied  at 
all.  He  would  only  add  (hat  he  had 
adhered  on  this  occasion  to  the  precise 
words  of  the  Motion  of  last  November. 

Moved — 

"That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
consider  and  report,  whether,  in  the  case  of 
improvements  sanctioned  by  Parliament  and 
effected  by  the  expenditure  of  public  funds, 
persons,  the  value  of  whose  property  is  clearly 
increased  by  an  improvement,  can  be  equit- 
ably required  to  contribute  to  the  costs  of 
the  improvements ;  and,  if  so,  in  what  cases 
and  under  what  conditions  Parliament  should 
sanction  the  levying  of  such  contributions  in 
Local  Acts  or  Provisional  Orders."  —  (JThe 
Chairman  of  Committees,') 

•The  Earl  of  ONSLOW  said,  it  was 
very  desirable  and  was  indeed  expected 
by  all  interested  in  the  question  that  the 
House  should  give  an  opinion  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  this  question  should 
be  dealt  with.  Inasmuch  as  the  ques- 
tion was  quite  novel  to  Parliament,  he 
thought  it  would  be  wise  to  satisfy 
themselves  not  only  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  principle  should  be  applied, 
but  al^o  as  to  whether  it  should  be 
applied  at  all.  He  hoped  their  Lord- 
ships would  agree  to  the  Motion. 

The   Earl   of   ROSEBERY  :    My 

Lords,  so  far    as    the    Government  are 

concerned,  they  have  no  objection  to  the 

Motion,  except   that   they  express    the 

hope  that  the  appoiutmeut  of  this  Com- 

y'Ae  Earl  of  Morley 


inittee  will  not  act  as  a  bar  to  the  con- 
sideration in  the  usual  course  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  any  Bill  coming  up  from  the 
House  of  Commons  which  may  include 
the  '^betterment*'  clauses,  as  they  are 
called,  whether  they  come  from  London 
or  Manchester. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

BKHRING  SEA   AWARD   BILL.— (No.  16.) 
COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Clause  L 

Verbal  Amendments. 

Clause  2  agreed  to. 

Clause  3. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  moved 
an  Amendment  in  order  that  any  powers 
which  we  might  give  to  the  United 
States  cruisers  should  be  precisely  the 
same  as  those  given  to  onr  cruisers,  and 
no  more. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  3,  line  8, 
after  ("  thereof  ")  insert — 

C*  Or  such  of  those  powers  as  appear  to  Her 
Majesty  in  Council  to  be  exerciseable  under 
the  law  of  the  United  States  of  America  against 
ships  of  the  Fnited  States.'*)— (^^  -B»*^  of 
Ximherley,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  4. 

Formal  Amendment. 

Clauses  4,  5,  and  6  agreed  to. 

Clause  7. 

Verbal  and  drafting  Amendments. 

Clause  8  agreed  to. 

Standing  Committee  negatived  ;  the 
Report  of  Amendments  to  be  received 
To-morrow ;  and  Standing  Order  No. 
XXXIX.  to  be  considered  in  order  to  its 
being  dispensed  with  ;  and  Bill  to  be 
printed,  as  amended.     (No.  22.) 

TRUSTEE  ACT,  1893,  AMENDMENT  BILL, 
(No.  20.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE:  My  Lords, 
this  is  a  Bill  to  remedy  an  Lish 
grievance — a   real   Irish   grievance.    It 
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comes  before  jour  Lordships  under  the 
novel  conditioD  that  it  is  supported  by  all 
classes  and  conditioDS  of  Irish  Members, 
and  is  certaiDlj  opposed  by  none.  The 
point  involved  is  this.  Under  the 
Trustee  Act  powers  were  given  to  the 
High  Court  in  England  to  make  Orders 
in  aoj  part  of  Her  Majesty^s  dominions 
except  Scothind.  Inconvenience  has 
been  foand  to  arise  from  a  similar  pro- 
vision not  having  been  made  with  regard 
to  Ireland,  and  this  Bill  is  to  remedy  the 
defect 

Moved, «  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*/' 
—{The  Lord  Ashbourne.) 

Lord  MONKSWELL  :  My  Lords,  on 
behalf  of  the  Irish  Office,  I  have  only  to 
stj  that  they  find  themselves  entirely  in 
Bcoord  with  the  Bill  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2»  accord- 
inglj,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  VThole  House  To-morrow. 

lURKINO  OF  FOREIGN  AND  COLONIAL 
PRODUCE. 

MOTION   FOB  A   SELECT   COMMITTEE. 

Lord  RIBBLESDALE  moved— 

''That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
ooDsider  and  report  whether  legislation  for  the 
porpose  of  leqairing  the  foreign  or  colonial 
origin  of  imported  agricultural  and  horticultural 
produce— and  especially  meat,  cheese,  and  fruit 
—to  be  marked  thereon  or  otherwise  indicated, 
ii  Decenary,  expedient^  and  feasible ;  and,  if  so, 
what  are  the  provisions  which  such  legislation 
Bhoald  c  mprise  ;  and  that  the  Lords  following 
be  named  of  the  Committee : — 


£.  Wincbilsea  and 

Nottingham 
S.  Stanhope 
E.  Onslow 
LCarrington 

(£.  chamberlain) 
I.  Vernon 
LRibblesdale 


L.Wigan 

IB.  Cratc/ord) 
L.  Belper 
L.  Lawrence 
L.  Wimbome 
L.  Rothschild 
L.  Monkswell 
L.  Mount  Stephen 


He  said,  this  was  the  same  Committee  as 
was  appointed  ou  the  9th  May  last  year 
and  reported  upon  that  part  of  their 
Reference  relating  to  meat  on  the  19th  of 
July.  It  was  now  proposed  to  go  on 
with  the  cheese  and  fruit.  He  begged  to 
move  that  the  Committee  be  appointed. 

Lord  TEYNHAM  said  that, 
eoming  from  a  part  of  the  country 
where  fruit  cultivation  formed  the 
chief  industry,  he  had  no  intention 
of  opposing  the  Motion.  Only  last 
week  a  BUI  was    brought    forward  in 


the  House  of  Commons  to  provide  for 
the  marking  of  foreign  fruit,  but  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  en- 
deavoured to  cover  the  Bill  with  ridicule^ 
and  made  a  number  of  jests  which  con- 
vulsed the  Irish  Nationah's to  and  London 
Radicals  with  langhter,  but  were  not 
appreciated  by  agriculturisto.  The  result 
was  that  the  Bill  was  thrown  out.  Only 
five  days  after,  the  Government  proposed 
this  Committee.  The  Government  would 
have  given  more  evidence  of  earnestness 
if  they  had  accepted  the  Bill  of  last 
week  and  referred  it  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. No  doubt  they  would  consent 
to  continued  inquiry  by  this  Committee^ 
whose  labours  might  facilitate  legisla- 
tion when  this  Government  was  dead 
and  gone. 

•The  Earl  of  ONSLOW,  on  the 
Motion  of  Lord  liibblesdale,  called  atten- 
tion to  the  first  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  inquired  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  proposed  to  take 
any  steps,  and,  if  so,  what,  to  put  a  stop 
to  the  widespread  misrepresentation 
shown,  by  the  evidence  given  before  the 
Committee,  to  exist  as  to  the  country  of 
origin  of  meat  sold  in  Great  Britain, 
whereby  the  consumer,  while  paying  for 
the  highest-priced  article,  obtained  one  of 
lower  market  value,  and  had  no  security 
against  the  existence  of  disease  ?  He 
need  not  apologise  for  calling  attention 
to  this  subject,  because  it  affected  not 
one  class  only,  but  the  whole  population 
of  the  Kingdom.  Of  the  whole  food 
supply  of  this  country  one-third  came 
from  abroad,  and  was  of  the  total  value 
of  £22,000,000 ;  and  in  25  years  the 
amount  of  dead  meat  imported  had  ex- 
ceeded by  three  times  the  amount  of 
live  stock.  Three-fifths  of  the  meat 
eaten  in  the  Army  was  imported, 
and  the  prices  varied  considerably. 
The  prices  for  the  last  week  of 
last  month,  roughly  speaking,  showed  a 
difference  of  Is.  a  stone  in  the  prices  of 
the  several  kinds  of  meat.  Last  year  he 
introduced  a  Bill  intended  to  provide  for 
the  identification  of  different  kinds  of 
meat,  but  it  did  not  meet  with  iavour 
from  the  Government,  though  the  Go- 
vernment assented  to  inquiry  by  the 
Committee,  the  re-appointment  of  which 
was  now  moved.  It  had  terminated  its 
inquiry  into  the  importation  of  meat,  and 
it  proposed  to  continue  its  inquiry  into 
the   importation   of    other   food    stuffs. 
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Tbere  existed  in  the  meat  trade  wide- 
spread misrepreseiitation  as  to  the  place' 
of  origin.  He  was*  glad  to  find  that, 
although  the  Report  spoke  in  no  measnretl 
terms  of  the  frauds  and  misrepreseiitations 
that  were  practisetl,  the  Report  had 
been  accepted  bj  the  bntcher^s  interest 
as  a  fair  statement  of  the  facts. 
An  enormous  number  of  easea  of 
misrepreaeutation  were  adduced,  A 
leading  West  End  butcher,  doing  a  large 
business  at  several  shops,  was  shown 
to  have  had  only  six  Scotch  siiJes  of  beef 
in  any  of  bis  shops  for  two  yeara,  during 
whicti  period  ho  professed  to  be  selliug 
nothing  else  l)Ut  Scotch  meat*  Others, 
professing  to  aeli  only  Welsh  mutton, 
supplied  nothing  but  New  Zealand 
mutton.  In  many  parts  of  Englnnt] 
there  were  professed  agencies  of 
Sussex  farmers  and  Essex  fanners  tliat 
dealt  exclusively  in  American  and 
Ausiraliftu  meat.  In  Birkenhend  it  was* 
the  custom  to  dress  oxen  imported  from 
America  in  the  Scotch  fashion^  and  to 
sell  the  csrcaaes  in  London  to  un- 
sophisticated Londoners  as  coming  from 
Aberdeen.  A  gentleman  who  bad 
liotighta  leg  of  mutton  as  the  best  Scot^di 
found  idside  the  bone  a  piece  of  paper,  on 
which  was  written — '*  Where  did  you 
buy  thiB  leg?  Please  inform  "  80*and -so, 
of  Ga  u  t  e  r  bn  ry ,  N  e  w  Z  ea  I  a  nd .  Instances 
had  been  given  in  which  householders* 
ba<l  asked  to  be  supplied  with  imported 
meat  on  condition  that  the  fact  should  be 
concealed  from  the  servants,  lest  they 
should  give  notice  to  leave.  Tbere  was 
no  doubt  misrepresentation  with  reference 
ti»  ham,  lard,  and  other  produce  as  well 
as  butcher's  meat,  and  tlmt  foreign  im- 
ports wore  sold  as  **  best  Waterford,'* 
**}»esr  Belfast,"  or  "best  Wilts."  The 
Boanl  of  Trade  had  power  to  j*rosecute 
thf»se  who  st>hl  food  products  under  false 
nam<  s  ;  but  the  power  appeared  to  have 
been  so  sparingly  exercised  as  to  suggest 
that  the  instructions  had  been  somewhat 
in  the  nature  of  those  given  by  Talleyrand 
to  his  subordinates,  Surioui  mestfhurs 
pas  fie  zfle.  The  Committee  recom- 
mended that  tlie  power  of  prosecution 
should  he  extended  to  the  Board  of 
Agriculture,  in  whom  those  interested 
w  o  u  1  d  p  I  ace  m  ore  eon  li  d  e  n  ce .  T  h  e  re  w  as 
no  sufficient  assurance  that  unhealthy 
animals  were  not  slaughtered  abroad. 
Many  processes  of  marking  meat  bad 
been  suggested,   but  the  Committee  did 
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not  feel  justified  in  recommetidiug  the 
adoption  of  any  one  of  them  ;  hut  they 
believed  it  would  be  useful  to  compel 
importers  of  and  dealers  in  imported 
meat  to  register  themselves  under 
that  description.  People  would  thea 
obtain  foreign  meat  at  6d.  and  8d. 
per  Ih,  instead  of  Is.  Inspectors  under 
the  Food  and  Drugs  Act  said  that  witli 
a  slight  increase  of  staff  it  would  be  pnic* 
ticable  to  prevent  imposition.  Every 
vonns:  officer  who  left  Sandhurst  was  in- 
strncted  how  to  distinguish  frozen  meat 
from  fresli  meat  ;  and  there  was  no  difii- 
eulty  in  teaching  anyone  to  do  it.  This 
would  be  protection,  not  for  the  home 
grower,  hut  for  the  consumer.  Those 
measures  would  not  afleet  the  price  of  the 
best  English  meat,  but  they  might  lower 
the  prices  of  inferior  English  meat  and 
bring  them  below  the  prices  of  the  V>ost 
imported  meat.  Parliament  had  already 
accepted  the  principle  that  the  consumer 
was  entitled  to  be  protected  from  fraud, 
as  in  the  case  of  the  Margarine  and  other 
Acts.  His  contention  was  not  that  they 
should  deprive  w.\\^  person  of  opportuni'^ 
ties  for  purchasing  imported  meat  or 
compel  him  to  purchase  British  meat,  but 
that  if  the  consumer  desire<l  to  have  im- 
ported meat  he  should  get  it  at  the 
proper  price,  or,  if  English  meat  (and  he 
was  prepared  to  pay  the  price  for  it),  he 
should  not  have  imported  meat  foiBted 
upon  him.  In  that  way  the  English 
farmer  would  obtaiu  the  highest  price  for 
his  products,  and  the  Colonial  importer 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  submitting 
their  meat  to  the  test  of  public  opinion 
under  its  projier  name,  and  further,  it 
would  not  he  an  unworthy  ohjoct  to  free 
the  whole  community  from  the  demorali- 
sation of  widespread  fraudulent  dealings 
in  meat, 

♦Lotti>  PLAYFAIR  congratulated  the 
noble  Lord  upon  his  speech  on  the 
present  occasion,  which  carried  out  the 
moderate  spirit  of  the  Report  of  the 
Commit  toe  over  which  he  presided.  In 
that  Report  it  was  pointed  out  that 
there  were  few,  if  any,  fraudulent  mis- 
re  pres  en  Uitions  in  the  wholesale  tnide^ 
and  that  they  principally  took  place  in 
the  retail  trade  of  the  country.  They 
were  fref^uontly  gross  and  fraiidu-> 
lent*  The  Government  would  be  ex* 
ceediogly  glad  to  see  the  Merebaudise 
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Marks  Aft  applied  to  frtuiJuIeut  mis- 
representation iu  regurd  ta  ibe  sale  of 
meat  a^  it  did  iu  regard  to  the  sale 
of  mauufactured  coinmodines.  Local 
AutLorities  could  do  much  more  than  tbe 
Board  of  Trade,  having  their  Inspet'- 
tors  under  the  Fm>d  and  Drngg  Act.  If 
Local  Authorities^  would  furnish  the 
Board  of  Trade  with  rdear  evidence,  that 
X)epartinent  would  tiike  nieasuieH  to  tind 
out  whether  the  Merchandise  Marks  Act 
was  as  efficieiU  in  regard  to  meat  as  it 
was  iu  regard  to  manufactured  eommodi- 
tieft.  The  Board  of  Trade  it^^elf  had 
^reat  diHienlly  in  getting  cases  likely  to 
lead  to  conviction,  becunse  they  had  no 
^psjieetorjs  for  the  piirj>ofle.  The  Local 
Hfuthorities,  therefore,  might  very  well 
prosecute  cases  of  wilfid  miurepresenta- 
tion^  though  he  admitted  there  might  be 
i»ome  legal  difficidty  in  the  way  of  the 
Local  Authority  applying  local  funds*  for 

Ea  purpose.  The  Board  of  Agricnlture 
interested  even  more  than  tlie  Board 
*rade  in  this  subject,  aiwl  tlie  Go- 
ineiit  were  quite  willing  that  a  Bill 
ebouhl  be  introduced  giving  powers  to 
the  former  Boanl  as  well  ag  to  the  latter 
to  deal  with  the  mischief.  The  whole 
question  of  marking,  he  pointed  out, 
liowever,  required  serious  consideiation. 
It  had  been  found  from  experience  that  a 
mark  of  origin  iuereaseil  the  demanil  for 
certain  foreign  goods,  it  being  supposed 
that  tbey  were  as  good  as  British  goods, 
while  they  were  certainly  cheaper. 
Marking,  therefore,  might  possibly  give 
a  gigantic  advertisement  in  favour  of 
foreign  prodtiction.  However  that  might 
be^  the  Ctovernnient  were  willing  to 
a<lopt  the  reeoinmendation  of  the  Com- 
mittee by  giving  to  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture powers  to  prosecute  in  CH^es  of 
wilful  misrepresentation. 
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irtainly  the  most  promising  ntter- 
hich  ha*l  yet  proceeded  from  the 
©overmnent  on  this  subject,  and  tbe 
ttateineuts  made  by  the  noble  Loril  wotdtl 
be  very  welcome  to  those  who  had  the 
matter  at  heart.  He  begged  to  ask  wbo- 
tber  the  noble  Lord  wag  to  Ije  uiiderstood 
ae  giving  aa  assurance  that  a  Bill  would 
be  iDlroduced  ? 

Lord  PLAYFAIR  ;  I  have  no  doubt 
of  it,  though  I  biive  not  bad  an  oppor- 


tunity of  ascertaining  by  which  Depart- 
ment it  will  be  i nt rod u ceil. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  Committee   to  appoint  their  own 
Chairman. 

QUARTER  SESSIONS    (MIDSUMMER) 
BILL  [H,L,]:— (No.  40 

fltttC 

QUARTER  SESSIONS  BIU.  [nx,]. 
Read  3*  (according  to  Order)  ;  Amend- 
ments matie  ;  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

tlU rsE    i>F    LORDS     OFFICES    COMMITTEE. 
Thii  Lurd  Privy  Seal  added  tp  the  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

tOCAL    GOYERXMENT    (iRELAND)    PRO- 

VtbilONAL    llUDER    (nO,    2)    BILL. 
Brouj^ht  from  the  Cutnnioas  :  reati   1*  ;   to  ^je 
printet}  ;      and    refciretl    to     the     Examiners, 
(No.  23.) 

House  ndjoumt'd  at  a  quarter-past  Six  o'clock. 

till  To-aiorrow,a  quarter^pawt 

Ten  oVlock- 
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OFFICIAL    rUBLICATIONS. 

C*  vLQN  EL  HO  W  A  \iD  V 1 N  C  E  NT 
(Sheffield,  Central)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  what  \» 
the  cost  of  pnhlisliing  The  Hmtrd  of 
Trad^  Journal  nnd  The  Lfjhour  Gazette^ 
what  is  the  circulation  of  each,  and  how 
much  of  the  expenee  m  recovered  from 
advertiijieri^,  and  how  much  from   **ale9  ? 

TtiE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightftide)  ;  I  cannot  give  the  detail» 
for  which  tbe  bon.  Member  asks,  hut  I 
niider.stand  that  there  is  no  loss  (o  the 
State  on  the  two  periodicals  in  q  nest  ion. 
The  Board  of  Trade  have  nothing  to  do 
with  the  publication  and  sale  of  The 
Labour  Gazeiie^  which  ia  eutirelj  in  the 
hands  of  the  contractors. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  : 
Then  is  no  infornmtioQ  whatever  obtain* 
able  ?     I  will  move  for  It, 


K^ 
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U9  The  Behring  (COMMONS} 

complaihf;^  have  been  endorsetl  by  tim 
Lon!  Cliiuf  Justice  nnd  by  tbe  members 
of  rlie  le^^al  profession  generally  ;  titid 
whetber  lie  ciiu  wee  \\\^  way  to  aeeeptin^ 
tin  A  mend  men  t  of  tbe  Law  Litmiry 
(Irebtnil)  Rill  wbieb  wonld  involve  tbe 
provij^ion  of  belter  necotnmodation  for 
tbe  Presi?  among  tbe  improvements  to 
wbich  tbe  aimi  of  £lo,000  therein  pro- 
vitled  J5  to  be  devoted,  or  wbetberin  any 
otber  8liape  iustrnetioog  can  be  eonvejeil 
to  tbe  Board  of  Works  to  bear  tbis  snb- 
jeet  iti  mind  in  any  contemplated  altera- 
tions in  tbe  Law  Courts  ? 

•Mk.  J.  MORLEY  ;  I  bave  noi  l>eeu 
able  to  obtain  a  detailed  Report  of  tbe 
matters  statett  in  tbe  tirst  paragraph  of 
tbe  qnestion,  bnt  1  bave  no  reason  to 
doubt  tlnit  my  hots.  Friend  is  accurately 
informed.  It  would  not,  in  my  opinion, 
be  competent  to  amend  tbe  Lil*rary  Bill 
as  9Ligge.<ted,  inasmncb  as  it  proposes  in 
its  title  to  deal  only  wiib  tbe  library,  and 
I  am  informed  that  tbe  sum  of  £15, (KM) 
will  i>e  onl_v  suftieient  f'^r  that  pnrpos^e, 
I  will  request  tbe  Boar*l  of  Works  to 
bear  tbi<*  subject  in  mind  in  reference  to 
any  contemplated  alterations  in  tbe 
Courts, 

Mr.  BODKIX  (Roseommon,  N.)  : 
Has  not  the  diffienlty  in  this  case  Vieeu 
largely  intensified  by  tbe  fact  tbat 
students  for  the  Bar  are  required,  as  a 
part  of  their  preparation  for  examina- 
tion, to  attend  and  report  cases  at  tbe 
Courts,  and  tbat  they  have  monopoliscHi 
tbe  seats  bitberto  used  by  tbe  Press  ? 

8iR  A.  RULLIT  (Islington,  S.)  :  Do 
tbe  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  his  answer  apply  eqmiHy  to  the 
buildings  of  tbe  IiieorponUed  Law 
Society  ?  Will  be  take  tbat  matter  into 
cooBideratiou  ? 

Mk,  J,  MORLEY  :  Tbe  ease  of  the 
Incorporated  Law  Society  is  a  different 
one.  In  reply  to  tbe  Menil^er  for 
Hoseonimon^  I  can  only  say  I  am  not 
sufficiently  acquainted  witb  tbe  details  of 
legal  training  to  be  able  to  confinti  bis 
Htatement  or  otherwise. 

^1r,  DANE  (Fermanagh,  N.)  :  Is  it 
not  a  fact  tbat  tbe  Lord  Justice  of  tbe 
Queen*s  Bench  has  already  made  accom- 
modation for  the  PresB  in  the  Queen'tt 
Bcneb  Division  ? 

•Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  iuformed 
tbjit  that  IB  tbe  uti«e, 

3ir.  If.  O'Brien 


Sea  Qticsiion, 


THE  BEHRING  ^^EA  QUESTIOK, 
Sir  G.  BADEN-rOWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale)  :  I  beg  to  aj^k  tbe  Lender 
Secretary  of  *State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  be  can  now  state  tbe  date  of 
tbe  uotiHeatiou  said  to  have  been 
published  in  Briti^b  Columbia  waniing 
j^ealers  tbat  Belirinj^  Sea  will  be  closed 
thtB  year ;  whether  be  will  state  the 
terms  of  tbe  notifieatioti  ;  and  wbetber> 
in  tbe  precedent  of  tbe  modtts  rirefidi^ 
compensation  was  awarded  to  sealers  that 
bad  left  port  before  auy  notitieatioii  waa 
published  of  an  impending  probibitioti, 
and  what  was  tbe  amount  paid  in  cotn* 
peuaatiou  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  No  tmtificatioii 
haei  been  published  that  Bebriug  Sen- 
will  be  eloseil  tbis  year,  for,  as  the  boii. 
Member  is  aware,  it  will  at  eertaiu 
seasons  be  open  to  sealing  under  the 
restrictions  prescribed  by  tbe  Award  af 
the  Arbitratiou  TribuoaK  The  ternid  of 
that  Award,  iueludiug  tbe  Regulatians^ 
were  published  in  the  Press  in  British 
Cohimliia  so  long  ago  a^  August  Jast» 
and  the  obligatiori  of  Her  Majesty'* 
Government  to  enforce  a  close  time  from 
May  1  to  duly  31  was,  therefore,  well 
known,  Tlie  present  eireumstances  are 
widely  different  from  those  conueeted 
with  tbe  mmius  vivendi  of  1891,  in  eon- 
iiection  witb  wiiicb  eompensatiou  wa» 
granted  to  tbe  amount  of  £20,(X)0. 

Mr.     GIBSON     BOWLES     (Lyrjn 

Regis)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  tbe  Colonies  wdjelber 
Her  Majesty's  Government  bave  received 
a  Resolution  of  tbe  Legislative  Assemldy 
of  British  Columbia  relative  to  tho 
Bebriug  Sea  Award  Act  and  tbe  ques- 
tion of  compensation  to  sealers  ;  and^  if 
so,wbether  hecati  communicate  tbe  terms 
of  that  Resolution  to  this  House  ? 

Mr,  S.  BUXTON  :  We  bave  been 
informed  by  tbe  Governor  General  of  tbe 
purport  of  the  Resolution  passed  by  the 
Legisbitive  Assenddy  of  British  Columbia* 
It  is  to  tbe  following  effect ;  that  the 
Legislative  Assembly  of  British  Columbia 
hope  that  tbe  Royal  Assent  will  l>e  with- 
held (to  the  Bill  now  before  Parliament) 
until  following  clatmB  are  acknowledged 
by  United  States  Government  :  com- 
pensation to  British  Columbia  forvesaols 
seized,  and  for  exclusion  during  1891-2-^ 
from  Bebring  Sea* 
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Mr.  HANBURY  (Pre^iton)  :  I  beg 
in  ask  the  Secretary  to  tlie  Treai^urT  why 
the  tletaiid  of  the  Egtimuta  aro  not 
supplied  in  the  Vote  for  thi^  Salaries  of 
the  Offii-iala  of  tlio  Iloust*  of  Lortb  ; 
wherber  they  will,  as  usual,  be  Hiiiiplied 
before  that  Vote  i8  taken  ;  bow,  in  the 
mbseuea  of  details,  the  total  ha.-^  been 
arrived  at ;  aud  whether  any  arraQgemeut 
has  yet  been  agreed  upon  as  to  givmg 
effect  to  the  decisiou  of  this  House  upon 
this  Vote  last  Sessiou  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  total  of 
the  Estimate  for  lH94-o  is  the  i?aine  as 
the  reduced  sum  votetl  last  year,  and 
the  details  making  up  the  total  were 
omitted,  as  no  agreeiuetit  with  regard  to 
those  details  had  been  arrived  at  when 
the  Estimates  were  presented. 

IKI8H  KDUCATION  A€T,  1802. 

Mr,  HAYDEN  (Roscommou,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretiiry  to  tlie 
Lord  Lieu  tenant  of  Ireland  whether,  in 
introdueing  a  Bill  to  amend  liie  Irinh 
Education  Act  of  1892,  he  will  consider 
tlie  advisability  of  making  provinion  for 
defraying  a  poniou  of  tlie  expense  of 
putting  the  compulsory  clauses  into 
eflbet,  if  not  from  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer, from  some  ;*nch  source  as  the 
Suitors'  Fund  or  tho  unusable  aurphis  of 
the  Intermediate  Education  Grant  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  In  reply  to  this 
question,  I  have  to  say  that  the  Govern- 
ment do  not  propose  to  ask  Farlianieut  to 
amend  this  Act  in  the  direction  indicated 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

LORD  DILLON'S  TENANTS. 

Mr.  HAYDEN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu  tenant 
of  Ireland  whether  be  can  state  what 
amount  of  rent  was  due  by  Lord  Dillon's 
tenants  in  Loughglynn  when  procoediugi? 
were  taken  against  thetn ;  liow  many 
per»atis  were  evicted,  including  those 
reinstated  as  caretakers  ;  what  was  the 
amount  of  rent  due  by  those  who  were 
evicted  without  being  reinstated  when 
proceedings  were  instituted  against  f  hem ; 
and  whether  he  will  consider  the  desir- 
ability of  making  provision  at  au  early  day 
to  prevent  sni^h  proceedings  in  future  ? 

Mr.  J,  MORLEY  :  In  reply  to  para- 
graphs I  and  3,  no  rent  appears  to  have 
been  due  by  the  tenants  referred  to. 
The  orictioDS  were  not  for  non-payment 
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of  reut,  but  were  for  overhobling  posses- 
sion after  the  expinition  of  tlie  leases 
under  which  the  holdings  had  oTiginally 
been  let.  With  regard  to  the  seeontl 
paragraph,  25  fenniits  and  sub-tenants 
were  evicted,  inclmlitig  those  reinstated 
as  caretakers.  With  regard  to  the  last 
paragra]di,  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  dnnlit- 
less  aware  that  in  the  execution  of  the 
ilecrees  against  these  tenants  the  Execu- 
tive had  no  alternative  l»ut  to  uffbrd  the 
protection  of  the  police^  and  that  in  the 
present  state  of  the  law  the  Government 
is  absolutely  powerless  to  prevent  the 
service  of  notices  to  quit  and  subsequent 
ovictions. 

INDL\K   TELEGRAPH    DEPARTatENT 

CONTEACTS. 
Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
1  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  if  the  wires,  cables^  and  other 
apparatus  required  by  the  Lidian  Tele- 
c^raph  Department  and  other  branches  of 
the  India  Office  are  bought  liy  asking  for 
tetiders  from  all  the  respectable  IVrttish 
and  Irish  firms  cajiablo  of  supplying 
such  materiab  or  if  the  compctitiuu  is  re- 
stricted to  specially  favoured  houses  ; 
Htid,  in  such  latter  ease,  if  he  will  con- 
sider if  some  change  in  the  system  may 
be  desirable  in  the  public  interest,  and  to 
avoid  all  suspicion  of  official  favouritism  ? 
The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H,  Fowler,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  :  Competition  for  the  supply 
of  telegraph  material  is  not  restricted  U\ 
specially  favoured  houses.  Any  British 
or  Irish  firm  that  can  satisfy  the  Depart- 
tneut  of  its  ability  to  supply  goods  of  the 
quality  required  will  be  placed  on  the 
India  Office  List  of  Coiitraetors,  and  will 
be  invited  to  tender  as  opportunity  offers. 
Experience  has  shown  that  it  is  not 
advisable  to  purchase  stores  of  this  de- 
Bcription  by  public  advortisomeut. 

STAMPING  OF  IRISH  DEEDS. 
Mr.  M*CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  there  is  any 
Act  of  Parliament  wljich  makes  it  obli- 
gatory to  have  counterparts  of  deeds  iu 
Ireland  stampe<l  In  the  presence  of  the 
Board  of  Inland  Revenue's  Solicitor  for 
Ireland  ;  whether  they  could  bo  legally 
stamped  as  deeds  now  are,  iu  the  office  at 
Belfast  ;  and  whether,  considering  the 
loss  of  time  and  tneouvenience  of  having' 
to  sQud  the  counterparts   to  be  stamped 
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with  ibe  coiHiterpart  die  iu  Dublin  at 
present,  he  will  provide  Facilities  at  the 
Belfast  office  for  stamping  the  cottuter- 
parts  also  there  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIOBERT  :  The  stamping 
of  coiiiitcrpartH  of  deeds  in  Ireland  is 
regnlated  by  Sectioan  11  and  72  of  the 
Stamp  Act,  1891,  To  carry  out  the 
requirements  of  those  sections,  with  dne 
protection  to  the  Ite venue,  the  examina- 
tiou  of  the  original  and  counterpart  deeds 
must  be  made  in  the  office  of  the  solicitor 
to  the  Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue 
in  Dublin.  I  am  afraid,  therefore,  that  I 
cannot  see  my  way  to  give  facilifieei  at 
the  Belfast  office  for  stamping  the  coun- 
terparts also  there. 

WAR  OFFICE  PKEPARATIONS  AGAINST 
INVASION. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 
beg  to  ask  tlie  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  if  the  plans  understood  to  be  la 
readiness  for  the  complete  mobilisation 
of  Her  Majesty's  Forces  for  the  defence 
of  Great  Britain  from  invasion  have  ever 
been  practically  tested  in  any  of  the 
militarj^  districts  ;  and,  in  the  contrary 
case,  if  be  will  consider  the  expediency 
of  ascertaining  their  efficacy  by  a  distinct 
experiment,  so  far  as  can  !>e  legally  done 
in  the  absence  of  imminent  national 
danger,  cither  at  Portsmouth  or  some 
other  point  likelv  to  be  attacked  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 

WAR        (Mr.       CAMrBELL-BANXEliMAN, 

Stirling,  &c.)  :  There  has  been  no  full 
practical  test  of  the  system  of  mobilisa- 
tion in  any  district,  and  such  a  test  would 
hardly  justify  its  cost  if  attempted  without 
the  legal  powers  which  cai»  only  be  used 
in  case  of  emergency.  But  there  is  no 
reason  to  believe  that  with  those  powers 
the  scheme,  which  has  been  carefully 
worked  out,  is  not  perfectly  practicable 
and  efficient. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Belfast, 
W.)  :  Arising  oat  of  that  answer,  may  I 
ask  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  consider  the  advisability  of  order! og 
during  the  present  year  an  experimental 
mobilisation  of  the  equipment  and  store 
depots  of  tlie  First  Army  Corps  at  Abler- 
shot,  Warley,  or  Colchester ;  and  whether 
he  will  also  consider  the  possibility  of 
mobilising  during  the  present  year  one  or 
more  of  the  Army  Medical  Staff  Corps 
Bearer  Companies  attached  to  the  First 
Army  Corps  ? 

Mr,  M'Cartan 


Mr,  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

If  my  hon*  Friend  will  call  attention  ta 
this  matter  iu  another  way,  or  will  give 
notice  of  the  question,  I  shall  be  glad  Up 
consider  the  question. 


iAor       ^H 


RAINEY'S  SCHOOL.  MAGHERAFELT. 

Sir  T.  lea  (Londonderry,  S*)  :  I  be^ 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  under  the  scheme  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  Educational  Endowments 
ill  Irehuid,  the  present  Governors  of 
Rainey'f  School,  Magherafelt,  have  re-  ^ 
eeived  an  account  of  the  former  managers  ^ 
under  audit  of  the  Local  GovernmeQt 
Board  ;  that  in  this  account  of  the 
Salters*  Company  an  amount  of  £I5'I, 
the  annual  cbarge  on  property  in  County 
Down,  has  been  disputed  by  the  preseut 
Cto  veraors,  and  i  f  the  Report  of  the  and  i  tors 
of  the  Local  Government  is  chiefly  in 
favour  of  the  position  taken  up  by  the 
present  Governors  ;  whether  the  accounts 
of  the  Archbishop  of  Armagh  have  beeo 
submitted  to  the  present  Governors  ; 
whether  lie  is  aware  that  the  Salters* 
Company  receiveil  a  sum  of  £154  after 
their  accounts  with  Rainey's  Schools  had 
been  closed,  and  that  the  Governors  claim 
this  sum,  but  from  poverty  or  other 
reasons  cannot  take  legal  proceedings  to 
obtain  it ;  whether  these  accounts  can  be 
subjected  to  further  scrntiny,  and  steps  ^ 
taken  to  protect  the  charity  from  serious  H 
loss  ;  and  whether  a  Memorial  has  been  ^ 
received  from  the  School  Governors  askiog^ 
the  assistance  of  the  Local  Governmeat 
Board  in  this  matter? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  are  informed  by  their 
auditor,  who  audited  the  accounts  of  this 
school,  that  a  sum  of  £150  in  the 
accounts  of  the  Baiters*  Company  has 
been  disputed  by  the  Governors  of  the 
school  and  that  he  decided  in  favour  of 
the  Salters'  Company,  and  not  of  the  ^ 
Governors,  The  accounts  of  the  Arch-  H 
bishop  of  Armagh  are  embraced  in  the 
final  account  of  the  representative  Church 
Body,  and  were  submitted  to  the 
Governors  in  the  final  account  of  that 
body.  A  Memorial  has  been  received  by 
the  Local  Government  Board  as  stated  io 
the  concluding  paragraph,  and  that 
Department  has  replied  that  the  only 
duty  devolving  upon  it  under  the  scheme 
was  that  of  appointing  an  auditor  for  the 
audit  of  the  accounts  to  which  the  acheme 
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applies,  and  that  it  liad  do  power  to 
interfere  further  with  the  auditor  as  re- 
quested iu  the  MenioriaU  So  far  as  the 
Board  h  aware,  there  h  no  appeal  to  it 
from  decitiou8  of  the  auditor  appointed 
under  the  Educatiooal  Eudowineuis  Act. 


EXPENDITURE  AT  HOME  NAVAL 
ESTABLISHMENTS. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  On  be- 
half of  the  right  liou.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Ormskirk  Division  of  Lanca- 
shire, I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  tbe 
Admiralty  if  the  annual  Navy  Expense 
Accounts  for  the  Naval  Establishments  at 
home  could  in  future  be  furnished  to  tbe 
House  separately  from  those  of  the 
foreign  yards,  either  before  or  at  tbe  time 
that  tl»e  annual  Estimates  arc  presented 
ta  Parliament  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Sir  U,  Kat  -  Shuttle- 
WOKTH,  Laucaahire,  Clitberoe):  The 
presctit  system  is  fixed  by  the  Audit  Act 
of  1 889 .  We  will  co m m u n i eate  w i t h  tl i e 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  Oeueral  and  the 
Treastiry  (as  the  date  of  publication  of 
the  Navy  Expense  Accounts  restH  with 
those  authorities,  and  not  with  tbe  Admi- 
ralty) iu  order  that  the  question  may  be  con- 
sidered whether  these  accouuta  could  be 
produced  somewhat  sooner  than  heretofore, 

MBECHANT   SEAMEN. 
Sir    G.    BADEN- POWELL:    On 

behalf  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Ormskirk  Division  of 
L&Qcasbire,  I  beg  to  ask  tbe  Presideut 
of  tbe  Board  of  Trade  if  he  will  ijiclude, 
in  the  Reference  to  the  proposed  Com- 
mittee on  the  Manning  of  Merchant  Ships, 
an  inquiry  into  the  supply  and  present 
meaoB  of  training  merchant  seamen  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  The  question  of 
undermaDuing  by  itself  is  a  large  one, 
and  if  tbe  Reference  were  extended,  as 
fuggested,  the  Committee  would  not  be 
able  to  report  within  a  reasonable  time, 

AHRAN  ISLANDS, 
Mr,  SHEEHY  (Galway,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  tbe  Chief  Secretary  to  tbe  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  relieving  officer  in  Arran 
Islands-  is  the  bailiff  on  the  property 
where  the  recent  evictions  were  carried 
out;  whether  any  special  provisions  were 
made  by  that  official  for  the  shelter  of  the 
families  eTicted  ;  whether  this  ofQcial  was 
the  officer  from  whom  the  Local  Govem- 
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ment  Board  Inspector  chiefly  got  informa- 
tion as  to  tbe  condition  of  tbe  islanders  ; 
and  whether  it  is  in  accordance  with  the 
Rules  enforced  by  the  Local  Goveniment 
Board  that  a  Poor  Law  officer  should 
hold  such  a  position  as  estate  bailiff 
within  the  district  where  he  has  to  dia«^ 
charge  his  public  duties  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  inform  me  that  the 
relieving  officer  in  question  was  elected 
to  that  office  by  the  Guardians  in 
February  last,  but  that  his  appoiutment 
as  bailiff  is  of  subsequent  date.  I  under- 
stand that  the  relieving  officer  otFared 
to  provide  lodgings  for  tbe  evicted 
tenants,  but  that  this  offer  was  not 
accepted.  The  Local  Government  Board 
Inspector  states  that  he  received  no  in- 
formation whatever  from  this  officer  as 
to  the  resources  of  the  people  upon 
which  he  founded  any  Report  to  the 
Board.  There  is  no  provision  in  the 
Board's  Regulations  to  the  effect  men- 
tioned in  the  concluding  paragrsph  of 
the  question.  I  may  add,  however,  that 
tbe  present  relieving  officer  is  only 
acting  temporarily,  and  that  tbe  per- 
manent appointment  will  be  made  by 
the  Guardians  on  the  25th  instant. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  la  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  general  desti- 
tution  in  these  islands  has  during  the  last 
12  months  got  beyond  a  point  at  which 
it  is  in  the  power  of  the  Poor  Law 
Authorities  to  cope  with  it  except  by 
taking  tbe  people  into  the  workhouses,  and 
will  he  consider  the  possibility  of  enabling 
the  people  to  seed  their  holdings  by 
undertaking  some  necessary  works,  such 
as  roads,  &e.  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  My  hon.  Friend 
may  rest  assured  that  the  state  of  the 
islands  has  beeu,  and  is  still,  receiving 
my  careful  attention.  I  cannot  add  any- 
thing to  that. 

WORKING  HOURS  IN  PUBLIC  OFFICES, 
Mb.  field  (Dnblin,  St.  Patrick's)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether,  when  by  Order  in  Council  of 
August,  1890,  the  seveD-hour  day  wa« 
introduced  into  Government  Offices  in 
which  a  daily  attendance  of  six  hours 
only  was  previously  required,  any  oppor- 
tunity of  retirement  on  pension  waa 
afforded  to  Civil  servants  whose  original 
terms  of  employment  were  bo  varied,  and 
who  might  object  to  tlie  extra  daily  at- 
Y  2 
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teudaQoe  thus  requirotl ;  whether  poo- 
aions  on  equitable  terms  will  now  be 
granted  to  those  who  wish  to  rettro  ; 
whether  the  Trea^iirj  will  eomniUDtcate 
with  Heads  of  Departments  in  order  to 
uscerfaiu  what  teniis  might  he  propotiecJ, 
having  ill  view  Departmental  reorganisa- 
tion and  the  rednelion  of  expeiKliture  ; 
whether  terms  of  retirement  on  the 
abolition  of  office  scale  will  he  givea  in 
cases  where  the  adoption  of  snch  a  scale 
will  oot  put  an  increased  bnrden  on  the 
taxpayer;  and  whether,  if  do  such  oppor- 
tunities of  retirement  be  aftbrded,  Civil 
tserFants  will  he  permitted  to  continue 
their  employ oieiit  in  accordance  with  the 
previous  Regulations  us  to  daily  attend- 
ance and  the  Saturday  half-holidav  ? 

Sir  J,  T,  HIBBERT  :  I  think  my 
hon.  Friend  may  not  he  aware  that  I 
answered  a  similar  qiiestlon  on  the  13th 
of  February  last,  and  perhaps  he  wiU 
allow  me  to  hand  him  a  copy  of  the 
aoswer  then  given. 

THE  CASE  OF  ELLEN  CONWAY. 

Mr.MACDON^LD  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow)  :  I  beg  to  aHk  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  on  what 
grounds  and  for  what  reasons  did  the 
Chief  Clerk  of  the  Tliames  Police  Court 
attend  a  conference  on  the  evening  of 
Friday,  the  5th  instant,  at  the  chambers 
of  the  counsel  appearing  for  Messrs, 
Bell,  match  makers,  Bromley,  who  are 
prosecuting  Ellen  Conway  for  alleged 
intimidation  ;  and  why  was  he  present 
and  in  consultation  with  the  soh'citora 
for  Messrs,  Boll  at  the  Sessions  on 
Saturday,  the  7th  instant,  when  the  case 
of  Ellen  Conway  was  down  for  appeal? 
1  should  also  like  to  ask  whether  the 
Chief  Clerk  rt^ferred  to  in  the  question 
stopped  Mr.  W.  J.  Derby^  one  of  the 
girl's  sureties,  in  Fenchurch  Street 
Station,  and  endeavoured  to  induce  lura 
to  withdraw  his  hail,  and  told  him  that 
he  would  certainly  forfeit  his  £40  and 
would  be  branded  as  an  associate  of 
criminals  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  understand  that 
the  case  of  Ellen  Conway  is  not  pending 
as  a  proaecutlon  by  Messrs.  Bell,  hut  by 
way  of  appeal  against  the  decision  of  the 
Magistrate  at  the  Thames  Police  Court. 
I  am  informed  that  the  Chief  Clerk 
attended  a  consultation  with  the  counsel  i 
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appearing    for    the    Magistrnte    on    the 
appeal,  awl  that  he  also  attended  at  the 
Sessions  on  the  appeal  day  or.  behalf  of 
the    Magistrate    whose    conviction    was 
appealed  against.      In  so  attending  the 
Chief  Clerk  wa^  acting  with  the  consent 
and    at  the  request  of   the    Magistrate. 
With  regard  to  that  part  of  the  question 
of  which  my  hon.  Friend  has  given  me 
private    notice,   I    am   informed    by    the 
Chief   Clerk  that  he  did  not   stop  Mr. 
Derby  at  Fenchurch  Street,  and  did  not    ^ 
endeavour  to  induce  him  to  witlidrawhis    ^ 
bail;  nor  did  he  tell    iiim  rliat  he  would 
forfeit    his  £40,  and   he    branded  as  an 
associate  of  criminals.     The  Chief  Clerk 
states  that  he  was  stopped  by  Mr,  Derby, 
who  asked  about  his  liability,  and  re- 
ceived the  usual  reply  in   such  cases —   ^ 
namely,  that  in  the  event   of   the  con-    H 
victiou  being  upheld,  Mr.   Derby  wouU    ^ 
be  liable  on  his  recognisances  to  pay  the 
costs  of  the  appeal.  ^ 

Mr.  MACDONALD:  Is  tho  right  ■ 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that,  a  few  days  ' 
after  Ellen  Conway  was  liberated  on  bail. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  said,  he  had  no  in^  ^ 
formation  to  that  eifect* 

Mr.  MACDONALD  :  Will  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  consent  to  hear  from 
Mr,  Derby  bis  version  of  what  took  place 
at  the  interview  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  said,  I  hat  any  in- 
formation forwarded  to  him  would  he 
considered. 

THE  MINIBTEKIAL  CRISIS  IK 
NEWFOUNDLAND. 

Sm  G.  BADEN-POWELL :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  if  he  will  make  any  further 
statement  to  the  House  as  to  the  position 
of  affairs  in  the  Colony  of  Newfound- 
land ? 

Mr.  S.BUXTON  :  We  have  received 
from  the  Governor  of  Newfoundland 
copies  of  an  address  by  the  Assembly 
contesting  the  legality  of  the  judgment 
of  the  Judge,  together  with  a  Resolution 
of  the  Assembly  and  of  the  Legislative 
Council,  which  makes  a  similar  protest, 
which  expresses  the  opinion  that  the 
minority  of  the  House  should  not  be 
entrusted  with  the  colleetion  of  taxes, 
and  which  rescinds  the  Resolution  pre 
viou.sly  passed  for  granting  Supply.  Tha 
GoTemor  also  informs  us  that  he  intends 
to  prorogue  the  House  for  a  week. 
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JFays  and  Means, — 
K       ORDERS    OF    THE    DAW 

^^B  WATS  AND  MEANS. 

^^^P  COMMITTEE. 

F         ConsiilereJ  m  Committee. 
^B  (In  the  Committee.) 

B  The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Sir  W.  Harcoltrt, Derby): 
I  am  sure,  Sir,  that  I  shall  not  ask  m 
vain  for  tbo  patience  and  inilulgence  of 
tbe  Committee.  I  t^tanti  iti  gretit  need  of 
both,  for  the  Committee  arc  aware  that 
ihe  task  imposed  upon  me  to-day  is  one 

Kno  ordinary  difficulty.     My  first  duty 
to  gtat<3  to  the  Committee  the  financial 
►ndition  of  the  country  during  the  year 
hich    has  just  concluded.     Tbe   Com- 
mittee   are    well    acquainted    with    tbe 
Terse  circumstances  w^hich  beset  that 
^ear.     The  rise  in  commercial  aud  gene- 
prosperi ty  which,  heginuing  in  1886, 
Imioated  in   1890,  has   been  followed 
\J  a  gradual  fall,  ac -elerated  in  its  velo- 
ty,  till  we  may   hope  that  it  reached 
Dadir  in  1893.     That  unfortunate  year 
laboured    under   accumuhited    mis- 
rtune— the     financial     difficulties      in 
America,      finaocial     embarrassments    in 
Australia,    the   disturbance    of    tiade  in 
India,  the  labour  disputes  at  home,  the 
leaeral  depression  of  agriculture,  aggra- 
vated by  the  special  circimistanees  of  tbe 
drought,  affecting  crops  in  the  8onth  of 
England  ;  each  and  all    of    these  might 
in   themselves  have    l>een  causes   whiL4i 
would     adversely     liave     affected     the 
Revenue,  but  which,  in  their  combined 
effect,  might  httve  been  expected  to  pro- 
duce the  most  unhappy  of  consequences 
and  a  collapse  uf  the  public  tinanee,  stich 
as    that    which    wo    have    witnessed    in 
several  foreign  States  iti  the  present  year, 
England,    from    her    univeriial    trade,    is 
more  susceptible  than  any  other  State  to 
external  disturbances  of  this  character* 
Id  spite  of  these  adverse  circumstances, 
"  e  Committee   are    already  aware  that 
e  condition  of  the  public  balance-sheet 
by  no  means  so  deplorable  as  a  few 
montiie  ago  most  people  anticipated  and 
believed.     On  the  contrary,  taking  into 
account  the  whole  situation,  that  balance- 
fiheet  will  show,  I  think,  in  a  striking 
matiuer,   the  soundness  of  your  finance 
the  unbroken  solidity  of  the  resources 
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of  the  nation.  The  first  six  months  of 
tiie  year  were  apparently  disastrous  ; 
but  the  law  of  average  has  prevailed, 
and  the  second  half  has  redressed  tbe 
balance,  as  the  summer  drought  has  been 
succee+led  by  the  winter  niins.  My  first 
b  USUI  ess  is  to  lay  before  you  the  yield  of 
tbe  Revenue  in  the  year  just  concluded, 
as  compared  with  the  Budget  Estimate 
and  with  the  yield  of  the  preceding  year. 
In  doing  this,  I  am  afraid  I  shall  trespass 
much  on  the  patience  of  the  Committee, 
although  I  will  endeavour  to  do  so  aa 
little  as  possible.  The  first  head  ig 
that  of  Customs.  The  Budget  Esti- 
mate was  £19,650,000»  The  amount 
paid  into  the  Exchequer  in  the 
year  1893-94  was  £19,707,000,  or 
exceeding  the  Estimate  fiy  £57,000, 
I  venture  to  think  that  this  is  a 
pretty  close  and  satisfactory  calculation* 
What  is  more  material  to  observe  in  al) 
these  cases  is  the  net  receipt,  which  is 
the  true  comparison  of  the  yield  of 
Revenue  belonging  to  the  several  years. 
The  net  receipt  on  the  Customs  had  Ij^aen, 
for  1H93-94,  £19,712,000,  as  compared 
with  £19,619,000  for  the  year  1892-93— 
that  is,  yielding  an  increase  in  1893-94 
of  £93,000.  Under  tbe  circumstances,  I 
think  I  may  say  that  is  an  astonishing 
figure.  The  principal  items  whieli  de- 
serve observation  are  —  first,  foreign 
spirits.  In  these  there  is  an  excess  of 
£39,000  on  the  whole  \  a  large  diminu- 
tion on  rum  ;  but  still  larger  increase  on 
other  spirits.  Rwm  seems  to  be  a  very 
fluctuating  quantity.  The  consumption 
of  it  prevailed  largely  in  former  years, 
Next,  as  to  tea.  Here  there  has  been  an 
excess  of  £101,000  over  the  receipt  in  tbe 
preceding  year,  and  an  increase  of 
6>000,0001b.,  or  3  per  cent,  on  the  whole 
consumption.  Coffee,  inehiding  cocoa, 
shows  a  decrease  of  £K^,000.  Coffee  is 
always  a  diminishing  quantity,  even 
with  increase  of  population.  Tobacco 
shows  an  increase  of  £2,000,  It  has 
been  a  stagnant  quantity,  and  a  good 
deal  below  the  estimate.  In  dried  fruits 
there  is  an  increase  of  £20,000.  On 
wines  there  is  a  decrease  of  £o 8,000. 
The  consumption  of  wine  has  been  con- 
stantly and  rapidly  diminishing.  In  1876 
the  total  quantity  consumed  wag 
18,600,0(X)  gallons.  hi  1893  it  wa« 
14,150,000  gallons,  or  a  diminution  of 
4,4o0,000  gallons.  Strong  wines — 1>,, 
port,    sherry,    &c. — have     fallen    from 
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11,000,000  gallons,  in  1876,  to  4,700,000 
galloDs  in  1893 — a  decrease  of  6,300,000 
gallons,  showing  the  great  change 
of  taste  for  these  stronger  wines.  Light 
wines,  including  sparkling  wines,  on 
the  coutmrv,  have  increased  from 
7,600,000  galious,  in  1876,  to  9,5O0,t)0O 
gallons  in  1893jOran  increase  of  1,900,000 
gallons.  These  lighter  wines  come  in  at 
a  lower  duty,  and  the  yield  to  the 
Revenne  has  fallen  from  £1,750,000,  in 
1876,  to  £1,200,000  in  1893,  or  a  loss  of 
£550,000,  equivalent  to  one-third  of  the 
whole  duty,  since  1B76*  The  loi^s  this 
year  has  again  been  far  beyoml  the 
estimate.  If  we  leave  r»nt  of  account 
wines,  which  are  an  article  of  consiimp- 
tioti  of  the  wealthier  classes,  t!ie  total 
produce  of  tbe  Customs  for  the  year 
1893-94  would  be  £152,000  in  excess  of 
the  preceding  year,  on  w4iat  may  he 
called  the  staple  articles  of  consumption 
of  the  mass  of  the  people.  I  venture  to 
think  that  this  is  not  only  financially,  hot 
socially,  a  most  satisfactory  return.  It 
shows  that  on  the  main  taxable  articles, 
which    constitute    the    comforts    of   the 


and  even  proliably  due  in  part  to  those 
nervous  anticipations  of  the  Budget 
which  overtake  some  members  of  the 
trade  in  the  last  days  of  the  financial 
year.  Very  often,  just  before  the  Budget, 
larger  quantities  of  spirits  are  taken  out 
tiian  properly  belong  to  the  consnin[)tion 
of  the  ye^ir.  It  is  remarkable  thai  the 
loss  on  spirits  has  l>een  compensated  by 
the  gain  upon  l>eer,  Un  heer  the  net 
receipts  have  been  £9,537,000,  or 
£132,000  more  than  the  estimate,  and 
£91,000  more  than  the  receipts  of  the 
previous  year.  The  consnmptioi^  is  the 
highest  on  record,  exceeding  any  former 
year  by  £80,tKKK  I  believe  fhat  this 
has  something  to  do  with  the  drought. 
I  am  told  that  when  the  weather  is  hot 
there  is  more  beer  and  less  spirits  druuk, 
and  that  when  the  weather  is  cold  there 
is  more  spirits  and  less  beer  drunk.  At 
any  rate,  we  find  that  the  decrease  in  the 
consumption  of  spirits  is  almost  exactly 
compeTJsated  by  the  iti creased  revenue 
from  beer.  The  Land  Tax  and  House 
Duty  was  estimated  at  £2,460,000,  and 
the  amount  paid  into  the  Exchequer  was 


people,  there  is  no  evidence  of  pinching,  |  exactly  the  same.     Post  Office  and  Tele- 
no  sign  of  diminishfMl  resources  or  con- |  graphs  were  estimated   rvt    £1 3,080*000, 


Burning  powers  in  t^o  mass  of  the  nation 
but  that,  even  iti  this  trying  year,  there 
has  been  a  substantial  increase.  I  now 
turn  to  Excise.  Tbe  estimated  yield  fen- 
the  year  1 893-94  was  £25, 1 00,(K)0,  Tiie 
amount  paid  into  the  Exchequer  was 
£2a,2tX>,000,  or  £100,000  more  than  tlie 
estimate.  The  net  receipts  have  been 
£25,247,000,  as  compared  with  the  net 
receipts  of  £25,283,000  in  the  preceding 
year.  That  is  a  nt^t  decrease  of  £36,00t>, 
which  is  insignificant  on  such  a  total  as 
£25,000,000.  Pursuing  the  remarks  1 
have  made  on  the  Customs,  I  may  say 
that  it  is  upon  Excise,  perhaps,  that 
falls,  first  and  most  heavily,  the  weight 
of  unprosperous  times,  of  diminished 
wages,  and  lessened.!  consuming  power  in 
the  people.  A  decrease  of  £36,CKX>  on  a 
Revemie  of  over  £25,(XK),000  does  not 
indicate  any  falling  oflf*  of  consuming 
power.  The  particrilars  of  this  hearl  are 
deserving  of  notice.  As  to  spirits,  the 
Spirit  Duty  receipts  were  £I5,190,0(K>, 
or  £50,000  more  than  the  estimate.  Up 
to  the  middle  of  Angiist,  1H93,  the  duty 
had  fallen  off  by  £340,000,  But  by  tlm 
end  of  the  year  the  decline,  as  compared 
with  the  former  year,  was  only  £94,000. 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  this  is   pousibly 
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and  the  actual  receipts  have  been 
£  1 3,01 0,0(X).  The  Post  Omce  receipts  have 
l»een  £l30,n<K)les.s  than  the  estimate,  and 
the  Telegraph  receipts  have  been  £60,000 
more  than  the  estimate.  Miscellaneous 
receipts  were  estimatcil  at  £1,950,000, 
and  the  actual  receipts  were  £2,058,000. 
I  next  turn  to  the  important  ami  critical 
head  of  the  Income  Tax.  There  has 
probably  been  no  ye^«r  more  adverse  in  its 
circumstances  to  the  yield  of  tliat  rm|>ost 
tbau  the  year  1893.  The  estimated  pro* 
ducc  was  £15,150,000.  The  amount 
paid  into  t!ie  Exchequer  was  £  1 5,2(K>,000, 
or  £50,000  beyond  the  estimate.  It  is 
said  that  thnt  is  due  to  measures  takeu 
to  get  in  the  Income  Tax.  But  that  is 
not  so.  We  have  not  in  the  past  year, 
bocanse  it  was  a  year  of  deficit,  pressed 
in  the  last  penny  we  rotild  get.  Hiwl  we 
done  so  wo  should  have  avoided  n  deficit 
altogether.  It  was  rather  tempting  wheti 
I  had  the  money  in  hand  ;  but  we  have 
not  sought  to  deplete,  nor  have  we  de- 
pleted, the  Income  Tax  receipts  of  this 
year  to  make  up  a  deficiency  in  last. 
Now,  if  you  add  together  the  heads  of 
revenue  which  I  have  enumerated,  and 
also  Crown  Lands  and  interest,  you  will 
fiml  they  represent  receipts  amounting  lo 
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£78,273,000,  aud  tlie  variation  from  die 
estimate  upon  this  vast  sum  araoutita  to 
only  £233,000,  and  that  is  in  excess  of 
the  estimated  receipts  on  those  heads. 
We  may  sm^^  tlierefore,  that  on  more  than 
thr©e-fotirths  of  the  whole  Revenue  the 
outcome  has  fairly  exceotleJ  the  et^timate. 
There  rematUi^  practical] j  only  tiie  Stamp 
K^irenue  to  be  taken  into  consideratioj), 
upon  which  alone  there  appears  a  aerioua 
falling-oC  The  Stamp  Kevoime  wa8 
estimated  to  yield  £13,600,000,  as 
agaiost  the  net  receipt  for  1892-93  of 
£13,788,000,  The  net  receipts  in  1893- 
9-4  under  this  head  have  been  £  1 2,799,000, 
ahowing  a  faliiog-off  of  £989,000  as 
compared  with  the  previous  year's  yield, 
And  £8(K),mX>  below  the  estimate. 
Stamps  are  divided  into  two  prineipal 
heads — first,  what  may  be  called  business 
dtamps  ;  and,  secondly,  the  Death  Duty 
stamps,  which  form  the  far  larger 
portion  of  the  whole.  The  tigores  for 
the  business  stamps  are  as  follows  : — 
Estimated  receipts,  £5,500,000  ;  net 
receipts,  £5,222,000.  That  is,  less  thao 
the  estimate  by  £278,000  ;  aud  the 
falJing-off  ill  the  net  ret^eipts  as  cotupared 
with  1892-93  was  £2lo,000.  The  stag- 
nation on  the  Stock  Exchange  and  the 
Money  Market  and  the  wise  indisposition 
to  embark  on  new  enterprises  at  home 
and  abroad  ftilly  account  for  this  decrcikse. 
The  yield  of  the  Death  Dnties  requires 
special  notice.  The  net  receipts  on  Pro- 
bate aud  Estate  Duty  are  £60,000  less 
than  the  precetling  year.  This  is  not  a 
material  reduction  on  a  total  of  nearly 
£4,000,000,  it  boiijg  merely  a  decrease  of 
about  1 J  per  cent.  Shrinkage  of  values 
in  so  many  securities  shows  there  must 
have  been  large  increase  of  wealth  antl 
fiavings  in  other  directions.  On  Legacy 
and  Succession  Duty  there  is  a  very 
heavy  falling-otf  in  net  receipts — 
£714,000  ;is  compared  with  1892-93,  and 
£316,OtK)  as  compared  with  the  estimate. 
The  produce  of  these  duties,  however, 
depends  so  much  upon  consangninity — a 
large  property  going  to  a  child  producing 
comparatively  little,  while  a  property  of 
similar  value  going  to  a  stranger  produces 
a  considerable  sum— that  it  is  ililhcult  tn 
make  an  estimate  of  its  yield.  The  yield 
of  these  duties  during  the  year  1892-93 
coin  pares  not  unfavourably  with  that  of 
1891-92.  The  right  bon.  Gentleman 
opposite  and  hon*  Members  generally 
Jtnow   what  aa  extraordinary  rise  there 
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was  in  these  duties  in  the  year  1891-92, 
which    is    called    the    "  influenza  year," 
when  the  increase  in  consequence  of  the 
great    number   of   deaths   amouuteil    to 
nearly     £1,000,000,     and    therefore    in 
estimating  the  produce  of  these  duties  we 
must  not  judge  by  the  standard  of  that 
year.     Taking  the  whole   into  account^ 
the  total  Revenue  jmid  into  the  Exchequer 
in  the  year  was  £91,1 33,000,  as  compared 
with     the     Estimate     of    £91,640,000, 
showing    a    deficiency    of     Revenue    of 
£507,000,   a   variation    from    the    Esti- 
mate   of     about     J^     per     cent,     only. 
Before  we  leave  the  Revenue  Accounts  I 
should  like  to  make  the  remark  that  the 
fact  that,  after  a   period  of  disturbance 
and  depression  like  that  through  which 
we  have  passed,  we  should  have  realised 
the    Estimate  within    |   per   cent,  on    a 
total  of  over  £91,000,000  (or,  if  we  add 
the  revenue  paid  to  Local  Authorities,  on 
a  total  of  over  £98,(X)O,0OO)  is,  I  tbink^ 
a  marvellous  accomplishment.       It  is  a 
striking  testimony,  first,  to   the  solidity 
of  your  financial  system  and   resources  ; 
and,  secondly,  to  the  great  sagacity  and 
experience   of   the  able  permanent  staff 
upon  whom  its  administration  mainly  de- 
pends*      Those  who  have   watched  thia 
matter  with  a  knowledge  of  the   vicissi- 
tudes which  put  at  hazard   ^uch   calcula- 
tions in  the  most  serene  times  may  well 
applaud  the  skill  of  those  who,  in  the 
exceptional  dilhculties  of  the  last  year, 
have  achieved  so  successful  a  forecast,  and 
I  am   sure   I    may    invite  for  them  the 
merited   approhatinn  of  the   Committee. 
Besides  this  evidence  from   the  Revenue 
Receipts,  the  indications  of  the  Savings 
Banks  are  equally  satisfactory.     The  net 
receipts  on  the  Post  Office  and  Trustee 
Savings  Banks,  which   were  in   1888-89 
£966,000,  in   1892-93  £2,200,000,  were 
in  1893-94  £3,400,000,     There  has  been 
an  increase  of  £1,000,000  since  the  Sav- 
ings Bank  Act  of  last  Session  came  into 
operation.     The  most  recent  figures  siLce 
the  date  of  the  enlarged  limits  of  deposit 
are   very    remarkable   and    encouraging. 
The   net   cash  deposits   from  December 
21,  1892,    to    Marvh    31,    1893,    wore 
£2,1 47>0O0,  ami  from  December  21,  1893, 
to  March  24,  1894,  which  was  one  week 
less,  they  were  £3,220,000,  or  an  excess 
iu    tSree    montlis    of    over  £l,000,000» 
Leaving  this  question  of    the  Revenue, 
a  genera!  review  of  the  condition  of  the 
people,    derived     from     those    different 
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sourceB,  is    not   unsatisfactory.     lu    the 
iirol   place,    there    is    no    sign    of  any 
diEniQution  in  tbe  resources  or  coosiimiug 
power     of     the      wage-earoiog      class, 
Secontllj,    the    Savings    Baoks    Return 
proves  that  they    have    the    power    aud 
the   desire    to    lay    by   tlieir   ecoDOTnies, 
Thinlly,  as  regards  the  wealthier  classes, 
though,  as  we  are  well  aware,  there  have 
l>eeii  Berious  dinijDUtious  of  iucome  from 
agricultural  depreesioo  and   shrinkage  of 
dividends,  the   stability    of    the    lueome 
Tbx  aud  the  Probate  Duty   shows  that 
their  losses   have  been  to  a  great  extent 
recouped   by    a  growth    of    wealth    aud 
savings  iu   other  directions.     I    w  ill  ask 
the  Committee  to  pause  for  a  moment  at 
this  outcome  of  w^hat  may  truly  be  called 
an  ili-starretl  year,     I  ask  yoa   in  oo  in- 
vidious spirit  to  consider  how  the  British 
(System  of  finance,  currency,  and  commerce 
has  stood  the  storm  and  weathered  the 
gale.     Compare  it    with    the   results    in 
other   States  who   have  relied  upon  dif- 
ferent principles  of  eoijimcrcial,  fiuaucial, 
and  monetary  policy.  You  will  fiud,I  think, 
nothing  wiiich  should  eticuurage  you  to 
adopt  inflationist  doctrines  or  protectionist 
practice    under    the     severe   experience 
through  which  we  liave  passed  compara- 
tively unscathed.  It  isa practical  warning 
not  to  allow  ourselves  under  the  occasional 
pressure    of    distress    to    listen    to    the 
counsels  of  empirics  and  shake  the   solid 
foundations   npon   which    British    credit 
stands.     I  noiv  have  to  set  against  this 
history  of  the  Revenue   of   1893-94  that 
of  the  Expenditure  defrayed   within  the 
year.     The  Budget  Estimate  for  1H93-94 
was  £9l,464,(KM>,  nnd  the  amount  issued 
to  meet  expenditure  was  £91,3()3,(X)0,  or 
£161,000  less  thau  the  Budget  Estimate, 
There  w^ere  Supplementary  Estimates  as 
follows  :^For  the  Army"^£  195,000,  for 
Edncatiim    £224,CKXn    for   South   Africa 
£89,000,    and    for     sundries     £84,000, 
makiug  a  total   of  £592,000.      If  there 
had    been    no    Supplementary  Estimates 
there  would    have  been  a  goml  sitrphis  : 
but  I  do  not  complain,  because  the  Sup- 
plementary  Ksfimates   amount  to  about 
£125,000  less   than   the  average  of  the 
previous  five  years.     On  the  other  hand, 
tbe  savings  from    issues  of  tlie  previous 
year  aud  on  the  year  amounted  to  the 
earn  of  £743,000.     This  shows  a  difler- 
eoce  of  £161,000,  and  that   on  the  right 
side,    on   an   estimattMl    expenditure    of 
£91,500^000,  which   is  pretty  close.     As 
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I  have  alreatiy  said,  if  I  had   chosen  to 
press  the  collection   of   Revenue    abnor- 
mally, and  especially  the  Income  Tax,  I 
could  easily  have  transformed  this  deficit 
iuto  a  moderate  surplus.      But  I  did  not 
regard  this  as  sound  finance.     As  it  is, 
I    may    incideu tally    mention     that    the 
Revenue  of  the  year  has   been,  in  fact, 
more  than  sufficient  to  meet  the  true  Ex- 
penditure   properly    belonging     to     tbe 
year,   for  there  ivas    under  the  head  of 
'Expenditure  a  sum  of  £290,000  issued 
to   the   Naval  Defence    Account,  which 
belongs  to  the  Naval  Defence  Debt  Fnnd, 
and   Qot  to    the  proper   Expend itttre  of 
the  year.     I  shall  have  occasion  to  refer 
to  this  item  later  on.     With  regard  to  the 
balances    in    the    Exchequer,    we   com- 
menced the  year  1893-4  with  a  balance 
of  £5,083,000.     We  closed  the  year  with 
a   balance   of  £5,977,000.      There    wad 
outstanding    on    March    31,     1894,    and 
since  repaid,  £750,000   in    the   form  of 
advances  on  Ways  aud   Means,   making^ 
the  true  balance  £5,227,000,  or  £144,000 
better  than  last  year,      I  will   now  state 
the  rtgorcs  relating  to  the  National  Debt. 
The  Funded   Debt   in  the  course  of  the 
year  has  been  reduced  by  £1,902,000,  the 
capital  value  of  tbe  Terminable  Annuities 
l»y  £3,629,000,   the   Savings  Hanks  de- 
liciency    hy    £385,000,    and    the    other 
liabilities  by    £158,000,   making  a  total 
reduction  of  £6,074,000.       On  the  other 
hand,    there    were   additions    under    the 
Barracks  Act  £673,000,  and  under  the 
Telegraph  Act£l64,000,nmking  a  total  of 
£837,0(K) ;  sn   that   the   gross   liabilities 
were    reduced    by    £5,237,000.      After 
deducting  a  small  dhntnntion   of  assets, 
£264,000,    the    net    reduction    will    be 
£4,973,000.     In  addition  to  this,  there 
is  available  the  greater  part  of  the  New 
Sinking  Fund,  £1.601,000,  on   which   1 
shall  have  something  to  say   presently. 
So  that  we  may  consider  that   tbe   sum 
available  for  reduction  itL  the  year  will  be 
£6,o74,000.    I  have  always  been  desirous 
that  the  amount  of  the  Unfunded  Debt^ 
so  far  as  it  may  he  considered  a  Floating 
Debt  iu  the  hands  of  the   public,  should 
be  rednced.     This  has  been  effected   io 
the  present  year  by  close  upon£3,0t)0,000» 
which  have  passed    from   the  hands  of 
the    public    into  those  of   the   National 
Debt  Commissioners,  though  the  amount 
of    the    Unfunded     Debt   has     actually 
been  decreased  by  an  inconsiderable  sum 
ouly.     The  Unfuudod  Debt  in  the  hand» 
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of  the  public  is  now  only  £11,600,000, 
aod  it  is  expecled  during  the  course  of 
the  preseut  year  it  will  be  fiirther  re- 
duced by  £750^000.  Thie  completes  tbe 
Statemeut relatiog  to  the  year  which  has 
juflt  concluded.  I  now  turn  to  the  more 
interesting  prospects  of  tbe  couiing  yeur. 
I  wish  I  eould  promise  they  would  prove 
equally  satisfactory.  Tbe  Committee 
are  familiar  with  the  estimated  Expendi- 
ture for  which  I  bave  to  provide.  The 
total  for  which  1  bitve  to  provide,  being 
£95,458,000,  is  larger  than  tbe  amount  I 
had  to  provide  a.  year  ago — namely, 
£91,464,000^by  the'sum  of  £3,99-4,(X)d. 
The  only  head  umler  wbieh  there  is  any 
material  decrease  is  under  Consolidated 
Fund  Services,  mainly  owing  to  tbe 
eesser  of  the  annuity,  £200,000,  set  up 
to  repay  debt  created  for  purchase  of 
Saex  Canal  shares,  and  ntiw  discharged. 
Of  tbe  total  increased  provision  that  has 
to  be  made,  tbe  demands  of  tbe  Admiralty 
aocouut  for  £3,126,000.  The  increased 
provision  for  theCivii  Service  is  £558,000, 
of  which  the  main  item  is  £470,000  for 
Education,  My  rigbt  hon.  Friend  the 
Vice  President  of  I  be  Council  bas  his 
quiver  full,  and  I  do  not  grudge  hirn  that 
iticreaeed  sum  for  the  better  Ciiiication  of 
the  country.  The  remainder  of  tbe  in- 
crease, £88,000,  is  for  rnblic  Works, 
There  is  an  increased  provision  of 
X300,000  to  be  made  for  tbe  Postal  Ser- 
icet^  balanced,  I  am  sorry  ro  say,  hy  an 
estimated  increase  in  revenue  of  only 
£180,01K).  Btit  this  great  total  of 
£95,458,000  does  not  represent  the  eu  tire 
amount  which  the  CbaQcelior  of  the  Ex- 
chequer has  to  provide.  He  has,  in 
addition,  to  find  about  £7,250,000  for 
local  expenditure — ^that  is,  for  expendi- 
ture met  out  of  ro  venue  which  is  ham  led 
over  to  tbe  Local  Authorities  ;  so  that 
the  real  total  which  Itc  has  to  raise  for 
the  service  of  the  year  has  now  amounted 
to  about  £102,700,000.  It  is  not  my 
husine^s  to  discuss  the  Estimates  or  Ex* 
penditure.  What  I  have  to  do  is  to  Hud 
the  money,  1  should,  however,  like  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
growth  of  Expenditure  in  this  country. 
If  you  take  the  Return  of  my  right  hon, 
friend  the  present  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  and  compare  the  Expenditure  iu 
1875-6  with  the  estimated  Expenditure 
''or  1894-5,  I  find  that  the  increase  in 
the  total  annual  Kxpeuditure  in  those  20 
yeara  ii  £28,823,000.     Of  this  the  in- 


crease on  the  Army  and  Navy  araoiintf 
to  £12,000,000,  tbe  increase  on  Education 
is  £6,200,000,  and  tbe  increase  in  grantfi 
to  Local  Antboritiea  is  £6,500,000^ 
These  represent  the  tnain  items.  There 
is  only  one  heatl  of  reduction,  and 
that  not  a  very  satisfactory  item 
of  economy.  I  refer  to  the  dimi- 
iintion  for  tbe  Itq  nidation  of  the 
National  Debt,  amounting  to  £1,739^000. 
1  ask  the  Committee  to  observe  these 
figures.  Your  Expenditure  has  increased 
far  more  rapidly  than  your  Revenue,  and, 
in  these  couditions,  you  must  expect  tbe 
consequences.  You  arc  not  in  a  position 
to  remit,  but  yon  are  under  the  obliga- 
tion to  impose,  taxation.  That  is  tbe 
rate  at  which  you  are  living.  Under 
such  conditions  relief  of  taxation  is  im- 
practicable ;  your  Expenditure  grows 
faster  than  your  Revenue.  What  are 
the  resoiirces  with  which  we  have  to 
meet  this  Expenditure  ?  1  now  come  to 
the  Estimate  of  Revenue  for  the  current 
year.  There  is  a  popular  impression 
that^  looking  at  the  results  of  last 
quarter,  we  could  anticipate  this  year  a 
considerable  increase  of  Revenue.  I  am 
sorry  tc>  say  that  is  not  the  case.  In 
some  items,  yes  ;  but  not  upon  all.  Cus- 
toms for  the  current  year  we  take  at 
£19,8o0,000,  an  increase  of  about 
£140,000  above  tbe  Exchequer  receipts 
of  last  year.  Excise  we  take  at 
£25,060,000,  or  £140,000  less  than  the 
Exchequer  receipts  of  last  year.  This 
is  due  to  accelerated  payments  at  the 
close  of  the  last  financial  year.  Stamps 
we  put  at  £13,080,000,  or  more  than 
tbe  Exchequer  receipts  of  last  year  by 
£220,000.  We  count  upon  some  recovery 
on  this  bead.  We  estimate  the  duties 
from  Lund  Tax  aud  House  Duty  at 
£2,470,000,  or  £10,000  more  than  the 
Exchequer  receipts  of  last  year.  Income 
Tax  we  uke  at  £15,200,000.  This  is 
the  same  as  the  Exchequer  receipt*  of 
last  year.  The  arrears  at  tbe  7d.  rate 
are  set  off  against  tbe  expected  decrease 
in  the  yield  owing  to  the  substitution  of 
a  bad  year  (18^3)  for  a  good  year  (1890) 
in  tbe  assessment  on  trade  profits* 
Each  penny  we  estimate  will  yield 
£2,130,000*  I  take  the  Revenue 
from  the  Post  Office  and  Telegraph 
Services  at  £13,190,000,  that  is  an 
increase  over  last  year  of  £180,000 — 
£100,000  ou  Post  Office  aud  £80,000 
OD  Telegraphs.     Crow  a  L«b^«  1  ^\lV%X 
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the  saaiQ  figure  ai*  Inst  year — Damely, 
£420,000.  In  regard  to  interest  oo 
loans,  &c.,  tlxtg  head  of  Revenue  rarely 
varies  ;  but  this  year  it  will  be  £82,000 
leai  than  usual,  owing  to  tlie  cesHation  of 
fMiyment  by  Egypt  in  respect  of  the  Suez 
Canal  shares.  Miscellaneous  Revenue 
we  cannot  put  higher  than  £1,550,000, 
about  £500^000  less  than  the  receipts  of 
last  year.  The  decrease  is  mainly  due 
to  our  not  having  again  sticb  windfalls 
as  we  had  in  1893-94  in  the  shape  of — 
(1)  a  payment  from  the  Treasurv  Chest 
Fund,  £300,000  ;  and  (2)  arrears  of  the 
previous  year,  nearly  £200,0tKK  This  is 
the  main  item  in  the  decreased  Estimate 
of  Revenue  for  the  current  year.  The 
total  estimated  Revenue  will,  therefore, 
be  taken  at  £90,956,000,  or  less  by 
£177,000  than  the  Exchequer  receipts  of 
last  year— namely,  £91,133,000;  But,  if 
we  leave  out  of  account  the  decreases 
under  the  head  of  Interc^ft  and  Mis- 
eellaueoua  Revenue,  amounting  to 
£590,000,  rhe  yield  of  the  taxes  and 
Post  Office  combined  is  taken  at  an  in- 
crease of  £413,000  over  last  year — ^not 
80  large  an  increase  as  ha?*beengouerally 
»uppose<l,  hut  as  large  as,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, I  feel  justified  lu  making.  I 
will  now  ^IvQ  the  balitncvsheet  for  the 
year  lH94-9o,  on  the  basis  of  the  existing 
taxes  as  they  stand.  The  total  Revenue 
is  £90,956,000;  the  rotal  Expenditure 
is  £95,ioH,000  :  and  the  defii-it  to  be  mot 
will  thus  be  seen  to  be  £4,502,000->a 
very  formidable  .^um  to  deal  with.  How 
19  thi^i  vast  deficit  to  be  met  ?  I 
aD«wer,  first,  and  emphatically,  not  by 
borrowing.  Not  by  abandoning  the 
fixed  and  permanent  provisions  for  the 
liquidation  of  the  Debt.  This  Expendi- 
ture does  not  partake  in  any  sense  of 
«  permanent  character.  It 'relates  to 
things  which  perish  in  the  using,  which 
perisli  still  more  in  the  fashion.  The 
period  of  a  battleship  is  as  fickle  as  that 
of  a  lady*s  bonnet.  Next  season  we  shall 
bo  told  that  all  we  have  done  and  are 
doing  is  snperseded,  and  the  amateurs, 
like  the  ladies,  will  tell  ns  wo  have 
nothing  to  wear.  We  do  not,  therefore, 
propose  to  break  up  the  Hxod  charge  or 
permanent  fund  sot  apart  for  the  rediic- 
lioo  of  the  Debt,  To  take  such  a  course 
in  time  of  peace  in  order  to  meet  ex- 
penditure which  we  regard  as  indis- 
pensable, not  exceptionally,  but  as  a 
pArt  of  the  regular  demands  for  the 
Sir  ^:  Ilarcourt 


defence  of  the  con u try,  would  be  a 
fatal  and  a  cowardly  error,  unworthy  of 
a  great  nation.  I  pray  the  Committee  to 
consider  the  vital  consequences,  alike  in 
peace  and  in  war,  of  this  great,  perhaps 
the  greatest  of  all  national  reserve.^ — a 
reserve  not  less  valuable,  even  more 
valuable,  than  the  Naval  and  Milit-ary 
Reserves.  Id  peace  time  our  financial 
credit  depends  upon  the  confidence  which 
is  felt  that  the  nation  is  ready  and  will- 
ing to  make  all  the  sacrifices  necessary 
to  meet  its  needs  and  obligations ; 
that  its  policy  is  not  to  increase,  hut  to 
diminish,  the  Public  Debt,  The  stability 
of  your  currency  and  your  commercial 
prosperity  is  very  greatly  Hustained  by 
the  constancy  and  fortitude  with  which 
this  principle  is  maintained,  1  will  in- 
vite anyone  who  doubts  this  to  regard 
the  effect  upon  their  finance  in  other 
States  where  great  military  expciKlilure 
is  promoted  in  peace  time  by  borrowed 
money.  In  time  of  war  this  fund  be- 
comes a  priceless  ra-^ource^ — -a  resource 
not  lesB  powerful  than  ships,  or  guns,  or 
men*  Indeed,  it  is  the  source  from  which 
all  these  are  provided  and  maintained. 
What  is  indispensable  ts  that  at  the 
commencement  of  the  war  yon  should  be 
in  a  position  to  expend  at  ouce,  and 
instantly,  vast  sums,  which  are  neces- 
sary uuder  the  conditions  of  modern 
warfare,  for  a  sudden  and  vital 
struggle.  The  PermaDeut  DGl)t  Fund 
provides  you  with  this  reserve.  A 
fund  of  £6,000,000  or  £7,000,000  will 
enabie  you,  even  without  raising  taxa- 
tion, to  command  an  Immense  sum.  The 
Debt  Fund  represents  the  interest  of,  say, 
£200,000,000  of  money.  You  could  not 
do  a  more  unwise  or  spendthrift  act  than 
to  dissipate  in  peace  this  great  reserve. 
It  is  your  **  war  chest."  Let  nothing  in- 
duce you  to  shirk  this  primary  obliga- 
tion. If  you  desire  to  impress  on 
foreign  mitions  a  coiivictiou  of  yoar 
strength  and  your  resolution  to  maintain 
your  Empire,  do  not  by  a  culpable  weak- 
ness give  any  room  for  the  belief  that 
you  are  wanting  in  the  reeohitiou  to 
make  the  sacri flees  which  are  necessary* 
The  opinion  of  strength  is  as  potent  aa 
the  means  to  exert  it.  Let  ns  suHtam 
by  our  conduct  the  might  of  this  opinion. 
These  are  present  demands  to  meet  pre- 
sent needs.  We  have  no  right  to  shuffle 
them  00*  our  own  shoulders  and  foist 
them  on  our  sueeeasors.       Think  of  the 
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tSfOrifioeB  which  your  fnihers  made  ifi 
nupeei  of  taxation  for  that  whit^h  they 
deemed  Dec€»sury  for  the  pjooil  of  their 
eonntry*  with  not  one- half  fh©  popula- 
tion^ with  not  oue-tenth  of  your  woalth. 
What  was  the  taxation  they  oonsetited 
to  endure  ?  The  bunlen  of  the  interest 
6f  the  Debt,  in  their  tlayt^,  wa**  a  great 
deal  more  tb&n  half  the  Revenue  ;  to* 
d»j  it  is  Oct  one-fifth  part.  Wo  ha%-e 
no  proposals  to  make  which  will  have  the 
effect  of  divertint^  from  the  fiisoharge  of 
Debt  any  part  of  the  Permanent  Fund 
which  is  now  applicahlo  to  ifi*  liquida- 
tion, With  us  that  h  fundamental  Bnt 
there  are  debti*  aud  dobt«.     There  h  the 

I  old  debt  hequeatiietl  to  lit;  by  past  gene- 
rations. There  is,  unfortunately,  a  new 
debt,    trausraittotl    to    ns    by    the   last 

I  Parliament.  Tliey  are  both  debts 
which  we  are  equally  boimd  to  dis- 
cbarge. 1  will  ape^k  now  of  the 
mo^t  recent  debt.     It  consistH  of  varioiiH 

I  flums  which  have  been  borroweil  under  the 

I  Imperial  Defence  Act  ami  the  Naval 
Defence  Act ;  which  were  borrowed  for 
works    now    completed,   ami  which  have 

I  no  application  to  any   exi>itin^  expend!- 

I^are.  They  coustitnte  a  morfj^age  on  our 
tit  Ke  von  lie.  7' heir  amount  i^  : — 
Under      the      Imperial      Defence     Act, 

^*2,6(>0,i;)OC) ;  under  the  Naval  Defence 
let,  £3,146,000— total,  £5J4r>,(K)().  In 
Drder  to  defray  these  new  del  if  s  a  charge 

I  lias  been  created  on  what  won  Id  other- 
Wise  be  tlie  Revenue  of  the  present  year. 
•I  venturetl  at  the  time  to  protest  against 

[this    proceedin«r,    a**  tiirowiiif^  on  future 

[years  a  bnnlen  which  thry  ought  not  to 
nr,  and  wliich,  an  has  proved   to  be  the 

^«a«e,  they  might  be  leasable  to  bear  than 
the  years  iu  which  the  debt  was  in- 
curred. This  plan  of  proceeding  can 
never  have  Inmu  adopted  except  under 
the  belief  that  the  j)mgramme  of  the 
Imperial  and  Naval  I)efeni*e  Acts  would 
have  so  abuiidantly  equipped  our  naval 
and  military  estalilishments  that  upon 
their  completion  there  woukl  aride  an 
opportunity  for  reduction  rather  than 
an  increase  of  Expenditure.  Thi.s  was 
the  view  taken  in  18H7  and  18^^  by  the 
late  Government,  when  large  reductions 
were  mmle  in  tfie  Naval  Estimates  on 
the  ground  of  the  great  additions  made 

^  under  the  North  brook  programme.  Ex- 
cept upon  this  hypothesis  the  whole 
proceeding     would     have    been    utterly 

kiiDJustiBable.       I    desire    to    make   my 


Committee, 


iHt 


acknowledgment  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite*  the  author  of  that  plan, 
for  the  statement  he  made  in  the  House 
of  Commons  on  Thursday  last — a  Btate- 
ment  which  was  extremely  candid  and 
extremely  honourable  to  him.  I  will 
remind  those  who  were  not  present  of 
what  my  right  hou.  Friend  said — 

•*  I  wilt  be  quite  frank  with  the  Committee. 
The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  has  said  tbat  he 
L8  »iiT«  thatf  if  1  ha^l  known  tbat  our  Daral 
tlvf&Qce  piugrammo  wm  not  to  be  an  excep- 
tional effbrtt  J  stiould  not  liave  takcu  the  tjar- 
tjcular  financml  step  I  did  take,  I  tbiak  he  is 
right.  I  ndjait  that  we  did  conaider  it  to  be  an 
excvptioaal  effort ;  we  were  wrong.  At  that 
lime  uo  one  tliought  tlmt  it  would  be  uece88ivrjr 
to  make  a^lditional  pro|>o3alij,  like  thiwc  now 
made,  and  T  make  a  present  to  my  polfticnl 
opponents  of  this  statement,  that  it  we  had 
foreseen  the  linal  result  we  should  not  have 
t«ken  the  particular  iaancial  step^  which  we 
did  take." 

I  think  that  iaa  moat  candid  and  honour^ 
able  {Jtatemeur,  and  I  hope  I  shall  not, 
therefore,  he  regardeil  as  aeting  in  any 
manner  as  hostile  to  Im  policy  when  I 
anggest  to  the  Committee  a  method  for 
dealing  with  tbat  deht*  I  hope  even  to 
have  the  n^aent  in  the  manner  of  dealing 
with  it  of  the  right  hon.  Cientletnan  him- 
ae!f.  This  m  a  debt  iu  the  plainest  sense  of 
the  wonl,  and  it  mnst  he  cleared  off. 
Indeed,  a  new  debt  it*  worse  than  an  old 
debt,  Irecaune  it  ts  the  mark  of  an  active 
deterioration  and  decay.  It  is  a  new 
enenmbrance,  which  mnst  be  liquidated 
oitlier  before  or  coneiirrently  with  the  old 
debt.  The  least  we  ean  ask  is  that, 
when  we  arc  called  npon  to  cope  with  the 
immense  charge:*  we  have  to  meet, 
the  existing  revenue  of  the  year  should 
he  relieved  of  these  extraordinary 
burdens  before  wo  are  called  upon  to 
impose  new  taxet<.  This  new  debt  ao 
contracted  mui*t  be  wiped  out  as  part  of 
the  general  deht  ebarge  out  of  the  lixed 
fund  apprapriated  for  that  purpose.  Let 
me  remind  the  House  of  what  are  the 
eon^titneut  ptirt«  of  the  present  tlxed 
fntid  for  the  liquidation  of  debt.  In 
round  figures  they  are — (1)  Annuities 
(about)  £4,HtX),(XH)»  (2)  new  Sinking 
Fund  i:i,HOCMKK),  making  £6,600,000. 
The  otd  Sinking  Fund  is  unfortntiatety  at 
present  a  minun  quantity.  An  regards 
the  Terminable  Annuities,  I  see  the 
greatest  objeetion  to  meddling  with  them. 
They  ought  not,  except  under  the  greatest 
extremity,  to  be  disturbed  at  all.  I  held 
that  view  iu  IBSQ,  aud  I  do  tkOX  i^io^C3(«%] 
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to  digtiirb  the  TermlQable  Aunu^ties  at  ulL 
Tbere  remftuis  the  uew  Sinking  Fuod, 
which  I  propose  to  appropriiito  to  the 
discharge  of  this  new  debt  until  it  is 
liquidated.  The  uew  Sinking  Fund  for 
thepaat  year  amonuted  to  £l,827,OOi>,  of 
which  £226,000  hatj  beoii  aheadj  appro- 
priated to  the  payment  off  of  the  3|  per 
cent.  An  unities,  so  that  the  balance  was 
£1,601,000,  which  hfk»  been  behl  back  iu 
the  hands  of  the  National  Debt  Commis- 
flioners.  The  new  Siukiug  Fund  of  the 
curreut  year  will  amouut,  at  a  niodorate 
estimate,  to  £1,850,000.  I  shall  have 
this  year  from  the  two  Sinking  Funds  a 
sum  of  £3,451,000,  whieh  will  go  in 
part  diseiiarge  of  tbia  debt.  At  the  close 
of  tbe  present  financial  year  the  Im|.ierial 
and  Naval  Defence  Loans  (£5,746,000) 
should  be  reduced  to  about  £2,300,000, 
wbicii  will  nearly  be  cleared  off  by  tbe 
new  Si u king  Fund  in  1895-96,  In  this 
way  the  He  venue  of  the  present  and 
future  years  will  be  relieved  from  tbi8 
encumbrance,  and  there  will  be  tbe  addi- 
tional advantage  that  tbe  public  accounts 
will  be  freed  from  the  confusion  m 
wliich  they  are  now  involved  by  these 
enactineuts.  Provisions  will  be  in- 
serted  in  tlie  Budget  Bill  to  enable 
these  transactions  to  be  carried  out.  As 
a  consequence  of  the  liquidation  of  the 
debt  tbe  Revenue  will  be  relieved  of 
these  charges  to  the  extent  I  have  stated. 
They  will  also  enable  tbe  Revenue  to  re- 
ceive snras  of  money  of  which  it  has  been 
deprived  by  the  plan  of  tbe  Imperial  De- 
fence Act,  The  interest  on  tbe  Suez 
Canftl  shares  is  mortgaged  for  four  years 
to  come  to  tbe  extent  of  £600,000  a  year* 
If  the  capital  sum  so  borrowed  is  diaJ 
charged  tbe  Revenue  derived  fronJ 
tliese  dividends  will  be  available  for 
tbe  Excbeqner,  and  for  the  present 
year  they  will  amount  to  £200,000* 
We  shall  have  further  reiief  from  ihe  dis- 
charge of  this  debt  In  regard  to  the  in- 
terest on  the  debt  which  is  now  charged 
upon  the  Army  and  Navy  Votes.  Those 
Votes  bear  a  charge  of  £145,000.  There 
is  also  a  sum  of  £289,000,  which  lie  longs 
to  the  Naval  Defence  Account.  •It 
is  money  which  has  been  paid  over  to 
tbe  Naval  Defence  Account  in  excesi* 
of  the  anthorised  expenditure  of 
£10,000,000.  This  sum  under  the  exist- 
ing law  would  be  applied  to  repay  tbe 
loao  under  the  Naval  Defence  Act,  hut, 
the  loan  being  liquidated  by  the  Sinking 
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Fund,  this  sum  may  be  properly  reitored 
to  the  Exchequer.      I   will  just  sum  up 
what  will  be  tbe  effect  upou  tbe  Revenue 
of  the  present  year.     The  annuity  now 
charged  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund  and 
tbe  Naval  Defence  Act  is  £1,429,000; 
interest  on  the  Army  and  Navy  Votes  is 
£145,TO0,    making    £1,574,000.      That 
will    reduce  tbe  estimated  Expenditure 
from  £95,458,000  to  £93,884,000.     Be- 
sides that,  we  6 ball  get  in   increased  Re- 
venue £260,000  from   the  Suez   Canai, 
from  the  Naval  Defence  Fuud  £289,000, 
or  £549,000  in  all,  and  that  will  increase 
the     Revenue     from     £90,956,000     to 
£91,505,000,  tbe  result  of  the  whole  of 
these   transactions    being    that    if    they 
are    carried    out    tbey    will   reduce    the 
deficit    with    which    we    have    to    deaJ 
to  an    amouut   of   £2,370,000*      If   we 
bad     been    free    from     the    Incubus    ef         j 
this  new  debt,  and  if  tbe  naval  expeudi-     H 
ture  bad  stood  at  the  figure  of  last  year,     B 
we  should  have  had  £747,000  available 
for  the  reduction  of  taxation.     As  it   i% 
we  have  to  put  ou  additional  taxation  U> 
meet  a  deficit,  which,  having    been   re- 
duced   in  the   manner  I   have  proposed^ 
amounts  to  £2,379,000.     Now,  8ir,  1  am 
coming  to  a  more  serious  matter.     I  am         „ 
afraid  1  have   to   inHict  upon  tbe   Com-     mk 
mittee  a  dull  bali-bour,  but  1  have   to    | 
ileal    with    a    difficult   and    complicated        '' 
subject.       In    order    to    grapple    with  a 
subject  of  that    magnitude    it    will    be     fl 
necessary  to  have  recourse  to  tbe  ^reat    " 
staple  branches  of  tbe  Revenue.     It  is  na 
use    peddling    with  small     taxes    which 
irritate  and  embarrass  small  trades   with- 
out producing  any  considerable  revenue,  l| 
The  Committeo   will  anticipate  that  the/ 
first  subject  to  which  I  shall  refer  is  the 
Deatli  Duties.  Even  without  the  pressure 
of   immeiliate    necessity,   it  would  be  a    S 
mere  »ict  of  fiu»iiicial  justice  to   redress    fl 
iuo(|Walities  which  have  too  long  existed* 
It  is  ditticult   to  understand  how  the  in- 
tolerable injustice  of  the  relations  between 
tbe  taxation  of  various  kinds  of  property 
under  the  Death  Duties  baa  been  so  long 
endured.     We  are  lx>uud  to  undertake  the 
solution  of    this  question    by   tlie   pledge 
giveu  in  the  important  Resolution  moved 
by  the  right  bon.  Member  for  Midlothiao 
on  the  Second  Heading  of   the  Budget 
Bill  in    1888.     I    will   remind  tbe  Com- 
mittee of  that  Resolution.     It  was — 

♦'Th&i,  in  tbe  opinion  of  this  HonsCt  niter 
Parliament   ahall    have   made  the  approprifr> 
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tlons  it  may  deem  just  in  the  relief  of  k>cn[ 
rat**,  the  duties  accruing  ujwn  death  shall  t^e 
90  fixcil  iiii  to  equally  the  charge  upon  real  anil 
pcHKinal  property  respectively.** 

I  have  not  tttue  to  etiter  on  a  leugtUened 
disquisition  on  the  history  of  thowe  duties 
and  their  aoonialoiid  inciilence«  In  a 
^eoeral  way  they  are  familiar  to  mostt 
people.  A  sort  of  defouee  has  been  set 
up  thiit  there  was  »  compensation  to  he 
found  in  the  heavier  bnrdeu  to  whic^h  par- 
ticular kinds  of  property  were  snhject 
under  other  taxes.  But  those  aorty  of 
compensatioti  are  unsound  in  prineiplt^ 
and  misekievous  in  practice.  It  is  far 
better  to  place  both  taxes  on  a  fair  and 
eqaal  bat* is  than  to  attempt  to  eounter^ 
balance  one  inequality  bj  the  creation  of 
another.  The  whole  8«hject  is  aclniit- 
teclly  difficult  and  complicated.  The 
Death  Duties  have  grown  up  piecemeal, 
ftud  bear  traces  of  their  fragraon  ary 
origin.  They  have  never  been  e«tahlished 
upon  any  geacral  priaeiples,  and  they 
present  an  extniordinary  specimen  of 
lesae Hated  legislation.  Various  endea* 
vours  have  been  made  at  different  times 
to  redress  some  of  their  i net] iiaii ties. 
Here  a  patch  and  tliere  a  patch,  but  each 
auccessive  modilicariou  !ma  only  left  eon- 
fusion  worse  confounded.  In  the  fraction 
of  time  which  I  can  devote  to  this  sub- 
ject I  can  only  present  to  the  Committee 
a  very  faint  outline.  There  exist  at 
present  five  duties — the  Probate  Duty, 
the  Account  Duty,  the  Estate  Duty 
(which,  however,  was  only  imposetl  for 
seven  years  and  expires  in  1896),  the 
Legacy  Duty,  ami  the  Succession  Duty. 
The  Probate,  Account,  and  the  Legacy 
Duties  affect  persotialty  ;  the  Estate  and 
Succession  Duties  affect  both  personalty 
and  realty.  But  there  is  a  more  impor- 
tant distinction — namely,  the  point  of 
view  from  which  these  duties  are  levied* 
The  difference  may  be  illustrated  by 
the  examples  of  the  Probate  and  the 
Legacy  Duties.  Probate  is  a  duty  im- 
posed on  the  whole  corpus  of  the  personal 
property  which  passes  to  a  man's  executor 
or  admioistrator  at  bis  death.  The 
Account  Duty  and  the  Estate  Duty  are 
aimilar  to  it  in  that  they  deal  with  the 
corpus  of  the  estates  to  which  they  apply 
antf  that  the  duty  la  charged  on  the 
amount  of  the  capital  passing,  irrespec- 
tive of  its  destination.  For  shortness,  I 
will  call  these  the  A  duty  class.  The 
principle  of  this  A  duty  ia  to  look  solely 


at  the  amount  of  property  passing,  with- 
out regard  to  its  subsequent  destination 
or  distributtou.  I  now  turn  to  what  1 
will  call  the  B  class  of  chity.  Of  this 
the  Legacy  Dnty  is  an  example.  The  B 
class  of  duty  is  an  additional  tax  im- 
posed on  tlie  interest  which  a  man  derives 
from  property  loft  to  him  or  devolving 
upon  him*  This  duty  regards  not  the 
amount  of  the  estate  which  the  decea»e\l 
leaves,  but  the  amount  of  interest  which 
the  successor  takes,  and  the  rate  of  it  is 
determined  by  bis  relationship  to  the  man 
from  whom  he  takes  it — a  distinction 
which  is  not  made  in  the  case  of  the  A 
duty.  This  is  the  general  character  of 
the  Legacy  and  Succession  Duties.  The 
jK)iot  of  view  of  the  A  duty  class  is  the 
amount  of  property  left.  The  point  of 
view  of  the  B  duty  class  is  the  in  teres! 
of  the  individual  successor  and  his' 
relationship  to  the  predcjceasors.  It  is 
obvious  that,  accepting  these  principles, 
these  duties  should  severally  be  applied 
with  equality  to  all  classes  of  property. 
But  it  is  not  so.  The  A  duty  is  imposed^i 
in  the  sha|>e  of  Probate  Duty,  on 
personalty  passing  by  will  or  intestacy, 
and,  in  the  shape  of  Account  Duty,  on 
personalty  included  in  voluntary  settle- 
ments and  some  other  tilings,  but  it  is  not 
imposed  on  personalty  included  in  other 
forms  of  settlement,  or  on  any  form  offd 
realty,  settled  or  unsettled*  In  the  eason 
of  the  B  duty,  the  principle  is  not  equally 
applied.  There  is  an  unfair  distinction 
between  personalty  and  realty.  In  the 
case  of  personalty  the  duty  is  in  all  cases 
charged  aecordiug  to  the  interest  of  the 
l)enefioiary — ^that  is,  if  he  takes  a  life 
interest,  he  pays  on  the  value  of  that 
interest  ;  whereiis,  if  he  takes  an  absolute 
interest,  he  pays  on  the  principal  value  of 
what  he  takes.  But,  in  the  case  of  realty, 
the  beneficiary  pays  in  all  cases  only  on 
his  life  interest,  even  when  ho  takes  an 
absolute  interest — fee -simple— in  pro- 
perty* These  inequalities  are  not  denied. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Meml>er 
for  St.  George's,  Hanover  Square,  at- 
tempted in  some  degree  to  redress  them. 
He  somewhat  raised  the  B  duty  on 
realty,  in  order  to  compensate  its  exemp- 
tion from  duty  A.  He  imposed  also  an 
Estate  Duty,  the  object  of  which  he  thus 
described — 

**  The  new  duty  will  be  charged  similarly  on 
both  realty  and  personalty — that  is  to  say,  on 
tht  capital  ralue,  when  the  property  psaaes 
absolutely.'* 
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I  entirelj  accept  this  principle,  aod  wliat 
vre  desire  \s  to  carry  it  out  to  its  legiti- 
mate cotickisiou,  I  have  uot  tirne  now 
to  discuss  the  right  iiou.  GeiiLletiiaii*a 
plans  io  Uotail  ;  but  they  have  failed  of 
their  avowetl  inteution — tliey  have  uot 
retlressed  the  inequality,  either  in  respect 
of  settled  property  or  of  realty*  Realty 
is  not  taxed  upon  the  priucipal  value  ; 
it  is  taxed  on  the  value  of  the  life  in- 
terest of  the  successor.  The  basis  of 
calculation  is,  not  the  principal  value  of 
the  laud,  but  the  annual  reut^iL  It  is, 
iu  effect,  a  tax  upon  rcut,  which  is  a 
wholly  diflerent  thing.  I  have  here  a 
ttible  which  will  illustrate  this  matter  by 
concrete  instances  better  than  any  olatm- 
rate  statemeot.  1  will  take  the  ease  of  a 
property  of  the  market  value  of  £lo,000. 
If  it  is  what  is  called  free  personal  pro* 
perty,  or  anything  else  uot  settled,  that 
property  will  pay  3  per  cent*  Probate 
Buty,  £4oO ;  and  Estate  Duty,  1  per 
cent,,  £150,  makiug  £600*  Supposing 
the  same  proi>erty  is  under  settlement,  it 
will  pay  Successiotj  Duty,  £225  ;  Estate 
Buty,  £loO,  or  a  total  of  £375,  instead 
of  £()Ot)r  If  it  were  divided  iuto  two 
properties  it  would  only  pay  £225  in- 
stead of  £600,  Now,  let  us  take  the 
case  of  land,  or  real  property,  of  the 
market  value  of  £15,000,  I'take  the 
age  of  the  successor  at  35.  The  net 
rental  at  4^  per  cent,  is  £675  ;  the 
Succession  Duty  would  be  £139  10s., 
the  Estate  Duty  £130  10s.,  or  a  total 
of  £270 J  as  against  £600,  or  about 
one-half.  If  there  were  two  succes- 
sors and  no  personalty  there  would  be 
no  Estate  Duty,  and  the  charge  would  be 
only  £139  10s,,  instead  of  £600.  I  do 
not  go  into  the  figures,  but  upon  col- 
laterals generally  the  charge  in  the  case 
of  realty  will  not  be  much  more 
than  half  that  on  free  personalty,  and, 
when  there  are  two  successors  to 
realty  alone,  less  than  oue  -  half* 
There  is  a  great  distinction  between 
leasehold  and  freehold  property.  The 
oue — that  is  the  leasehold — is  taxed 
for  the  purpose  of  probate  as  personal 
property,  and  the  other  —  the  free* 
hold — is  exempted  from  probate  a« 
reftlty.  Leaseholds  are  always  dimi- 
nishiug  in  value  ;  but  freeholds,  ou  the 
other  hand,  are  generally  increasing  id 
value.  [Opposition  cries  of^*  Oh  I "  and 
*''  Hear  1  **]  I  am  afraid  that  there  are  some 
freeholds  that  are  not  increasing  In  value, 
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hut  tliere  are  a  good  many  that  are.  1 
should  thiuk  if  you  took  some  of  the 
ground -re  lit  proprietors  iu  Loudon  they 
would  not  tell  you  that  their  receipts 
were  decreasjug.  A\)W,  I  will  suppose  a 
persou— A — ^who  owns  two  sets  of  trade 
premises,  each  worth  £200  per  annum  net 
anuual  value,  the  one,  a  leaj^ehold,  having, 
say,  60  years  to  run,  and  the  other,  a  free- 
hold. The  properties  are  rated  ec|ually  for 
local  purposes,  but  mark  the  diticreuce 
of  their  contributiou  uuder  the  Death 
Duties  to  Imperial  taxation.  A,  the 
father,  leaves  the  leasehold  to  his  son  B, 
who  pays  probute  at  3  per  ceut.  on  £3,000^ 
which  is  15  years'  purchase.  The 
amount  of  probate  he  will  pay  is  £90» 
He  leaves  the  freehold  to  another  son, 
C.  The  freehold  at  20  years*  pureliase 
is  worth  £-1,000,  but  the  tax  in  this  case 
belug  nmler  the  Successiou  Duty  is  only 
valued  on  the  life  interest.  Assuming 
C  to  bo  44  (the  average  age  of  succea- 
sorsj  his  life  interest  iu  the  property,  of 
£200  net  annual  value,  would  be  £2,800, 
and  ou  that  he  would  pay  1^  per  cent.,  or 
£42*  Therefore  the  leasehold,  which  is 
really  wortti  £3,000,  pays  £90,  while  the 
freehold,  which  is  worth  £4,000,  only 
pays  £42.  It  ought  at  equal  rates  to 
pay  £120.  That  is  to  say,  the  leasehold 
pays  nearly  throe  times  as  much  as  the 
freehold,  Kow,  is  it  possible  to  justify 
a  system  of  taxatiou  of  that  kind  ?  I 
beg  leave  to  call  the  attention  of  people 
interested  in  urban  populations  to  thia 
question  of  the  position  of  the  lease- 
holder and  the  freeholder.  I  have  re- 
ceived a  Memorial  from  the  Associated 
Chambers  of  Commer<:e  of  the  Uuited 
Kingdom  urging  a  reform  of  the  Death 
Duties,  aud  they  give  the  following  illus- 
tration of  the  inequalities  of  taxatiou 
according  to  the  different  character  of 
the  property.  The  figures  they  gave  were 
not  absolutely  correct,  but  I  have  had  them 
corrected  by  the  Inland  Revenue  authori- 
ties. They  suppose  the  case  of  a  testator 
leaving  a  nephew,  aged  35,  a  property  of 
£100,000,  yielding  a  net  income  of  £5,000, 
They  show  that  if  the  property  were  a 
freehold  mill  with  fi:xed  machinery  the 
Succession  Duty  would  be  £3,543.  If 
tiie  same  property  were  directed  to  Jbe 
sold  and  the  proceeds  paid  to  the  nephew* 
though  he  elected  to  take  tho  property 
unconverted,  the  duty  would  be  £4,500. 
If  the  same  property  were  leasehold  the 
Probate  aud  Succession  Duty  would  be 
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£4,662,  antl  if  the  testator  directed  the 
property  to  be  sold  as  before  tbe  ilnty 
would  he  £6,000.  J  have,  given  these 
examples  in  order  to  convince  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  present  state  of  the  law  is 
unjufttitifibleatjd  iDtolerable.  The  object 
of  the  proposal  the  Government  have  to 
make  is  to  effect  completely  what  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr, 
Goschen)  avowed  to  be  his  object — ^to 
make  as  complete  an  assimilation  of  the 
charges  on  all  kind rt  of  property  in  respect 
of  tbe  Death  Duties  as  tlie  natnre  of  the 
case  perraitB,  The  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment, therefore,  is  this.  We  propose 
to  clear  the  ground  by  a  ho  helling  or 
merging  tbe  present  Probate  Duty,  the 
Account  Duty,  the  Estate  Duty,  and  the 
addition  made  by  the  right  hoc.  Gentle- 
man oppo.«ite  to  the  Succession  Duty  aiid 
to  start  afresh*  Wo  constitute  in  their 
place  a  single  duty  of  the  A  class,  of 
which  probate  is  the  type,  which  we 
propose  to  call  the  Estate  Duty,  We 
borrow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
principle,  and  we  borrow  his  name.  We 
carry  out  bis  principle,  however,  to  its 
legitimate  conclusion.  The  Estate  Duty 
will  be  charged  according  to  the  principal 
value  of  all  property,  wbetber  real  or 
persouai,  settled  or  nnsettled,  which 
passes  on  the  death  of  any  person,  whe- 
ther by  the  disposition  of  the  deceased  or 
by  a  settlement  made  by  others.  That  is 
the  broad  and  general  principle.  In  this 
duty  regard  will  only  lie  had  to  the  sum 
total  of  the  property  passing,  and  not  at 
all  to  tbe  persons  to  whom  or  the  shares 
in  which  it  passes,  Tbe  governing 
principle  ig  this.  Upon  the  devolution 
of  property  of  all  descriptions  the  State 
takes  ita  share  first— before  any  of  the 
successors  in  title  or  beneficiaries. 
The  reason  on  which  this  is  founded  is 
plain.  Tbe  title  of  tbe  State  to  a  share 
in  tbe  accumulated  property  of  the 
deceased  is  an  anterior  title  to  that  of 
the  interest  to  be  taken  by  those  who 
are  to  share  it.  The  State  has  the  first 
title  upon  the  estate,  and  those  who  take 
afterwards  have  a  subseqtient  and  subor- 
dinate title.  Nature  gives  a  man  no  power 
over  bis  earthly  goods  beyond  the  term 
of  his  life.  What  power  be  possesses  to 
prolong  bis  will  after  his  death — the  right 
of  a  dead  hand  to  dispose  of  property — is 
a  pure  creation  of  the  law,  aud  the  State 
bae  tbe  right  to  prescribe  tbe  conditions 
and  Itmitattons  under  which  that  power 
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shall  bo  exercised.  The  right  to  make 
wills  or  settlements  or  successions  is  the 
creation  of  positive  law.  In  case  of 
default  of  disposition  by  intestacy,  the 
State  settles  the  destination  of  the  pro- 
perty under  the  Statute  of  Distribu- 
tion, It  is  most  important  to  keep  that 
clearly  in  view.  The  objection  is  often 
tuken  that  tfixes  of  tins  kind  are  so  hard 
upon  this  person  or  that  person,  but  a 
duty  like  the  Probate  Duty,  where  pro- 
perty is  be(|ueatheil  by  will,  knows 
nothing  of  distinctiouB  of  persons  who 
are  to  be  henefited  by  the  will.  We 
<leduct  the  share  of  the  State,  and  then 
the  persons  interested  take  according 
to  their  several  shares.  Suppose  a 
man  leaves  property  amountitjg  to 
£100,001),  the  Probate  Duty,  which 
will  now  be  the  Estate  Duty,  is  deducted 
before  anyone  gets  anything.  The 
deduction  may  be  £4,000.  What  really 
belongs  to  the  beneficiaries  is  not 
£100,000  but  £96,000,  and  they  never 
had  aright  to  anything  more.  [Opposition 
Ifiufjhter.^  That  is  the  principle  of  tbe 
new  Estate  Duty,  Those  who  laugh 
cannot  have  read  the  most  elementary 
books  on  political  economy  and  finance. 
The  State  is  to  take  its  share  from  the 
corpus  of  the  whole  property  passing  on 
the  death  of  tbe  deceased,  of  whatever 
kind  or  descnptiou  that  property  may  be. 
That  principle  it*  so  simple  aud  so  just^ — 
l^Opposkhn  laughter,']  I  never  sup- 
p08e<:l  till  this  moment  that  that  ^vas  a 
principle  which  aoyone  disputed.  It  is 
a  principle  which  has  been  laid  down 
in  this  House  for  a  very  long  time, 
and  it  had  been  laitl  down  in  every 
work  that  has  ever  professed  to  deal 
with  political  economy.  Therefore 
I  was  not  prepared  to  argue  it.  I  have 
taken  it  as  an  axiom  of  finance.  Tlie 
real  difficulty  arises  in  the  application  of 
the  principle.  The  diflliculty  arises  from 
the  complication  of  tbe  Law  of  Settle- 
ment, and  the  Law  of  Real  Property,  and 
likewise  from  the  nature  of  real  property. 
As  to  free  personalty,  yon  have  to  deal 
only  with  the  executors,  but  in  the  case- 
of  settlements,  you  must  have  recourse  to 
trastees,  and  you  may  often  have  to  deal 
with  tbe  disjwsitions  of  persons,  other 
than  the  deceased.  Re^il  property  passes 
immediately  to  the  devisee  or  heir,  and^ 
when  settle*!,  presents?  tbe  same  difficultiea?  ] 
as  those  to  which  I  have  referred  in  th» 
case   of  settled   property*     Thatconsti- 
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tutes,  no  doubt,  a  ili faculty  in  regard  to 
collection.  The  evils  from  which  we 
suffer,  not  only  iti  this  respect,  but  in  all 
dispositions  of  property,  exist  to  a  degree 
which  nmkes  the  United  Kingdom  the 
tnost  lawyer-ridden  eonntry  in  the  world. 
These  complications  arc  the  work  of  the 
astute  and  io  gen  ion  8  professf^rs  of  the 
law.  They  are  the  result  of  rhe  aceimni- 
lated  subtleties  of  conveyancing.  They 
are  expensive  and  unintelligible  to  every- 
one who  is  not  well  paid  to  nntlerstand 
them.  It  is  a  difficult  bnsiooss  to  un- 
ravel and  break  through  all  their  cobwebs, 
but  in  principle  there  is  no  reason  why 
settled  property  should  be  favoured  in 
comparison  with  unsettled  proper  13- . 
Settlements  may  be  good  things  in  some 
•cases,  but  they  are  certain iy  very  bad 
things  in  others,  and  there  is  as^^^nretily 
CO  reason  why  tbey  should  bo  favoured 
by  any  fiscal  exemptions.  You  cannot 
by  fiscal  eoactmenis  alter  the  Law  of 
Settleraeiit,  but  you  may  provide  that 
aeltlements  shall  not  be  unduly  favoured 
in  respect  of  taxation.  To  show  again 
what  a  faithful  disciple  I  am  of  the  right 
hoiL  Gentleman  opposite,  I  should  like 
io  read  a  sentence  upon  the  subject  of 
settlements  from  bis  Budget  Speech  of 
1889.     He  said— 

'*  The  whole  theory  of  the  Death  Duties  iti 
that  the  State  claims  a  sbai'e  in  all  pmjHirty 
wisaing  on  death.  If  1  may  use  a  phrane  of 
legitimate  cjcaggeration,  a  pirtion  of  the  Death 
Duties  is  practically  evadeii  by  settleaieut. 
From  ray  point  of  view,  every  settleioent  if  not 
A  fraud  upon  the  Death  Duties,  at  all  events, 
makes  a  serious  inroad  on  what  I  m&y  term  the 
rij^bts  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer," 

I  beg  attention  to  what  follows — 

*'  I  tlo  not  feel  sure  that  equity  and  analogy 
<lo  not  require  that  a  higher  duty  ahould  be  put 
upon  aettiemeuta  to  compensate  for  the  heavy 
loss  to  the  Death  Duties  which  they  bring 
about," 

As  regards  real  property,  there  ia  do 
rc^tson  why  it  should  be  charged  at  a 
different  rate  from  other  property,  why 
the  duty  on  it  should  be  charged  on  a 
life  iaterest  when  the  real  interest  t^ken 
18  the  fee -simple,  why  it  shonhl  be  esti- 
mated 00  an  annuity,  which  in  the  ciise 
of  the  best  clEBsefi  of  property,  such  as 
ground  rents,  produces  a  sum  far  below 
the  principal  value  on  which  other  pro- 
perty is  valued.  This  is  one  of  the  few 
couDtries  in  the  world  where  such  a  prin- 
ciple is  adopted,  I  find  in  The  Staiis- 
Mcal  Socieiy^s  jQurnai^  Fart  85,  this 
Jitatement^ — 

Sir  fF.  Harcourt 


"  Coming  next  to  the  quegtion  of  tbia  modifi- 
cation or  niotle  of  estimating  the  value  <  if  real  pro- 
I)erty,ami  the  substitution  of  the  actual  reaUsablc 
value  for  the  fictitious  value  obtained  by  multi- 
plying the  income  by  a  given  quantity,  we  find 
there  are  only  two  conn  tries  besides  France  in 
which  the  assessment  of  Sncces.sioa  Duties  on 
real  estate  is  based  on  the  fictitiouH,  and  not  the 
real,  Talue»  Those  count rie*  are  England  and 
Belgium.  In  determining  the  value  of  real 
estate  in  all  other  euuntrie»»  the  *iuty  is  leTied 
on  the  realisable  value  of  the  property." 

I  have  forgotten  to  mention  that,  in 
talking  principal  value  as  the  basis  of 
the  tax,  we  reform  a  glaring  injustice  of 
exempting  property  which  has  a  high 
celling  value,  though  yielding  little  or  no 
annual  rent.  There  is  the  well-known 
Lord  Sefton^a  case,  where  there  was  pro- 
perty yielding  no  rent  at  all,  on  the  banks 
of  the  Mersey.  Well,  he  paid  no  Sticces- 
!*ion  Duty  npou  that,  and  very  shortly 
afterwards  be  sold  tiie  property  for  a 
very  large  sum,  7*he  Inland  Revenue 
claimed  Succession  Duty  iipon  what  he  ^ 
had  reeeive^l,  but  the  land  bad  tio  annual  fl 
value,  and  it  therefore  paid  nothiag,  ™ 
This  applies  to  the  question  of  ground- 
rents  and  ground  values.  Yon  may 
have  a  gro*yul  value  which  is  very  small, 
and  yet  you  may  sell  that  property  to- 
morrow for  an  immense  sum  of  money. 
There  w  no  more  ditHctdty  in  estimating 
the  principal  value  of  real  property  than 
that  of  jewels  or  picttt_r©8.  The  real  fl 
test  is  what  experienced  persons  estt-  H 
mate  would  be  the  fair  market  value  at 
the  time  and  nnder  the  circomstAnces. 
That  real  estate  should  not  be  treated  on 
a  more  favourable  footing  than  other  pro- 
perty was  laid  down  by  Mr.  Pitt  in  1795, 

"In  a  war  for  the  protection  of  property  it 
was  jast  and  equitable  that  property  should 
bear  the  bunlen,  and  as  it  was  in  the  nature  of 
things  that  landc<:l  property  was  the  moat  per- 
manent it  was  fit  that  it  ahould  contribute 
accordingly." 

That  principle  was  rejected  then  by  the 
House  of  Commons  of  those  days,  but  I 
venture  to  say  tbat  it  will  not  be  rejected 
by  the  House  of  Commons  of  to-day.  Bat, 
to  take  a  later  example,  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Goaehen)^  in  his  able 
Report  of  1871,  stated  that^ 

"  Out  of  the  total  Imperial  taxation,  land  iu 
England  |>aid,  in  1868,  5-28  per  cent»;  in 
France,  18'43  per  cent.;  in  Prusiia,  11 '39  per 
cent. ;  in  Belgium,  2072  jier  cent,  j  in  RuMia, 
11'21  |>€r  cent. ;  in  Austria,  17*54  per  cent* ;  in 
Hungary,  32'3Q  per  centj  and '^  (he  added) 
**■  from  tbcae  figures  it  is  apparent  to  what  a 
small  exti?nt  the  taxation  of  land  has  been 
ATaiJable  for  Imperial  purposes  in  the  United 
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inpiloin  as  compared  with  tbe  whole  of  tht;  i  the  rasi^  of  r=tettlcn>ent,  when   property  its 
untitle  lit,  I  mj^^,  «e!tleil    by  will,  prolmtc  is   clmrijeil 


^Hf  it  IR  ur^eil,  »»    is   unfortniintely  triio,  I  once  on  the  corpns  of  the   property,  and 
BUiat  the  vrilne  of  html  iuis    Lrrewtly  fallen  |  th'm  pnyment  cjover.'*  nil  the  limitations  of 
in  thi«   country,  it    will    be  rememhercxl  |  the  settlement.       It  is  felt  that  it  wonld 
^thttt  the  ehurjSfe  will  Ue  thelesnin  ]*ropor-  '  not  he  fair  to  rofpiire  a  full   payment  on 
^■ioD  to  the  fall    in    vahie,   and  that  laud    eacdi  dovoltUion  within  the  neope  of   the 
^Kvill,  like  other  properties,  only  be  taxed  ]  settlement    when    ihe    beneliciary    takes 
on   what  it   is    worth    and    what  it  will  I  only    limited   interc^^t,   and   thus    treat  a 
^^<;»teh.     Due  dlffietilty  we  Inive  to  meet  is  I  man    with  only   a    life    interest    on    the 
^Bue  whieh  won  hi   have  been  rem  et  lied   if '  same  footinji^  as  one  who    had   the  ahso- 
^^he  Hotjse  of  Lords  liad  not    rejected  the    lute   disposal   of   the  estate.        We  now, 
Land  Transfer  Bill  introdneed  l>y  thelale    therefore,  propose  to  assimilate  the  treftt- 
Government    in    1889,    by     whieh    land  '  ment  of  property  nnder  all  kinds  of  settle- 
would  have  pansed,  like  personal  property,  ;  ments  to   that  now    in    force   respecting 
ihe    hinds    of    the  exeentcirs.     There  i  settlements  made  by   will.     Bnt,  as   the 
nay    be  more   ditfieulty    in    realising  at  i  sMi»,He  payment  in   respect  of  the  whole 
l^tiee  the  tax  on  real  property,  and  reojartl  j  settlement    m:iy   resnlt   in    a    diminished 
diouUl    be  had    to    this  eousideration,  so    total  produce  of  the   tax,  we  propose   to 
[iii^  t^  ill  the   end    the   same  amonnt   is  I  le%'y  an  additional  1  y>tjr  eent  on  all  pro- 
ealised  on   real  property  as   tlnit  wdiieh  !  perty  under  settlement  to  reuonp  this  loss, 
levied   in   other   cases.     The  situation    I  have,  in  fact»  ado  pled   the  right   hon. 
af    settled     |iro[>erty    will    also    refpiire  j  Trentlemairs   policy,     1   Inne  sat  at  his 
Special  treatment,  but   the   eharge  in  fhe  ,  feel   for    some    years,  antl    have   learned 
pd  should  be  the  same.       All    these  are  ,  something  from  him.     In  thff<  manner  we 
Jiiestions    of    the    nninner  of    eol lection, 
rhieh  will  have    to    be    dealt   with    iit  a 
Hater  date,  and  tbear  diflieulty,  no  iloubr, 
is  great  ;   httt  I   have  not  time  to  en  huge 
on  them   now.       We  have  done  our  best 


levy  the  same  amount  from  the  estate  as 
if  it  were  left  absohilel}^  but  each  i>erie- 
fieiary  will   contribute   according  to  the 
extent  of  his  interest  by  the  reductiou  of 
his    income  resulting    from    the   original 
solve    them  ;    and   I    iiave   no  doubt  i  dimiiintion   of  the   eapital.     In   tlie  case 
at,    with   the    assistanee   of    the  Com-  |  of  realty,  where  the  duty  will  l*e  payablo 
ittee,   we  shall  be  alile  to  arrive  at  si>me  |  in  the  first  instance  by   the   life  tenant. 


ireasonuble  conclusion.  So  long  as  the 
:|tjnl  eoutribuiJoti  of  all  classes  of  pro- 
erty  is  kept  intact  we  have  a  very  open 


he  will  have  the  power  to  charge  the 
amonnt  of  it  on  the  property,  I  do  not 
propose,  at  the  present  uioment,  to  argue 


liml  as  to  the  method  of  effecting  it.  It '  this  question  in  detail.     The  ]vroper  time 
very   desirable  and  very  important  to    for  that  will  be  wdien  tiie  Resolution  re- 
liucerfero  as   little  as  possible  with    the    lating  to  the  Death  Duties  comes  sepa- 
Bxi»tiiig  system  of  administering  the  law^    nitely    imder    dtscussion.      I     have    not 
Itromid  wlitch  has  grown   up  a  great  mass  I  found  it  necessary  to  go  into   any  ebiho- 
[>f  establisiied   decisions  and  practice.     I    rate    ealcuhitions,    such  as    those   which 
]  biive  said  that,  wdiilst  making   nu  equal     were  discussed  in  the  Uebale  of  ISH8,  as 
Ichiirge  on  all  kinds  of  pro[)crty  under  the  j  to  the  relative   amount  of  various  kinds 
'Estate  Duty,  we  accommodate  tiie method  '  of  property  and  the  charges  upon  them. 
[of  collection  and  payment  to  the  diflerent  '  Our  plan  does  not  require  any  such  eal- 
Lcouditions  of  various  kintls  of   property,    rulation,  because  it  is  proposed  to  place 
lit   would,    obviously,  be    impossible    to    exactly  the   same  charge  on  every  sort 
[realise  at  once  the  capital  value  of  landed  '  of  property,  of  wiiatever  kind  it  may  be. 
i  pro jMjrty  in  like  manner  as  in  the  ease  of  '      Siii   M.   MICKS-BEACH:   Will  the 
Stocks  or  other  personalty.       We  eon-  |  right    hon.     Gentletnan     slate    the    per- 
il uue^   therefore,  the  existing  systeni   of  |  eentage  'f 
|]mytnent  by    instalments;    but,  in   order         Sir  W.  IIARCOURT  :  I  am  coming 
that   the  ultimate  payment   may  be  the  ,  to  that  directly.     I  now  come  to   a  point 
same  as  on  other  property,  we  charge  in-    in  this  matter   which    is  of  still  greater 
terost  on  the  money  remaining  due  until  I  importance.     Hitherto  I  have  discussed 
the  whole  is  discharged.       These  instal-    the  propriety   of  bringing   all    kinds    of 
meuts  will  be  a  charge  on  the  estate,  and  |  property  under  the  same   tax — ^a   tax    in 
will  not  lapse  with  the  death  of  the  per-    the  nature  of  the  present  Probate  Duty, 
ficm   primarily  liable  to   pay  them.       In  \  This    we    have   sought   to    accomplish. 
^      VOL.  XXIII,   [fQURTM   SERIE3,]  Z 
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When  we  have  collected  all  the  Uiffereut  i  exceeiling  £1,000  nud  not  exceeJin^^ 
heads  of  property  passing  at  a  muui's  £10,000,  3  per  cent.  ;  exceeding  £10,000 
,  death,  aud  aggregated  them  iti  one  aod  not  exceeding  £25,000,  4  jier  ceaf. ; 
sum,  the  question  arises,  ^hul I  the  pro- j  exceeding  £25,000  and  not  exceeding 
perty  he  taxed  ni  the  sanie  rate,  whether  j  £50,000, 4i  percent*  ;  exceeding  £50,000 
it      be  "  '       "    -  ■  "•  '    - 

property 


great  or  small  ?  Shall  a 
of  £100,000  not  couti'i- 
biite  on  a  higher  scale  than  a  property  of 
£1,000  J  a  property  of  £500,000  more 
tiian  £100,000;  aud  £1,000,000  more 
than  £500,000?  This  raises  in  its 
simplest  form  the  vital  truest  ion  of 
graduHted  taxalioti.  To  my  mind,  tlio 
priuciple  if  upplied  with  fairLie*?s  aud 
j  notice  is  a  most  equitiible  and  politic 
priuciple.  Every  writer  ou  ijolitieal 
economy  and  iiuance  has  laid  dowu  the 
doctrine  that  taxation  shonid  he  propor- 
tionate to  the  ability  to  bear  it  of  those 
on  whom  it  is  imposed.  The  right  hon. 
Geutlemau  (Mr.  Goijchen)  admitted,  and 
indeed  proclaimed,  these  priociples  when 
he  established  the  Estate  Duty.  He 
stated — 

"^On  the  whole,  I  think  it  will  be  generally 
reoogiimxi  that  it  ih  tlie  men  whose  fort  ami 
are  coiiiidenible  whu  pay  least  in  proportion  to 
their  aggregate  income  and  property/' 

He  proceeded  to  act  to  a  limited  extent 
on  thiij  priuciple  by  tmpo?Iug  the  Estate 
Duty  on  estates  amowutLU^  to  £10,000, 
and  exc^eptin^r  all  estates  below  that  sum, 
1  pointed  out  at  the  time  that  this  fa(;t, 
and  the  priuciple  upon  whieh  it  was  pro^ 
pounded,  eontaiued  the  germ  of  grudna- 
tion.  It  was,  in  faet,  the  first  rung  of 
tbe  ladder,  and  we  propoae  to  ascend  the 
scale,  1  rend  last  week  a  very  able 
artiele  in  T/ie  Economisl  ou  tbis  sub 
jeut,  which  pointed  out  how^  tbis  priuciple 
might  be  applied  even  on  a  small  scale. 
Mr.  Pitt  suggested  that  a  niau  who  could 
afford  to  keep  two  carriages  should  he 
taxed  on  each  a  higher  rate  than  bis 
neighbour  who  could  only  a0brd  to 
keep  oue.  This  system  of  graduation  is 
in  force  in  uiany  of  onr  eolouies.  In 
Victoria  an  estate  of  ^10,000  to  £20,I>D0 
pays  4  per  cent.,  rtaiug  by  steps  to  estates 
of  £HKMX)0,  above  which  10  per  cent,  is 
paid.  We  propose  a  much  more  moderate 
graduation,  rising  to  8  per  cent,  at 
£1,000,000,  or  doable  the  existing  maxi- 
mnm.     I  now  propose  to  tell  the  Com- 


and  uot  exceeding  £ 75^000,  o  per  cent 
exceeiling  £7.3,000  and  not  exceeding 
£100,000,  5^  per  ceut.  ;  exceeding 
£100,000,  and  not  exceediug  £150,000. 
(j  per  cent.  ;  exceeding  £150,000  and 
not  exceeding  £2^50,000,  6i  per  cent.; 
exceediug  £250,000  and  not  exceeiling 
£500,000,  7  per  cent.  ;  exceeding 
£500,000  aud  uot  exceediug  £1,000,000, 
7i  per  ceut.  ;  over  £1,000,000,  8  per 
cent.  Properties  below  £500  wiH  pay 
I  per  cent,  instead  of  a  minimum  of  2 
per  cent,  on  personalty  aud  of  1^  per 
cent,  ou  realty  ns  at  present,  but  they 
will  be  relieved  from  Legacy  and  Suc- 
cession Duty,  which,  under  the  con- 
sanguinity scale,  may  now  render  such 
properties  subject  to  a  much  higher 
charge.  Properties  lietween  £500  and 
£1,000  will  pay  2  per  cent.,  but  they 
will  be  similarly  relieved  from  Legacy 
aud  Succession  Duty.  The  30s.  pay- 
ment below  i'iJOOgroi^s  will  cease.  Proper- 
ties of  capital  value  between  £1,000  and 
£25,0[)0  in  free  personalty  will  puy  as 
they  now  do.  It  is  above  £25,000  that 
the  new  graduation  will  commeuce. 
There  is  one  more  point  1  must  mention, 
and  that  is  the  existing  mortgage  to  the 
Local  Authorities  of  half  the  Probate 
Duties.  T  always  strongly  objected  to  that 
proceeding  as  hampering  the  ChancelJor 
of  the  Exchetjuer  and  embarrassing  the 
Imperial  li nance.  These  objections  are 
emphasised  by  the  actual  situation.  As 
the  Probate  Duty  will  be  merged  iu  the 
new  Estate  Duty,  it  is,  of  course,  im- 
possible to  maintain  this  particular  form 
of  assigumeut.  I  cannot  here  uudertiike 
to  reform  the  system,  as  I  think  it  ought 
to  be  reformed  altogether  j  but  I  propose, 
for  the  prescut,  to  continue  it  by  an 
equivalent,  which  i?  cnlcuhkted  to  bring 
about  similar  pecuniary  results,  through 
an  arrangemeut  which  will  secure  to  tjie 
Local  Authorities  out  of  t!je  new  Estate 
Duty  the  same  coutribution  to  which, 
uuder  the  law  as  it  at  present  stands, 
they  are  now  entitled*       I   will  uot  go 


mittee  how  I  intend  to  fix   the  gntdtin-  \  now  into  the  details,  which  will  be  better 


tioo.  On  estatea  exceediug  £100  and 
not  exceeding  £500  the  rate  will  be  1 
per  cent. ;  exceediug  £500  aud  not  ex- 
ceeding £1,000,  2  per  cent.,  inchiding  in 
both  cases  Legacy  aud  Succession  Duty;  J  ou  the  corpus  of  estates,   regardless 

Sir  ^  Ifarcouri 


understood   wdicu  the   ISill  is    presented 
I  have   bithcrto  dealt  ouly  witli   the  A 
class  of  dtity,  the  class  of  which  Probate 
Duty  is  the  type,  and  which   is  charged 
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Hbe  iuterests  of  the  beuefieiaries,  or  tlieir 
^Mlattoiisbip   to    the   dewayed  owritjr,     I 
^BRve  yet  to  mentioy  the  tdiati^cg  \vhi(di  T 
^^ropotfe  to  make  in  the  B   ehiir^s  of  duty, 
the  dwty  whieh  falls  upon  tlie  interest  of 
lie  iDtJividual  heneticiarj,  and   is   ^rfidu- 
eJ  according  to  the  degree  of  hia   rela- 
on-ship  to  the    person    from    whom   he 
ferives    Lis    interest.       There    are    two 
Lities  of  the  B  chi*i,H — Legacy  and   Sue- 
ssiou  Duty.      They  always  used  to  he 
— and    now  that  the   additional    I J  per 
cent*    Succession    Duty    is   to  l>e  swept 
away  aod  tlie  Suceession  Duty  on  lineals 
is  merged  iu  Estate  Duty  they  once  more 
will  be — Ideutical  iu  respect  of  the  rates 
^^  duty*     The  **  eonsanguinify  scale,"*  as 
H^  ia  called,  will   be  the  same  in  either 
^Blse.     But,  in  order  to  make  them  ideu- 
^Bcal,   it  is  necessary  to   remove — and  I 
^^^pose  to  remove — the  anomaly  by  which 
Succession    Duty  is    iu    all    cases,   even 
rhere    the  stiec^essor  takes   an  absolute 
_Bterest,  chargeil  only  on  \\U  life  interest, 
^nd  the  further  anomaly  that  SucecHsion 
Duty  is  payaldo  by    Lustalmeuts  free  of 
Aterest,  whereas  Legacy  Duty  is  payable 
one  lump  sum.     In  both  these  respects 
t^  propose  to  place  Succession  Duty  on 
cactly  the  same  footing  as  Legacy  Duty. 
|i  will   ill   future    be  chargetl   upon   the 
ipitjil  value  of  the  property  where  the 
Bccessor  takes  absolutely.     Though  still 
fiyable  iu  instalments,  these  instalments 
will  fjo  charged  with   Interest,  thus  ren- 
deriug    them     really    ec|uivaleut  to    the 
lump  sum    paid  at    once    unJer  Legacy 
^■Daty.      With  these   changes  Legacy  and 
^■accession     Duties — though      kept     tip 
^Kominally  as  separate  duties  for  the  sake 
^Bf    administrative    convenience    and    on 
^Bccouiit  of    the   body  of    law  and  legal 
^Koeisions,   which   has    grown   up  around 
thi3io — will  be  identical  in  their  incidence. 
.There  will,  io  fact,  lie  only  one  B  dwty, 
jual  in  its    incidence    on   all   kinds   of 
roperty,  real  and  personal,   settled  and 
Unsettled,   just  as    there  will    be  oae  A 
Inty,  the  Estate  Duty,  instead  of  three, 
bod  tliat   one  duty  likewise  equal  iu  its 
acideuce  all  round.     There  will  bo  two 
luties   instead    of   five    ilutles,  and    two 
Kliial  diities  in   the   place  of   the  chaotic 
Inequality  of  incidence  which   now  pre- 
JU.     I   come   now   to   the  question  of 
rhat  the  change  is  expected  to  bring  in. 
The  Estflte  Duty  will  take  the  place  of 
felie  present  Probate,  Account,  and  Estate 
")iitiG9,  of  the  additional  ^  and   1^  per 
ent,  Saccession  Duty,  and  of  the  Succes- 


sion   Duty  on    Hneals,    diminishing    the 
yield   of  Succession   Duty  by  more  than 
one-half.        The     portion     which     will 
remain  will  l>e  to  sotue  extent  augmented 
by   the   proposal   to  charge  the  duty  on 
capital     value    and    to    charge    iutereet 
where    it    is   paid   by    instalments,      Ab 
against   this,  however,  there  will    je  the 
loss  of  the  Succession  Duty  on  ])roperti6S 
under  £1,000,  and  there  will  he  a  small 
loss    of     Legacy    Duty    on     the    same 
account.     It  is  difficult   to  ascertain  the 
exact  ha  I  a  lice,  but  the  result  of  the  whole 
is  that  we  estimate  an  ultimate  increase 
u[>on     the    Death     Duties    of     between 
£3,500,000  ariil   £4,000,000.     They  will 
then  amount  to    about    £14,000,000,  of 
which  £2,500,000  goes  to  the  local  taxa- 
tion account.   What  we  shall  gain  will  be 
about  double   the  yield   of  rrohate  atul 
Estate  Duty  to  Imperial  Revenue^     The 
experience  of  the  Snceession  Duty,  which 
so  largely  disappointed    the  oxpcctatious 
formed    ef    it,  and    wliirdi    fias    not   yet 
realised   three-fourths  of    what  was   ex- 
pected 40  years   ago,  teaches  a  lesson  of 
cnutioti  antl  diffidence  in  pretiiction  of  the 
results  of  so  great  a  change  in  which  we 
liave  so  little    experience    to    guide   us. 
Xevertheless,   on    the    best    calculations 
we  can  get,  I   estimate  that  we  stiall  not 
ill  the  long  run   fall  short  of  an  annual 
increase    of    £3,oOO,000,     But    only    a 
small  part  of  this  iii crease  will  accrue  to 
the  benefit  of   the  Exchequer  in  the  pre- 
sent financial  year.     Supposing  this  Bill 
to  become  law  by  June  1,  several  mouths 
must     elapse      before     the     estates    of 
persons  dying    after    that    date   will  be 
brought  in  for  payment  of  duty.     Thus 
we  shall  only  hare,  say,  seven  months  of 
the  present  year  under   the  new  system. 
During  the  first  five  month*?  we  shall  l)0 
taking    the   existing   duties.     But   even 
during  those  seven  months  we  shall  only 
be  receiving  the  new  duty  on  personalty. 
Realty  being   allowed  to  pay  by  instal- 
ments, the  full   increase   under  tliat  head 
will  take  several  years  to  realise.  Tukiog 
all  this  into  consideration,  I  cannot  count 
for  1894-95  upon   more   than  a  net  gain 
of    £1,000,000  from  the  substitution  of 
the  new  Estate  Duty  for  the  duties  which 
it  replaces.    The  yield  may  be  somewhat 
greater,  but  it  would  not  be  safe  to  reckon 
oo    it,     LTp    to   this    point   1    have  only 
succeeded  in  providing £1,(>00,0(X}  out  of 
the  additional  £2,379,000  of  which  I  am 
in  need.  The  Committee  will  have  antici- 
pated that  the  aid  of  the  Iiicotiv<i  Tiws. 
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must  be  iiivokcHl.  Id  the  great 
ami  military  scare  some  35  years  agij, 
wbeu  it  was  ueeeBSary  to  raise 
£o,CK)0,DUO  withiu  tlie  year,  tlie  Income 
Tax  was  at  once  raised  to  4cl.  in  tlit^ 
£1 — from  5 J.  to  9tK — anil  I  lie  wlinle 
WHS  to  Ikj  collected  within  six  month?;. 
Do  not  let  the  Committee  be  too  mmb 
idarnied.  I  have  no  sncb  beroic  proposal 
in  store  for  tbem.  Tbe  atldition  to  fbe 
lucome  Thx  I  ^balJ  ask  tbcm  to  make  is 
IJ.  10  tbe  £1,  from  7d.  to  Hd., 
wbieb  won  Id  yield  in  the  present  year 
£l,7H0,(X)0,  Wo  ram^t  in  any  event 
bavo  bronglit  tbe  Income  Tax  under 
review,  lietuiuse,  ati  I  stated  last  year^ 
it  is  obvionsly  just  that  if  real  property 
is  to  be  assimilated  iu  burden  lo  per- 
sonalty under  tbe  Death  Duties  it  bas  a 
elairit,  which  eiinnot  be  neglected,  to  be 
relieved  from  tbe  exceptional  charge 
which  in  most  cases  it  bears  under  its 
asseeemeut  to  the  lucome  Tax.  The 
fact  that  real  estate  i?,  as  a  general 
rule,  in  Great  Britain,  assessed  upon  its 
gross  and  not  upon  its  net  income,  bus 
long  lieeii  agronud  of  complaint.  It  has 
been  recognised  by  tbose  who  have  cod- 
gidered  tbe  subject  that  tbe  iucqimlltii^s 
iu  tbe  pt>j?itiou  of  real  estate  must  bo 
dealt  with  together*  We  propose, 
therefore,  that  in  futtne  an  allowance 
shall  be  made  on  the  gross  income 
>is  assessed  imder  Schedule  A.  The 
(piestiou  of  what,  allowance  shall  be 
deducted  from  tbe  gross  income  is 
one  of  considerable  difficulty.  We  have 
taken  tbe  best  means  in  our  power  to 
arrive  at  a  fair  conclusion  on  this  matter. 
We  cannot  be  guided  by  **  rateable  value/' 
because  not  only  do  the  deduct  ions  nia*le 
from  gross  value,  to  arrive  at  "  rateable/' 
vary  \n  different  parts  of  tbe  country, 
but  the  gross  value  as  estimated  for  bictd 
purposes  itself  varies  so  much  that,  while 
in  certain  places  it  is  the  same  as  tlie 
Income  Tax  assessments,  in  other  places 
it  is  much  below  it.  IVuf,  at.  tbe  same 
time,  the  deductions  made  to  arrive  at 
"rateable  value  *Mn  these  parts  of  tbe 
country,  where  local  valuations  are  most 
careful  and  systematic,  are  some  guide  to 
us  in  deterniiniug  what  allowance  should 
be  made  fnmi  tbe  Schedule  A  assess- 
ment.  Now,  from  a  comparison  of  a 
number  of  sucb  valuations,  it  appears 
that  the  allowance  made  ou  agricuhnrnl 
land,  in   respect   of  landlord's  expenses, 


posed  those  figures  wdiich  have  Iteoft 
adopted  for  tbe  county  mte  in  Lanca* 
shire,  the  West  Riding,and  Nortbamptou- 
shire.  We  propose  to  take  the  more 
lilicral  view,  and  to  allow^  not  l-12tb 
but  1-lOth,  In  tbe  case  of  houses  where 
the  burden  of  repairs  fulls  on  tbe  landlord 
tlie  allowance  is  commonly  lo  per  cent, 
or  t6§  per  cent.,  which  is  1-Gtb> 
and  it  is  this  figure,  l-6tb,  whicb 
we  propose  to  take.  This  allow- 
ance, leased  on  these  principles,  will  have 
to  be  deductt  il  from  the  produce  of  the 
additional  Id.  ou  tbe  lucome  Tax,  If 
1-lOlb  and  l-6th  1h?  taken,  it  will  eosi 
nearly  £100,000  per  penny  in  a  full  y ear- 
Therefore,  tbe  loss  with  an  Hd,  tax  w»U 
be  little  short  of  £800,000.  But  this  will 
not  be  fully  felt  iu  the  tirst  year.  I  may 
point  out  that  this  will  constitute  an  iinme- 
diateand  annual  relief  to  real  property  both 
in  land  and  houses,  and  that  it  will  be  en- 
joyed before  any  additional  burdens  from 
tbe  increased  charges  on  tbe  Death  Duties 
are  suffered.  1  ani  not  sorry  that  in  tbe 
present  condition  of  tbe  landed  interest 
we  should  lie  aide  iu  this  manner  to  afford 
them  an  ini mediate  tind  sensible  relief. 
It  will  be  a  boon  to  the  living  owner; 
the  Deuth  Duty  will  be  a  tax  on  his 
successor.  This  is  the  first  large  deduction 
which  I  have  to  make  in  reformiiig  the 
Income  Tax  uj>on  a  more  equitable  footing. 
Now  I  come  to  a  still  more  importaot 
matter  from  my  jtoint  of  vieijv  ;  and  I 
shall  be  able  lo  give  tbe  bon.  Meraher 
ior  North  Islington  tbe  information  for 
wdiicb  I  have  asked  bim  to  wait.  But  I 
have  always  felt — autl  I  think  it  is  a 
tiniversal  sentiment — that  if  tbe  Income 
Tax  is  to  be  maintained  at  a  high  figure 
— and  the  present  rate  of  your  expendi- 
ture holds  out  little  bope  of  its  reiluction 
—that  we  should  make  some  attempt  lo 
adjust  its  pressure  so  as  to  make  it  less 
intoleralde  to  those  who  are  least  able  to 
l>ear  it.  Everybody  must  agree  that  the 
pressure  of  the  Inrome  Tax  is  mo*it 
severe  upon  the  class  of  men  of  small 
and  very  moderate  incomes.  At  present 
the  limit  of  total  exemption  is  £loO, 
w^hich  just  fails  to  clear  tbe  man  wbe 
earns  £3  a  week.  Above  that  figure  at 
present  an  abatement  is  allowed  of  £120 
on  incomes  n\\  to  £400  a  year.  It  ba* 
often  been  urged  with  absobite  Justice 
that  it  is  the  class  with  incon»es  under 
£400  or    £500    who    most   deserve  con- 
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is  generally  l*12th,  in  a  few  cases  l-!Oth.    sideration  and  recpiire  relief.      They  are 
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emerging  into  an  iiKlepeudenoo  they  have 
^araed    fur    themselves,    and    rising    by 
their  own   industry  from    tlie  stratum  of 
exemption  to  that   of    Income   Tiix-piay- 
ing  means.     In   niising  tlie  luconie  Tax 
to  8d.    we  are   desiront;   that  the    extra 
burden  shall    not  fall    npoii    thi;?    clas,^. 
This  may   be   accomplished    in  a  simple 
»nd  easy  manner  by  extending  the  prin- 
<?iple  of  abatement.        We  propose    that 
the  abatement  ^liall  be  £160   instead  of 
j£120  on    incomeB    under    £400,    which 
will,  of  course,  make   the  lower  limit   of 
exemption  £1{>0  instead  of  £1.50.       We 
propose,  further,  to  relieve  incomes   be- 
iweeri     £400   and    £500  a   year    by  an 
abatement   of    £100.     This    is   a    clasg 
hich     has     hidierto     borne    the    fnll 
;1)unien    of    the    tax.     It  may   seem    at 
first  .-iight  rhat  this  is  a  trifling  measure 
if   refief,  but   it  affects   a   vast   number 
if  the  Income  Tax  j)ayers — over  500,000. 
"he  Committee  will  appreciate  how  threat 
Ihe  relief  is  when  I  nay  that  the   ex  ton- 
ion   of  the    abatement    to   £l6t>    under 
400  will   cost  £640,000,   and   the   new 
[ikbatement  between  £400  and  £500  will 
cost  £21)0,000   per  aninmi,  or    £840,000 
OH  a  full  year.     The   loss   on  these  two 
eiluet  ions -^namely,  on  Scbetiule  A  and 
batemeDts  on  ineorne.s  btlow  £500 — will 
oiiut    to   £1,450,000    in    ibtj    current 
ear,  which  will  redticje  the  yield  of  the 
Iditional    Id.    to    £330,000.     I    should 
like   to   show    the    House    exactly    how 
this    abatement    will     operate    on     the 
humbler  classes.     I  have  a   table    here 
nrhich  will  show  the  exact   chamcter  of 
le  relief  which  it  affords,  and   that  the 
ts  of  this  change  will    be   that   no 
one  with  an  income  un<ler   £500   a    year 
will  pay  more  (but  that,  in  fa^'t,  he  will 
pay  somewhat  less)  on   an   .Sd.   Income 
Tax  than  be  does  now  when  the  Income 
Tax  is  at  7d»      Incomes  of   £200  a  year, 
with  an   8d.    tax  (and  nu  abatement  of 
£160),  will  pay  at  the  rate  of   1  3-5d.  in 
the  £1,  as  against  the  rale  of  2  4-5d.  in 
the  £1  paid  hist  year,  with  a  7d.  tax,  and 
.n    abatement    of    £120.     Incomes    of 
250  will  pay  at  the    rate    of    2  4-5d. 
stead  of   3  3«od,  in  the  £1  ;    incomes 
£300  will  pay  at  the  rate  of  3  2-3d. 
ist^ad    of  4   l-5d»  in  the  £1  ;    incomes 
£350  will  pay  at  the  rate  of  4  I -3d. 
fttead  of    4   3-5il.  in  tlie  £l  ;   incomes 
£400  will  pay  at  the  rate  of  4  4-5 d. 
stead  of  4  9-lOd.  in  the  £1  ;   incomes 
of  £4.50  (with  an  abatement  of    £100) 
will  pay  at  the  rate  of  6  2-9d.  instead 


of  Td.  in  the  £1  ;  and  incomei>  of  £f500 
(with  an  abatement  of  £100)  will  pay 
at  the  rate  of  6  2-^A.  instead  of  7d.  in 
the  £1.      Therefore,  on  this  graduated 
Hcale  each  man  np  to    £500    pays    less 
than  he  did  last   year  with  a  7d,  Income 
Tax,      I  shall  be  asked    the    question, 
"If  you  graduate  the  Income  Tax  down 
on  the  lower    scale,   why  not    graduate 
it  up  on  the  larger  incomea  ?  "     In  prin- 
ciple there  itJ  nothing  to  be  said  against 
such  a  system  ;    indeed,  there    is  every 
argument  in  its  favour.     The  difficulties 
which  lie  in  the  way  are  of  an  admin- 
istrative and  a  practical  nature,   which, 
as  yet,  I  have  not    been    able    to    find 
means  to  overcome.      The  reason  wliy  it 
liatt    been    found    possible    to    coQect   so 
vast  a  simi  of  money  with  such  compara- 
tive facility  has  been  that  you  collect  the 
bulk  of  the  Income  Tax  at  its  source,  and 
from  persons  on  whom   the  burden  does 
not   ultimately    fall.     The   real    Income 
Tax  payer,  like  the  landlord,  is  charged 
indirectly    and    by    deduction.     In    the 
greater   part   of    the    collection    (about 
three-fourths  of    the  whole)  it  ia  simply 
automatic.      There    ia    no    inquisitorial 
prying  into  the  ways  and  mejms  of  <*ach 
intlividual.     Yon   do  not  demand  a  sight 
of  his  c^ish-book  and   his   pass-book,  but 
the  tax   is  deducted,  in  the  majority  of 
cases,  from  bis  income  before  it  i^eacvhes 
iiim.     Many    people    are    in    a    h/ippy 
ignorance  of  the  Income  Tax  which  they 
pay.     I   wish   there  were  more  of  them. 
Even  in  the  case  of  trades  and  profossioua 
where    you    require   a    declaration    of  a 
man's  profits  you  do  not  attempt  an    in- 
vestigation of  the  income  the   individual 
derives  from  other  sources.     I  have  made 
a  cnreful  investigation  of   this  matter  m 
consultation  with  the  anthorities  of  the 
Inland  Revenue,  and  they  are  strongly  of 
opinion  that  the  measures  of    penal   dis- 
covery and    irritating   iiuiuisition   which 
woulil  Ije  involved  in  any  plan  which  re- 
quired the  determination  of  every   man's 
iucome  from  all  sources  would  render  the 
collection  of  the  Income  Tax   so  odious 
as   to    im|>eril    its  existence,  and  in  all 
probal>iIity  make  it  impossible  to  main- 
tain the  tax.    The  graduated  Estate  Duty 
may  bo,  in  fact,  reckotictl  in  terms  of  an 
annual   charge  upon  the  estate  ;  and   in 
that  shape  may  be  regarded  as  a  graduate<l 
Income  Tax  which  is  levied  only  upon 
realised  property,  and  doc^  not  fall  upon 
what   are  ealle*!  "  procarious "   incomes. 
So  that,  in  i>oint  of  fact,  you  do  arrive  at 
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the  result  which  Js  aimed  at  in  the  ile- 
maotl  for  a  gm<liiiitekl  lucome  Tax  f  alii  tig 
upon  what  are  called  "  spontiineon^*/'  ats 
ilistinr^uislietl  from  **  imlus'trial,''  iueomea. 
The  proposals  I  have  hitherto  mtide  are 
estimated  to  yield  £lj330/K)O,  hut  I  have 
tstill  upwards  of  £1,000,000  to  ]irovide* 
I  propose  to  find  the  balance  from  an  addi- 
tion to  the  duties  on  spirits  and  beer— 
(kh  a  gal  km  upon  spirita  and  6d.  a  barrel 
njirm  beer>  These  are  duties  to  whieb 
this  House  has  always  had  recourse  when 
it  vv^as  uecesaar}^  largely  to  increase  the 
Revenue,  and  that  not  upon  moral  or 
soeial  coufiiderations,  but  upon  puiely 
lisi'ai  groiinds,which  are  those  upon  which 
alone  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ia 
entitled  to  proceed*  Many  years  ago 
Mr.  Gladstone  stated  that 

"The  principle  upon  which  the  House  of 
CommonB  hae*  I  think,  uniformly  proceedtnl 
with  respect  to  epiritH  has  been  not  that  w«? 
ought  to  lower  the  ilutics  upon  them  i^^5  nuich 
as  we  can  corisij*tently  with  the  interests  of  the 
KevcDue,  but  that  we  oupfht  to  raise  the  duties 
upon  them  as  much  as  we  can  coneistently  witb 
the  policy  and  necefisity  of  prerentiug  the 
growth  of  a  contraband  trade," 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  acted 
on  this  principle  in  1889  when  be  re- 
quired an  mlilitional  revenue  for  Imperiiil 
Defence  purposes,  aud  eou tinned  It  as  a 
Hubstitute  for  the  Wheel  and  Van  Tax. 
The  right  hou.  Gentleman  then  had  no 
hesitation  or  difficulty  in  ref?orting  to  nu 
increased  duty  on  beer  and  spirits.  The 
necessity   under  which  we  now  tmd  our- 


Speech  Id  1889,  referring  to  his  pro- 
poaal  to  increase  the  duty  upon  l^er, 
said — 

"Ta  doinj?  bo  I  shall  obtain  the  £S<)0/'<>^ 
which  I  want,  while  adding  Bomethiap  [lerfectly 
imperceptible  to  the  coet  of  a  barrel  ol  beer. 
The  duty  on  boer  is  at  prei^ent  2<l,  pL*r  jsnUlon, 
anil  the  addition  propojied.  if  it  could  be  thrown 
on  the  consumer,  would  only  increatie  the  txiet 
of  beer,  on  the  avemge,  by  atwut  1-1 4th  part  of 
a  j>enny  per  f^.illoii.  The  fact  ia^  the  a^^Llition 
is  so  extremely  small  it  will  be  felt  in  no 
qOArter  whatever.  1  beg"  the  Committee  to 
observe,  therefore,  tliat  I  am  obt^ininsf  ray 
revenue  by  an  atldition  to  the  tax  wliich  cannot 
be  felt  by  the  conHumiar-" 

In  respect  of  l>eer,  the  duty  of  6<i.  & 
Iwirrel  could  haixlly  be  levied  upon  the 
quart  pot^  which  would  represent  th© 
24tb  part  of  a  penny ♦  I  hope,  tiierefore, 
that  we  shall  not  be  told  that  this  is  a 
proposal  to  ^*rob  a  poor  man  of  his  beer." 
^  It  ii,  in  fact,  a  tax  on  lariere  and  growing 
prolits.  It  is  notorious  that  this  trade  is 
falling  more  and  more  into  fewer  bands^ 
witii  (greater  capital,  and  improved 
methods  of  economical  inanufacture, 
which  leave  a  larger  margin  of  profit 
than  was  attainable  formerly  by  the 
smaller  brewers.  The  caae  of  spirita 
stands  on  very  ranch  the  same  footing. 
A  gallon  represents  six  reputed  quart 
lK>ttles  of  proof  spirit,  hut,  iu  point  ot 
fact,  at  the  strength  l>elow  proof  at 
which  spirits  are  usiuilly  sold  it  would 
represent  eight  ijottles.  If  the  spirit* 
wi^re  equal  to  [)roof  \\m  additional  tax. 
would  amount  to  Id.  a  bottle.  The  real 
selves  is  of  a  far  higher  and  more  ttrgent  |  incidence  of  the  tax  will  not  be  above  |d- 

per  bottle.     I  lind  that,  when  the   right 


I 
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character.  I  have  taken  much  pains  to 
inquire  whether  the  trade  in  beer  and 
spirits  is  capable  of  bearing  iiicrcased 
burdens  without  oppression,  I  find  that, 
while  prices  to  the  individual  eousumer 
have  remained  almost  constant,  the  cost 
of  materials,  and  therefore  presumably 
of  manufacture,  has  greatly  and  rapiiUy 
decreased.  I  have  also  meann  at  my  dis- 
posal for  convincing  myself  of  the  great 
profits  of  these  trades,  botli  wholesale 
aud  retail,  and  their  ability  to  hear  addi* 
tional  burdens,  I  can,  if  I  am  challenged 
— which  I  d<j  not  expect  to  be — ^lay 
before  the  Committee  some  figures  on 
this  head  which  will  surprise  both  them 
aud  the  country.  It  is  a  tax  which,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
pointi'd  out,  can  hardly  fall  upon  the  in- 
dividual consumer  of  a  glass  of  spirits 
or  a  pot  of  beer.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite,  in  tbe  course  of  his  Budget 
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hon.  Gentleman  opposite  a  few  yearv 
ago  imposed  a  similar  addition,  Id.  per 
bottle  was  imposed  by  some  classes  of 
vendors,  but  some  of  tbe  greatest  traders 
never  altered  their  prices  at  all.  It 
seems  obvious  that  if  tbe  consumer  had 
to  pay  Id,  per  bottle  more  it  would  bo 
impossible  to  charge  tbe  fraction  of  tlic  Id, 
upon  thoi^e  who  invest  only  in  tbe  ghiag 
or  the  t|uartern.  In  this  matter  eo- 
Hghtenment  and  advice  huve  come  to  me 
from  an  unexpected  quarter.  I  find 
from  The  MGvnmfi  Adrerthcr  of  April  7 
of  the  present  year  that  the  ihinl  annual 
dinner  of  the  Winchester  and  District 
Licensed  Victuallers'  Society  was  held 
at  the  George  Hotel*  Ail  the  proper 
people  were  there.  There  was  the 
Mayor,  Ayermao  T-  Stopber,  wlio  pre- 
sided, and  tbe  Member  for  the  city  was 
present,   aud    Mr,    liiach,  the  agent    of 


I 
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^"  The  National  Tnule    Defence    Fund," 

ttd  members  of  tbe  trmle  from   varioaa 

plages    witbio     the     Society's     district. 

Ir,    Riach    was  good    enough   to  mnke 

Bndj^el    for    the    Clmm-ellor    of    tbe 

Sxchequer.      That  gentleman   sjinl  that^ 

to    tbo     Budget    proposfils,    if    tbe 

Jhftiicollor     of     the    Excheqiier    raised 

be    tax    oo     beer    ortly    from     6s.    3d, 

7s,     it     would    priKlnce    .€l,lOO,OtK>, 

rhicii  must  come  out  of   the  pockets   of 

Drewers  :  a   tax   of   It*,  on  spirits  he  did 

|lot  thiuk,  on  the  whole,  would  l>e  imde- 

kirable,  as  it  might  he  got  hack  from  tbe 

Uiit<>mer  with  very   fair  profit,  bnt  that 

Ifould   produce   an  additioiml  revenue  of 

El, 475,000,    tlie    two    impoi*itioii8    pro* 

ridiog  rather  more  than  half  of  tha  auti- 

iipated   deficit,     Tims  did  Daniel  eome 

I  judgment,     I  am  more  moderate  than 

be  agent   of  the   National  Trmie   Fund. 

ly    estimated    yield     of    this    increased 

luty   is — on   ?ipirit^,   £760,000,   an<],  on 

er,   £.580,000,   making   a  total   during 

be  present  year  of  £1,340,000,  iuc hiding 

Jujitoms  and   Excise,  and  allowing  for  a 

rtjiin  falling-ofT  in  consumption.     This 

idetl  to  tbo  former  fignrepi  will  make  up 

^eetimateil     increase    of   Keveune   of 

70,(K)<J  from  taxation*     I  have  now 

fly   completed   my  task,  htit  before  1 

;>aclude  1  should  like  to  place  before  tbe 

iniittee    a    general    review    of    tbe 

lugs  and  results  of  our  proposals  at*  a 

whole.     Let  me   now   Jinallj  review  the 

proposals  an  a  whole,     1  had  to  meet  a 

deficit    of   £4,502,000.     I  have  reduced 

this  deficit  by  clearing  the  Reveoue  of 

the  year  from  tbe  charges  arising  out  of 

recently  contracted  debts  by  £2,123,000, 

leaving  a  snm  of  £2,379,tk.K)  to  he  met 

by  additional   t^ixation.     The  additional 

taxation  is  thut»  distributed  r — ^Ef^ttmated 

additional  yield  of  the  new  Death  Duties 

during  the  pres^eut  year  will  be  CKOCKKOOO, 

the  iwJditional  Beer  and   Spirit  Duty  will 

produce  £l,34O,(K>0,  ami    the  additional 

Id,       00       Income      Tax     will       yield 

£1,780,000,    making    a    total    additional 

Revenue    of    £4,120,000.        From    these 

there  baa  to  be  deductetl,  under  the  pro- 

po»e<l    abatements  and  allowances  under 

Schedule  A,  a  tot^tl  of  £l,4o0,0tK),  giving 

a  net  luiditional  Revenue  of  £2,670,000. 

Setting     this     against     the     detieit    of 

£2*379,0(K\     we     have     a     surplufi     of 

£291,CX)0for  the  present  year.  The   final 

btiUnee  sheet  for  the   present  year  will, 

therefore,  now  »tand  as  follows : — 
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£  £ 

,  Customs.     Original 

Estimate..,     19,850,000 

At  id   aihlitionol    Spirit 

DuticM      160,000 

20,0  m/HK) 

Excise.  Oripnal  ERti- 

matc 25/mOpOOO 

Add     miditional    Beer 

uud  Spirit  DulicH  ..*     I.ISO.OOO 

_ 26,240,000 

r  f^ tamps.  Original  EbIi- 

niate ...     ...  l.VftO,000 


Atld  new  Estate  Duty     1,000,000 

,   Jjind   Tax  and  House 

Duty 

,  Income  Tmx.    Orif^iiial 

EHtimatc ...  15,200,000 

Add  adtlitional  Id.  in 

the  £1     1,780,000 

lfi,98O.0O0 
Deduct  Inss  from  reliefs     1,450,000 


14,080,000 
2,470,000 


Post  Office  and  Tele- 

^raphe;!      ... 

Cruwn  Landa    ...     ... 

faterest  on  Advancefl, 

Orl^dual  Estimate... 
Add   f^uex  Canal  Bhare 

divideml«...     ...     ... 


1?»,530,000 

13,190,000 
430,000 


136,000 
260,000 


,  M iHO€  1  lii II uouB  Ee ve iiae. 

Originiil  EHtiiimte  . , .     l,r*50,000 
Add  receipt  from  Naval 

Defend -e  Account     ...       28J>,000 


3&6,O00 


1,839,000 


Total Estimateil  Revenue...  JE&4,176,000 


EXPENDITURE. 

,  Consolidated  Fuad  Ber- 

vices, 
Onj^iiml  Efitimnte     ...  28,082,000 
Deduct  Naval   Defcnoe 

Eund  Annuity        ...     I.42«,00O 


26,653,000 


.  Supply  Services. 

(1)  Arnjy.  Originftl 
Estimate.. 18,081,000 

Deduct  Interest  on  Im- 
perial Defence  Ixian         70»000 

(2)  Navy.  Original 
EsUmate 17,366,000 

Dwluet     Intereflt     on 
Naval  Defence  Loan         75,000 


18,011,000 


17,291,000 

(3)  Civd  Servicea 19,685,000 

(4)  CustoTOH  and  Itdand  Revenue    2,677,000 
(n)  I'obt«l  Services 10,564jOOO 

Total  Estimateil  Exi^cnditure  SJ8^884,O0O 
SurpliM  or  Margin      291,000 

£94.176,000 
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Let  me  now  atlempt  brieHy  to  review 
as  a  whole  the  plati  I  have  endea- 
voured to  lay  before  the  Committee. 
I  have  beea  invited  to  iatroduce  a  parti- 
aan  liudget.  That  is  nof  nij  view  of 
the  duty  of  a  Finance  Minister  in  thi^ 
country.  The  responsibility  for  the 
finances  of  an  Empire  like  this  i^  no  light 
matter.  The  Miuister  is  the  trustee  for 
every  class  and  for  every  interes^t  in  the 
community.  He  has  not  the  right  to 
employ  those  powers  to  servo  sec  t  ion  a  1 
or  Party  ptirpoBes.  Where  it  is  bin  happy 
fortnne  to  relievo  the  Inirdena  of  tlie 
people,  ho  i.s  bound  to  distribute  that 
relief  with  an  imparttui  hand.  Where  it 
is  bis  harder  fate — ns  it  i.s  mine — to  call 
upon  the  community  for  ^reat  sacri fires 
to  support  great  national  interesti^^  it  in 
hii^  htisiness  to  dis^ tribute  the  increased 
burden  upon  just  principles,  m  that  its 
weight  may  be  eudureil  by  those  who  are 
best  able  to  bear  it.  The  guiding  prin- 
ciple of  taxation  is  that  tlie  liability 
should  be  imposed  where  it  shall  lie  least 
heavily  felt.  In  that  consists  the  wliole 
science  of  equitable  fi mince.  Let  me 
invito  a  candid  examination  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment, regarded  from  thit^  point  of  view. 
We  find  ourselves  called  upon  to  raise 
£2,379»000  by  extra  taxation  for  the 
defence  of  the  Empire.  How  is  il  to  be 
raised,  and  how  if^  tiic  harden  to  be  dis- 
tributed ?  1  will  first  regard  flic  opera- 
tion of  otir  scheme  upon  the  wage-cnrning 
class  who,  it  will  he  admitted,  have  the 
smallest  margin  heyoitd  that  which  is 
rer|uirc(l  for  the  necessities  of  life.  No 
one  will  dis^pute  tliat  it  is  upon  them  the 
lightest  part  of  the  burden  shouhl  weigh, 
I  would  point  out  that  in  our  proposal, 
upon  men  earning  less  than  £]fjO  a  year, 
or  £3  a  week,  no  additional  taxation  will 
be  imposed  except  possibly  Id.  upon  a 
bottle  of  spirits.  That  is  not  a  large 
contribution  to  as'^  of  them  for  tire 
national  defence,  ami  if  is,  af  ull  events, 
a  voluntary  suhscription.  Upon  a  glass 
of  spirits,  or  pot  of  lieer,  as  1  have  pointed 
out^  there  will  be  no  increase  in  prir'e  ; 
it  might  be  1  Nl.  on  a  nine-gallon  cask  of 
beer.  That  is  tlie  extent  of  the  hm*den 
imposed  upon  the  means  of  the  great  mnss 
of  the  people  who  earn  their  liveliliooJ 
by  the  sweat  of  their  brow.  Ascending 
now  to  ihe  next  stratum — ^namely,  the 
classes  with  incomes  between  £160  and 
£500  a  year — I  have  ulrendy  shown  under 
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the  head  of  the  Income  Tax  that  the 
additional  Id.  that  we  impose  will  not  in* 
volve  any  incrensed  burden  upon  them, 
hut  that,  on  the  contrary,  the  augmenta^ 
tion  of  the  allowance  will  place  the 
numerous  class  between  £160  and 
£500  a -year — a  most  deserving  class, 
whose  margin  is  very  narrow  —  in  a 
more  favourable  position  than  they 
now  occupy  with  the  Income  Tax 
at  7d.  Incomes  above  £500  a  year 
will  be  called  upon  to  pay  an  additional 
Id.  for  national  defence.  The  mau 
with  £l,00O  will  contribute  £4  38.  4d. 
more  than  he  does  now  \  the  man  of 
£5,000  a  year  will  contribute  a  little 
more  than  £20:  the  miin  of  £10,000  a 
year  £40  ;  and  the  man  of  £50,000  somo- 
thiug  above  £200.  8o  much  for  the 
Income  Tax.  As  to  Dentb  Duties.  Pro- 
perties below  £1,000  will,  as  I  have 
already  shown,  pay  less  than  tbey 
now  do.  Properties  of  the  capitjd  value 
of  £25,000  m  free  personalty  will  pay 
upon  no  liiglier  rate  than  they  do  at 
present — namely,  4  per  ceivt.  Realty 
and  settled  property  will  be  placed  upon 
an  equal  footing  with  unsettlc*<l  personalty. 
They  will  lose,  it  is  true,  the  advantage 
of  the  exemptions  they  now  enjoy.  That 
is  a  just  and  et|iiitable  provision  which 
must  have  been  made  quite  apart  frora 
the  exigencies  of  increased  taxation.  As 
regards  realty,  it  will  have  the  eorapen- 
sntion  that  the  disjulvantage  which  it 
suffers  under  Schedule  A  will  be  removed. 
That  is  an  immetli*^ite  and  present  gain 
ro  a  distressed  iulerest.  The  additioiml 
weigijf.  on  realty  from  the  estate  duty 
V>elongs  to  the  future.  No  increased  tax- 
ation from  this  source  will  occur  during 
the  present  year.  It  will  accrue  gradu- 
ally and  at  intervals  of  time,  and  will 
always  be  proportionate  to  the  actual 
value  of  the  estate.  Yon  may  take  it 
generally  that  the  period  of  a  Death 
Duty  extends  over  a  generation  of  30 
yejirs  over  whirh  the  litirdenisdistributeil- 
I  venture  to  rhiim  for  this  plan  that  it 
is  a  fair  plan,  conceived  with  a  duo 
regard  to  the  iuteresis  of  all  nrid  to  the 
capacity  of  each  class  of  tlK^  communily 
to  l>ear.  You  have  to  consider  not  only 
the  objections  to  this  plan  «nd  the  taxes 
we  propose,  but  you  have  to  tell  us  whut 
you  are  prepared  to  put  in  their  place  if 
you  reject  this  plan.  It  is  not  n  pleasapt 
task  for  any  Government  to  be  called 
npon    in    any     shape     to    add    to    the 
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burdens  of  the  j>eople.  No  forrn 
of  tn:tation  fan  be  otherwii^e  tbnii 
<listn?tefnl  and  niipopiilar  to  those  on 
M-Jiom  it  mum  full.  You  hiive  voted  yoiiv 
^-ast  Estimates  from  a  i\ouv]vfum  tliat 
the  expenditure  WH«  iiecesisary  find  politic. 
If  Tou  Imve  perf firmed  joiir  duty  in  Hiat 
respect  yon  will  not  fail  in  the  ol>ligatioti 
to  meet  tliat  charge.  The  Hon.«e  of 
CommonB  will  never,  I  am  persuaded, 
shrink  from  or  refnae  any  effort  which  h 
necessary  to  siistiiin  the  honour  nnd  pro- 
vide for  the  safety  of  the  eouutry. 

Motion  made,  and  Que8tion  proposed, 
Tea. 

'*  That  the  Duties  (jf  Costoms  now  charicrcttble 
npon  Tea  shall  continue  to  lr>e  levjeil  ami  charged 
on  A!id  after  the  first  <lay  of  Auguiit,  one  thousand 
eight  hundrcil  nntl  nint'ty-four,  ins  HI  the  fi^i-^t 
dnj  of  Augrnst,  one  thousand  cfght  hundred  au<l 
ninety-fiTe,  on  the  importation  thereof  into 
Great  Britain  or  Ireland  (that  m  to  say)  : — 
Tea  -  .  .  rhe  p<jun«l  .  -  Four  Pence. — 
(77<^  Chanevltor  of  tht'  E^tcht^quer,) 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St,  George^  Han- 
over  Square)  :  FoUowinj^  the  example  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Midlothian,  and  other  ex  Chanciellors 
of  the  Exchequer,  I  do  not  propose  to 
review  the  long  and  interesting  and  very 
clear  statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  this  evening,  Tlie  ritrbt  Is  on. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  loth  i«n 
has  often  sngge.sted  rbat  vvIjcu  large  pro- 
posals are  placed  before  thir*  House  there 
is  much  di!)advaiitage  in  discu5;?<iiig  them 
on  the  First  Readiiig  ;  and,  therefore,  so 
far  as  I  am  myself  concerned  at  all  events, 
I  do  not  propose  to  review  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Oeut.leman  now.  If  1 
were  4Uspose<l  to  do  so  I  think  I  should 
have  some  title,  considering  that  about 
a  quarter  of  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gefitleinan  seemed  to  he  made  np 
of  quotations  from  my  own  speecbeB. 
I  regret,  if  I  may  say  so,  tliat  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  accentuated  so 
much  the  views  of  any  single  Member 
of  this  House,  because  the  qnestions  we 
have  to  discuses  sire  far  too  lar^i^e  to  allow 
of  their  developing  into  any  kind  of  per- 
gonal controversy  between  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  myself.  I  hope  that  not 
only  to-night  but  on  future  occasion.s  I 
may  be  able  to  give  to  n  great  extent  the 
go-by  both  to  his  ironiral  compliments 
and  to  his  veiled  ftttacks.  There  are  two 
points  to  which  I  wish  to  call  t!ie  attention 
of  the  Hofiee.     The  firt^t  is   the   remark- 
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aide  eontnist,  ihe  descent  from  the 
sublime  heights  tlnit  took  place  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  having  spoken 
of  t  h e  il  u  t y  of  1 1 1 e  C o m n i i 1 1 ee  as  \m  n g  n o t 
to  borrow  or  lo  suspend  the  Sinking  Fund 
hut  to  pay  tlieir  way,  proceeded  to  sus- 
pend the  new  Sinking  Fund,  and  to  apply 
it  to  the  payment  of  new  debts  iustend  of 
old  debts,  T  do  not  object  to  the  pro- 
ceedi ng,  but  I  think  there  was  son»e  sur- 
prise felt  in  ihe  H<  use  even  amongst  hii^ 
own  supporters  when  the  sublime  appeal 
to  virtue  ended  with  such  a  plan  as  be 
has  suggested.  The  other  point  to  which 
I  wish  to  call  attention  is  this.  What 
prospect  does  the  right  lum.  (4  en  tie  man 
think  there  will  be  of  pnssiug  this  highly 
complicated  nnd  to  a  great  extent  «'on- 
trovers ial  Budget  during  the  time  wliich 
he  suggestotl  himself  ?  He  made  his  Esti- 
mates as  if  the  Act  might  be  passed  by 
June  1,  Lef  me  remind  him  that  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Midlothian  always 
held  that  the  regulation  of  the  Death 
Duties  would  absorb  an  entire  Session, 
These  are  the  words  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  used  in  188 1  willi  reference 
to  the  Death  Dtities  r— 

''  J  am  quite  eoavinct>l  tb;it  when  such  a 
]dan"  (that  ia,  ft  complete  plnn,  dwdint*  with 
the  Death  Duties)  **  is  proposefb  it  qutrht  to  be 
jiro|x>sc<i  by  a  Government  to  a  ParliauHint 
which  has  plenty  of  what  I  may  call  elb>w- 
Tnom — plenty  of  free^  unoccupied  available 
space  for  its  discussions." 

I  hope  we  shall  find  that  there  is  plenty 
of  ellxrw-room,  plenty  of  time  at  our  dis- 
po.sal  for  tbi.H  discussion.  And  whi  ?  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Midlothian  said — 

*'  Its  application  i*?  such,  the  diversity  and 
largeness  of  the  interests  ai-e  such,  that  it  would 
never  be  ^ot  through  except  with  a  liberal 
nllnwanro  of  the  time  of  Parliament  for  its  dis- 
cussion." 

Now  we  shall  be  invited  to  a  discussion 
of  the  Death  Duties,  nnd  we  shall  also 
be  inviteil  to  a  considenition  and  re- 
arraugement  of  some  of  the  most  impor- 
tant clauses  of  the  Income  Tax  Act,  I 
think  we  may  promise  that  we  will 
devote  ourselves  with  industry  to  these 
task.s,  but  we  trust  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  say  tliat  atnple  time  will  be 
given  for  the  discussion  of  as  complicated 
mensures  as  have  ever  lieen  sul>mittnd  to 
Parliament.  I  shonld  not  like  to  sit  down 
without  echoing  the  compliments  which 
the  right  hon.  ttcntleman  has  paid  to  the 
authorities  of  the  Inland  Revenue  «nd  of 
ihe  Customs  for  the  extreme  preci#^ion  of 
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their  Estimates  iu  such  a  year  as  this*  I 
also  echo  everything  that  wati  eaid  by  the 
right  hoo,  Gentlemau  with  regrard  to  the 
proof  of  the  solidity  of  the  finance  of  this 
routi^.ry  and  of  it»  prosperity,  which  lias 
been  furuisbeil  by  the  fig  tires  which  he 
has  put  before  ug,  I  am  mua  tbo  House 
will  feel  that  the  right  hoii,  Geutlemau 
placed  a  very  difficult  Budget  before  lis 
with  great  lucidity,  and,  on  the  whole,  as 
much  as  was  possible  for  him,  with  bis 
love  of  coutroversy,  inau  uueoutrf>versial 
spirit.  He  did  not  eutirely  discard  cou- 
troversy, aud  liis  speech  was  marked  by 
more  attacks  upon  his  predecessors  tban 
is  usual  ou  such  occa-^iou^,  [CVic*  of 
*' No,  tut  I '']  1  tbiuk  so,  I  amsLirehoii. 
Members  will  feel  that  I  am  treat iug  tiie 
matter  with  the  utmost  good  hutnoiin 
Every  Member  was  uot  perJiaps  aware  of 
the  insidious  and  veiled  attacks  which 
the  right  hoti.  Gentleman  was  making 
upon  me.  But  we  shall  cross  swords 
with  regard  to  these  points  on  another 
occasion.  There  may  Ite  questions  and 
discussion  ou  minor  points,  but  I  think  it 
would  be  premature  to  raise  at  this 
moment  a  discussion  upon  the  larger 
proposals  of  the  Budget, 

8iH  W,  HARCOURT  suggested  that 
with  reference  to  the  Death  Duties  the 
course  shonlil  be  taken  which  was  taken 
on  the  Succession  Duties  in  1853 — ufunely, 
that  there  should  be  a  separate  discussion 
on  that  Hesolution.  With  reference  to 
the  other  Hesolution,  be  hoped  they 
would  be  allowed  tu  be  takeu  to-night. 
The  course  lie  iudicated  was  taken  in 
1881  and  188,7. 

Mk.  GOSCHEN  said,  be  bad  looked 
to  the  precedent  to  which  the  right  bon* 
Member  alluded.  In  those  years  the  Death 
Ditty  Avas  the  only  gretit  change  in  the 
Biulgot,  but  on  tliis  occasion  the  Budget 
contained  more  eontroversial  matters — - 
for  instatice,  tbeie  was  the  proposal  us  to 
dealing  with  the  whole  of  the  Income 
Tax,  Wbat  be  would  suggest  ay  as  that 
the  discussion  on  the  Death  Duties  shoidd 
take  pUe©  separately  on  the  Resolution 
with  reganl  to  the  Death  Duties,  and  theu 
that  the  other  matters  should  be  discnssetl 
on  the  Resolutions  which  referre*!  to 
them.  For  instance,  the  Resolution  con- 
uectal  with  the  Income  Tax  woidd  form 
the  subject  of  a  separate  discussion.  He 
did  not  think  they  could  consent  to  take 
tlic  Resolution  relating  to  the  increase  of 
the  Income  Tax  to-night,  nor   was  tliere 
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any  occasion  to  do  so.  That  would  he  iu 
accord  with  precedent.  What  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  might  fairly  expect  was 
that  the  Resolntion  for  the  increase  of 
taxation  on  Spirits  and  Beer  should 
he  taken,  and  then  that  the  Resolution 
relating  to  the  Death  Duties  should  be 
made,  as  far  as  possible,  a  septirate  Reso^ 
lutiou. 

Sir  VV.  HARCOURT  deserved,  that 
certain  of  the  Resolutions  it  was  necessary 
should  he  taken,  such  as  those  relating 
to  the  duties  on  t4?a  and  spirits. 

Mi.%  GOSCHEN  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  propose  to  take  the  Resolution 
with  regard  to  the  Siiiking  Futid  to- 
nigiit  ?'  I  cannot  see  that  auy  advantage 
would  be  gained  by  it.  There  can  be  no 
baste. 

SiK  VV.  HARCOURT  did  not  know 
that  til  ere  was  any  particular  baste.  In 
postponing  the  Resolution  as  to  the 
Death  Duties,  he  was  really  departing 
from  the  ordinary  precedent  of  the  year 
1881.  In  the  year  1885,  when  Mr* 
Childers  introduced  a  very  elaborate 
Budget  which  dealt  with  Succession 
Duties,  Beer  Duties,  and  Spirit  Duties, 
there  was  a  whole  list  of  Resolutions 
w^bicb  were  passed  together,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opp>site  urging  on  that 
occasion  that  it  was  very  important  the 
House  should  see  the  Bill. 

Mk.  goschen  said,  Iu  his  experi- 
ence the  Budget  Keso  bit  ions  were  or- 
dinarily postponed,  only  such  being 
proceeded  with  as  were  necessary  for  the 
collection  of  the  Revenue.  In  1885  Mr. 
Childers  circulated  a  Paper  showing  the 
ofFect  of  the  collection  of  the  Revenue 
before  tlie  Budget  Bill  was  brought  in, 
aud  showing  the  effects  of  the  general 
changes  which  were  made.  He  asked 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whe- 
ther be  wouhl  furnish  them  with  a  state- 
ment which  would  put  hon.  Members  in 
possession  of  the  various  changes,  and  of 
their  tinancial  ctlbct.  The  statement 
made  by  the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman  was 
most  clear.  Still,  if  the  figures  were 
precisely  put  upon  paper,  bon.  Members 
wouhJ  be  able  to  follow  them  more 
i^emlily.  In  1 88 1  there  were  no  clmngen 
in  the  Budget,  except  the  D^Jtth  Duties, 
autl  ou  that  occasion  only  the  formal 
Resolutions  were  taken*  If  the  Resolu- 
tion lucreasing  the  Income  Tax  were 
taken,  it    would  not,  be   thought,  be  m 
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iiooorttniice  with  proccdunce.      He  urged 
ilwt  fhev  ^Ijuiild  htive  more  tlmei. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Hmlmin)  tbonghr 
that  iu  late  yearn  tbc  pnictiea  liud  hceu 
to  pasH  the  tirst  ResoliitJoti,  atul  llie  tiri^t 
only,  and  to  defer  the  otheit*  till  ii  later 
day.  That,  no  doubt,  was  a  departure 
from  the  practice  which  prevailed 
formerly,  when  all  the  Renolutioiis  were 
passed  ;  but  tlie  experience  of  recent 
years  was  go  4«troDg  that  ho  doubted  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  able 
to  withstand  followin^jj  the  more  recent 
rathetr  than  the  more  ancient  practice*  He 
did  not  riae  at  all  for  the  purpose  of 
entering  ioto  adihcusfiion  of  the  policy  or 
to  deal  with  the  particular  proposal?^ 
uu'olved  iti  the  liudget  wbich  had  been 
introiluccM.1  by  the  right  hon.  (rftutleman. 
It  waij  always  indiscreet  to  enter  into  such 
discussion  immediately  after  a  Budget 
speech,  and  it  would  he  espeiiially 
iadiscreet  on  an  oecasion  like  this,  with  a 
Budget  so  complex,  so  intricate,  and 
iav^olviiig  such  far-reaching  issues.  The 
Chaocellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  made  an 
admiral  speech,  but  he  (Mr,  Courtney) 
desired  to  ask  one  or  two  questions  in 
order  to  ehicidate  cortJiin  points  upon 
w^hich  he,  at  all  events,  had  80tue  doubt. 
With  respect  to  tiie  first  part  of  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
was  very  much  posaeseed  with  atlmiratiou 
for  the  noble  and  lofty  maxims  whicli  he 
enunciated  with  regard  to  the  provision 
iidopteil  for  the  redemption  of  the  Debt, 
There  had  been  some  suggestions  as  to 
suspending  these  paymeuts  t  and  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  indulging  iu 
language  of  a  very  lofty  strain,  refused 
to  entertain  any  suggestion  for  inter- 
fering with  tlie  redemption  of  the  Debt, 
he  was  delighted  with  that  ^eutimeut, 
because  he  entirely  sympatbiKcd  and 
admired  it;  and  if  the  ri^^lit  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  carried  out  that  determination 
to  the  end,  he  should  have  heartily  ap- 
proved of  it.  But  instead  of  refusing  to 
suspetsd  the  payment  of  the  Debt, 
especially  the  old  Debt,  l»e  had  divoited 
from  the  old  Debt  i^2,0UL^0O0,  which 
w*ere  presently  to  he  devoted  to  redemp- 
tion. Would  tbc  right  lion.  Gentleman 
provide  that  that  should  l»e  au  absohuely 
temporary  diversion  of  the  New  binking 
Fund  for  the  purpose  of  the  redemption 
of  the  Imlance  in  respect  of  the  Naval 
Defence  Act  ?  The  other  point  he  was 
la  doulii  iibout   referred    to   the  Death 
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As  he  iinderstoo<I  it,  the  right 
hon.  GontleToau  proposeii  to  establish  iu 
lieu  of  the  ENtute  Duty,  Probate  Duty» 
and  Account  Duty,  a  single  duty  which 
was  to  i>e  called  the  Estate  Duty,  which 
WHS  to  he  levied  upon  the  carpus  of  the 
estate  de v o I ve<  1  *  W iw  it  i le \' ised  t o  o ne  o r 
inoie  persons  or  was  it  devisetl  in  strict 
settlement  ?  He  w^aiited  to  know  was  this 
the  niciining  intended  :  Suppose  a  person 
devised  au  estate  of  considerable  value — 
say,  £50(),(JiK> — In  strict  settlement,  there 
wotdd*  upon  bisdimtb  and  upon  the  first 
succession  to  riie  estate*  be  levied  a  con- 
iribufton  anion nti tig  to  7  per  cent, 
upon  the  va hie  of  theeatjite,  which  would 
be  [)aid  by  the  person  who  succeeded  as 
life  tenant.  Would  the  7  per  cent,  on 
the  £500,000  never  be  levied  again  until 
all  the  interests  under  the  settlement 
were  exhauste<l  ?  The  first  person  who 
paid  the  7  per  cent,  as  a  capital  sum 
would  be  entitled  to  charge  it  upon  his 
successors,  ami  it  wotdd  pass  on  to  the 
several  persons  who  succeeded,  but,  as  he 
understood  it,  there  would  be  no  levy 
again  of  a  second  duty  until  the  whole  of 
the  interests  under  the  settlement  were 
exhausted.  It  v/as  intended  there  should 
be  one  levy  upon  tbe  cominencomeut  of 
the  settlement,  and  until  all  the  interests 
arising  out  of  such  settteuient  were  ex- 
hausted there  was  not  to  be  a  reuioval  of 
the  charge. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  There  would 
be  the  additiotuil  1  per  cent. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  that  would 
come  as  the  next  point.  Did  he  under- 
stand correctly  that  that  would  come  iu 
lieu  of  the  present  Succession  Dnty  upon 
lineals  ?  What  he  wished  to  kn.iw  was 
whetljer  the  tenant  for  life  who  paid  the 
7  per  cent,  on  tlie  £oOO,(XX)  would  also 
pay  1  per  cent.  ?  He  understood  not* 
But,  suppose  that  the  person  died  without 
i5>sue,  and  the  property  devolved  to  a 
tiephew,  iu  which  case  the  rate  would  not 
be  the  siuue,  tbe  consanguinity  being 
different^  did  the  capital  charge  of  7  per 
cent,  absorb  all  the  interests  or  prevent  & 
person  coming  in  under  the  sctlluntent  of 
a  diilerent  degree  of  reiaiionshjp  ?  He 
did  not  understand  bow  the  A  duty  was 
to  work  with  tiie  B  duty,  or  how  far  the 
B  duty  survived  the  A  duty  levieil  iu  the 
cireumst^mces  he  liiul  suggested.  Ho 
underslood  that  the  A  duty  absorbed  all 
the   duties    to    be    paid    by    the    lineal 
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siiccesdors  ;  but  did  it  abf^ori)  all  the 
duties  to  be  paid  bj  the  collateral 
suctteesors  who  came  in  uuder  the  settle- 
ment ?  Thiii  poiut  wufe  left  obi:* cure,  and 
it  would  be  useful  if  tiie  right  boti.  Geo- 
tleman  would  uinke  a  statement  which 
would  remove  a  do«bt  on  the  subject. 
lie  dill  Dot  m  the  least  propose  to  euter 
iuto  au  exainiuatiou  of  the  policy  of  the 
propoi<nls  of  his  right  hou.  Friend,  He 
would  jsiiuply  remark  that  they  s.aw  that 
the  person  a  who  were  livings  aod  who 
were  voters,  would  gaiu  relief,  while  the 
persons  who  were  to  succeed  hereafter, 
and  who  luight  not  he  voters,  would  tiot 
get  relief.  He  couhi  uot  hut  admire  the 
ingeuuitj  of  such  au  arrangemeut. 

•Mr.  COHEN  (Islingtou,  E.)  said,  if 
the  right  hou.  Geutlemau  would  allow 
bim  to  do  so,  be  would  offer  bis  tribute 
of  admiralioti  also  to  the  extraordiuarily 
clear  manner  tu  which  he  had  presented 
matters  Avbicb  were  somewhat  compli- 
cated. But  lie  regard Cil  it  as  remarkable 
that  one  who  had  always  prided  himself 
as  being  a  financial  puritan  should,  in 
this  electioneering  Budget,  an  it  might 
fairly  be  called,  have  violated  one  of 
those  canons  which  he  himself  uned  for 
electioneering  purposes  when  he  was  in 
Opi>ositiou.  The  right  bon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  St,  George's,  Hanover 
Square,  described  the  proposal  of  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  ns  being  a  diver- 
fiion  of  the  New  Sinking  Fund  in  order  to 
extingtiij^b  au  old  deht,bnt  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  have  appropriated 
£l,6t)0,(X>0  in  order  to  pay  off  liabilities 
amounting  to  £1,400,01)11  The  Com- 
mittee muet  have  beard  with  great  satis- 
faction what  the  right  hon.  Gentleuuiu 
said  as  to  the  accumulations  in  the  Pont 
Office  Savings  Bank  as  the  result  of  the  Act 
pas sed  hi s t  y ear .  S o  fa r  as  he  knew,  th a t 
increascil  deposit  by  the  artizan  classes 
had  not  been  attraetcc!  by  the  Post 
OHice  by  liny  diminutioji  of  deposits  in 
the  great  joint-strwk  anil  private  hanks 
of  in  vestment  throughout  the  country. 
It  w^as  clear  that  the  classes  who  put 
tbeir  money  in  the  Post  Office  Savings 
Bank  were  aot  the  classes  who  deposited 
their  money  w^ith  the  joint-stock  and 
private  l>anks,  and  it  was  sfitisfactory  to 
see  that  the  iegislatiou  of  last  year  bad 
Tiot  niterferc^d  with  the  legitimate  bsinking 
operations  of  the  country,  but  bad  pro- 
bacy attracted  to  the  citadel  of  the 
Po^t  OtHce  Savings  Bank  inooey  wlneli 
Mr,  Courtney 


might  have  been  placeil  in  much  less 
secure  positions.  He  asked  the  right 
boa.  Gentleman  to  give  the  assurance 
that  the  New  Siokiug  Fund  would  be 
applied  to  no  purpose  other  than  that 
mentioned  in  the  Statement  which  be 
had  circulated — mmiely,  to  the  Naval 
Defence  Fund  ;  that  was  to  say,  the  sum 
of  £1,429/K)0. 

Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester)  said,  in 
eonunon  with  all  the  hon.  Members  who 
had  spoken,  he  felt  thoroughly  impressed 
with  the  greatness  of  the  Budget.  The 
one  tiling  in  it  which  he  admired  otore  than 
anythiug  else  was  the  establishment  of 
the  principle  of  graduateti  taxation,  and 
he  believed  the  Budget  would  mark  an 
era.  He  also  tendered  thanks  to  the 
right  bon*  Gentleman  for  the  marvellous 
lucidity  with  which  thisgreat  anddifHcnIt 
subject  had  l>een  expounded.  Hia  pro- 
posals would  be  welcomed  by  all  financial 
and  social  reformers  throughout  the 
country.  So  high  did  he  estimate  the 
powers  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer that  he  had  thought  he  might 
be  capable  of  swallowing  not  only  the 
deficit  on  the  year,  but  the  relinqnishment 
of  the  Tea  Duty  in  addition,  so  tinil  the 
people  might  have  bad  a  free  breakfast 
table,  and  tluit  might  have  been  done  by 
stiil  furtlier  increasing  the  Death  Duty- 
scale.  So  wrong  did  he  regard  it  for 
anyone  to  leave  £1,0QQ,0(K)  behind  htm 
that  he  thought  he  might  be  taxed  at  50 
per  cent.  He  had  no  desire,  however,  to 
(piarrel  with  the  principle,  liecause  he 
thotiglit  it  would  turn  out  to  be  a  valu- 
able one.  The  principle  of  gniduated 
taxation  uiight  be  applied  hereafter  iu 
various  other  directions,  and,  if  so,  he 
did  uot  think  they  had  to  look  for- 
ward very  far  to  the  time  when  the  same 
Cbaneellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  be 
able  by  means  of  this  new  principle 
to  provide  ample  means  of  carrying  on 
the  Government  while  tho  poor  people's 
breakfast  tsible  was  set  entirely  free. 

Mit,  BKt)l)RICK  (Surrey,  Guildford) 
said,  he  hatl  no  wish  to  criticise  the 
statements  of  the  right  horn  Geo  tleman, 
but  be  desired  to  ask  for  au  explauatiou 
upon  one  matter — whether,  in  the  event 
of  a  man  leaving  an  estate  consisting  of 
£100,000  in  value,  of  which  £50,000 
was  settled  land  and  £50,000  personalty, 
he  w^ouid  pay  half  the  duty  on  settled 
land  and  half  on  personalty  ?  The  right 
hoir.  Gentleman  would  see  the  point,  for 
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be  ha*!  himj?elf  saiU  it  would  niukeacoii- 
sideruMe  diif'erence.  Tu  what  extent 
woiihl  the  £4,OtX),000  wUwh  he  expected 
to  ^et  from  the^e  new  Ksjtnte  Duties  full 
upon  hiutl  ?  If  the  charge  would  not 
neeesjiariljr  fall  upon  hiiid  the  potiitioii 
would  be  ftltered, 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (Looduu  Univer- 
sity) siiid,  the  Chaut'ellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  piud  a  jus<t  trilnite  to  the 
heads  of  the  Treasury  for  the  eare  aud 
ftccuracy  with  whieb  these  Et^ti mates 
were  prepared.  Perhaps  lie  ini^ht 
fpecialiv  nieutiou  Sir  R«  Welhj,  the  per- 
uianent  head  of  the  TreaBury,  who^  ho 
^)elieved,  was  ou  that  very  day  rctiriug 
from  the  Service.  The  Chaiieellor  of 
the  Exeher|iier  eougratuhited  himself  nu 
the  large  iucrearfe  iii  the  Saviug^  Bauki^ 
deposits.  He  wished  he  could  thiuk  that 
this  might  be  taken  as  evidence  of  in- 
creased prosperity  on  the  part,  of  the 
working  classes,  but  he  feared  it  was  to 
a  great  extent  due  to  the  fact  that 
the  rate  of  interest  allowed  was  higher 
than  n^ual  in  relatioti  to  that  obtainable 
at  present  elsewhere.  He  was  glad 
to  hear  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wasiableto  reduce  the  amoiuit  rd'  the  Un- 
funded Debt — a  wise  and  pi  udent  cotmse 
-*— and  it  was  to  be  btjped  he  would  be 
able  to  still  further  reduce  the  amount  in 
the  coming  year.  He  greatly  regretted 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
proposed  to  find  t'2,OlK),000  of  his  defi- 
ciency by  diminishing  the  amount  ii|)- 
plieable  to  the  rcdueiion  of  Debt,  In 
Opposition  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
continually  attaeked  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  St,  George^s  for 
having  diverted  £:^,O00,0O0  of  the  Sink- 
ing Fund,  anil  yet  he  was  now  doing  the 
ttame  thing  himself.  As  regarded  the 
Death  Duties,  he  woo  Id  not  now  discuss 
the  proposals  of  graduation,  but  some 
explanation  would  be  advisable, as  several 
hoD.  Gentlemen  near  him  did  not  under- 
8taDd  how  the  Legacy  Duties  would 
stand.  He  understood  that  no  change 
waa  made,  but  perhaps  the  Cbnncellor 
would  give  some  explanation  on  this 
point.  With  respect  to  the  Income  Tax, 
Le  referred  to  the  hardship  wifii  which 
It  bore  on  industrial  incomes.  At  present 
incomes  were  asisesscd  on  the  average  of 
three  years,  and  if  the  income  fell  the 
tux  was  still  levied  on  the  same  amount, 
though  it  had  never  been  received. 
Formerly   relmte  waa   allowed,   aud   he 


thought  it  would  be  only  just  to  revert  to 
tlie  old  tiy stem.  He  proposed  to  put 
down  an  Amendment  to  this  effect  wbeti 
the  Bill  gut  Into  Conmiittee.  He  wii* 
surprised  to  hear  the  Chancellor  of  tho 
Exchequer  siiy  that  the  proHta  of  brewing 
were  iti  fewer  bands  than  formerly.  The 
very  i^everse  was  the  case.  Many  of 
the  great  brewing  firms  throughout  the 
country  had  l>een  turned  into  J oi tit  Stock 
Companies,  and  the  shares,  instead  of 
toeing  dividetl  iimoug  a  few  partners  a.s 
was  the  case  a  few  yearn  ago,  were  now 
parcelled  out  among  an  immense  number 
of  small  holders,  who  thus  derived  the 
p  rofi  t  s  fro  in  1  >r  e  w  i  n  g .  T  h  ore  i  v  a  s  a  I  w  ays 
a  cousiderable  atnount  of  public  feeling 
against  the  Income  Tax,  whieli  made  it 
diffieult  to  defend  and  maintain.  A 
national  feeliug  existed  that  its  incidence 
was  unjust,  and  be  w^ould  urge  again 
upon  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
the  desirability  of  considering  in  Com- 
mittee the  points  he  had  raised. 

Sir  a.  KOLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  said, 
whatever  might  be  the  views  of  the 
House  as  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
cbequer^s  proposals — and  to  express 
til  em  would  be  premature— nobody  could 
fail  to  admire  the  ability  aud  lucidity  of 
his  statement.  It  must  be  apparent  tt> 
everyone  that  the  difliculties  the  right 
hon,  Gentlemen  bad  to  contend  with 
were  owing  principally  to  the  cxp»endi- 
turo  that  bitd  been  undertaken  in  connec- 
tion with  the  national  defence.  The 
nation,  however,  would  not  begrudge 
him  the  moucy  necessary  for  this  ptir- 
pose,  because  it  was  reeoguisod  as  really 
HU  insuraTice  payment  for  the  protection 
of  the  trade  and  prosperity  of  the  nation* 
With  respect  to  the  excise  on  spirits,  he 
might  direct  the  atientton  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  a  fact  worth  noting.  There 
could  be  little  doubt  that  the  extent  of 
the  consumption  of  alcoliol  veas  an  iudi- 
catiou  of  the  state  of  trade  in  the  country,, 
and  the  official  statistic:*  showed  there 
had  been  a  considerable  increase  in  the 
consumption  of  alcoholic  liquors.  He 
agreed  with  the  criticism  that  hatl  been 
passeil  on  the  action  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  in  availing  himself  of  the 
Sinking  Fund  in  order  to  meet  the  de- 
niands  upon  him.  He  certainly  under- 
stood that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
protested  loudly  against  any  such  course, 
but  his  practice  was  quite  the  contrary. 
As  to  the  Trustee  Savings  Batiks,  the  right 
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lion.  Gentleman  tiki  not  ?!fty  wlictlier  they 
wore  alsu  fiiv  ountbl y  ati'ecteil  in  reganl  in 
the  enlargement  of  the  limit  of  depos^its. 

HiH  \\\  HAKC'OURTi    Til  a  certiiin 
cxtewt. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  was  glad  to  hear  it, 
becanse,  although  there  had  heen  sonae 
ciiAes  of  criticism  in  connect  ton  with 
those  hanks,  he  was  happy  to  slate  that 
he  believed  they  were  generally  sound. 
The  conutry  owed  a  great  obligation  to 
the  vohintary  trustees  for  the  iuterest 
they  hail  taken  in  the  welfare  of  the 
bauks,  whicli  had  nndo«l>tedIy  done  much 
to  encoiinii^e  tlirift  umong  the  poorer 
clas^ses.  He  could  not  a;^ree  with  the 
critic  ism  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite,  that  these  institutionft  iniuiH- 
tered  to  a  class  for  which  they 
were  not  intended,  ami  interfered  with 
the  interests  of  the  private  hanks. 
They  heard  that  sort  of  criticism  fre- 
quently applied  to  Free  Libraries  and 
other  such  institutions  which  he  was 
satisfieil  were  doing  real  service  to  the 
workiijg  classes.  He  was  glad  to  hear  the 
adniis**ion  from  one  of  his  hon.  Friends 
who  preeedeil  him  in  the  dist'ussion 
that  tlie  Post  Oflice  banks,  so  far 
from  conflicting  with  the  interest  of 
private  banks,  really  increased  the 
resources  of  tho.so  banks  hy  in  time, 
through  the  thrift  they  encoiitragetl, 
transforming  the  small  trader  into  the 
large  trader.  He  was  satisfied  that  the 
private  hanks  of  the  country  could  not 
tniniater,  at  least  in  their  early  stages, 
to  the  class  of  small  accuiTiulators  who 
used  the  Poi^t  OHice  Savings  Banks. 
He  belie  vet  i  the  Imnks  were  a  great 
benefit  to  the  j)eople,  and  he  was  glad 
that  tile  increase  in  the  tlepostts  allowed 
bad  led  to  good  results.  In  the  Act 
tliere  was  an  automatic  provision  for  the 
in  vestment  of  savings  and  interest  in 
8tock  ;  but  it  was  not  iLsed  so  generally 
as  one  would  wiah.  He  thought  the 
funds  of  the  country  were  a  reservoir 
into  whioh  the  shavings  of  the  poor  might 
be  largely  diverted,  with  the  result  that 
they  would  have,  as  in  France,  a  larger 
class  bavrng  a  distinct  interest  in  the 
welfare  of  the  country  and  closely 
identihed  with  its  institutions*  He 
hoped  that  that  provision  won  hi  be 
extended.  The  existing  machinery  wus 
not  the  heat  for  the  purpose  ;  it  was  too 
complicated  ;  it  was  not  understood  ©veji 
by  the  managers  of  the  banks,  much  leaa 
^V>  A.  RoUU 
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by  the  poor  investors,  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  wouKl  unJonbtedly  do 
iin  additional  service  if  lie  increased  the 
facilities  for  tins  investment.  There  was 
one  provision  in  the  Act  of  IH90  with 
which  he  did  not  agree.  That  wai^  the 
provision  with  regard  to  surplus  invest- 
ments, which  he  thought  complicated 
aial  restricted.  He  wishetl  that  those 
who  invested  largely  in  local  securities 
of  the  best  chantcter  showld  have 
further  facilities  for  that  purpose. 
With  regard  to  the  remisaiou  of  Death 
Duties,  be  would  only  remark  that  the 
lawyers  in  this  lawyer-ridden  country, 
to  use  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's 
wonls — if  no  other  class  be — ^  won  Id  be 
greatly  gratiiied  by  the  removal  of 
anomalies  and  the  pimplilication  and 
abolition  of  some  of  the  complexities  In 
relation  to  the  Death  Duties.  He  thought 
also  some  of  the  readjustments  com- 
tneuded  themselves,  whilst  as  to  the 
system  of  graduation  it  had  been  bis 
duty  to  sign  the  Memorial  to  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  presented  by  the 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  which  consisted 
largely  of  the  capitalist  class  ;  but  yet  the 
sense  was  almost  universal  that  some 
system  of  gradation  was  to  be  recom- 
mended. He  believed,  therefore,  that 
this  was  a  move  in  the  right  direction, 
and,  ass  wining  the  prineiplo  to  be  con- 
ceded, the  scale  appeared  to  be  moderate, 
though  perhaps  it  was  considered  too 
moderate  in  some  quarters  of  the  House. 
The  deductions  under  Schedule  A, 
though  not  great,  were  inevitable  upon 
logical  and  just  principles,  and  he  wa© 
glad  they  bad  been  made,  especially  as 
they  atT'ected  the  incomes  of  a  class  on 
whom  the  Income  Tax  pressed  very 
heavily.  He  thought  the  statement  of 
the  Chancrdlor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
very  clear  and  able,  and  that  the  rig-ht 
boo.  Gentleman  was  to  l>e  heartily  eou- 
gratulated  upon  it* 

The  solicitor  general  (Sir 
J.  RiGBY,  Forfar)  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Botlmin  had  asked  a 
question  as  to  the  working  out  of  the 
principle  expounded  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  in  the  case  of  a  property 
settled  on  the  father  for  life,  which  after- 
wards passed  over  to  the  son,  and  was 
then  diverte<i  to  a  nephew.  He  would 
assume  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  dealing  with  a  case  where  the  settle- 
ment was  made  by  the  father  or  by  flom© 
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Bticefitor.  Id  thiit  ciiae,  on  the  death  of 
the  father,  the  first  tenant  for  life^  this 
£9t4ite  Duty  woulil  l>erome  payable,  and 
would  be  graduated  according  to  the 
amonut  of  tlie  property  comprised  in  the 
settlement.  That  won  Id  be  the  only 
time  upon  wliich  a  distinct  duty  would  be 
charged  upon  the  property  so  lonfj^  as  it 
remained  in  .settlement.  On  the  sue- 
cest?ive  death?  there  was  no  new  charge 
of  the  Esttate  Duty  beyond  the  adcli- 
tioiial  I  per  cent,  which  was  imposed 
riipon  sett  fed  property.  In  the  case  su^- 
fted,  the  Snecet^.sion  Duty  being  pay- 
by  the  1  i  nea  I  d  bs  c  e  n  <  1  a  n  t ,  it  won  I  d  he 
merged  in  the  Estate  Duty,  Supposing 
the  property  afterwards  passed  to  a 
nephew,  he  would  be  the  last  partaker 
under  the  settlement,  and  npon  his 
death  they  would  start  again  nm]  charge 
the  Eatate  Duty.  With  ret'ereDCO  to 
him,  as  he  came  in  nntler  the  settlement, 
there  would  be  uo  new  Estate  Duty 
chargeable;  hut  the  Succession  Duty 
would  l>e  chargeable  in  full  ;  that  was  to 
Bfty,  thu  same  Succession  Duty  as  was 
now  payable,  the  difference  being  that  if 
he  succeeded  to  the  estate  in  fee  simple 
he  would  he  charged  acconling  to  the 
principal  value  of  xha  property.  The 
Member  for  (riiildfonl  also  asked  a  "ques- 
tion as  to  whether,  in  the  case  of  a  pro- 
perty of  £100,(K)0,  one- ha  If  composed  of 
personalty  and  the  other  of  realty^  the 
one-half  of  the  Estate  Duty  that  was  to 
be  charged  on  the  realty  would  fall  upon 
the  personalty  exclusively,  or  was  it  to  be 
charged  upon  realty.  As  he  understood 
it,  one-half  eert^iinlr  fell  on  realty. 

Siu  J.  GORST  stVid,  he  would  like  to 
ask  ft  question  on  a  point  which  was  not 
clear.  Take  the  case  of  a  settlor  who 
waa  dead  long  before  the  passing  of  this 
Act  ;  a  tenant  for  life  was  in  possession 
of  that  property  wndor  the  settlement, 
and  he  died.  Woo  Id  any  Estate  Duty  be 
paid  upon  the  death  of  that  tenaiit  for 
life? 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  the  principle 
covered  that  case  also.  Upon  the  death 
of  the  teuaut  for  life  there  was  a  devohi- 
tion  or  passing  of  the  property,  and  npon 
that  devolution  Estate  Doty  became 
payable. 

Mr,  CLANCY  (DnhHo  Co,,  K.) 
said,  he  did  not  intend  on  that  occasion 
to  reier  to  all  the  new  proposals  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  but  there 
waa  one  proposal  at  least  to  which  he,  as 


an  Irish  Nattotmlist  Representative, 
desired  to  draw  attention  at  the  ejiHu»st 
possible  moment  for  tlie  purpose  of  con- 
demning it,  No  doubt  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  a  very  difficult 
task  in  striving  to  provide  for  a  very 
large  deficit  in  the  Bndget  of  the  year  ; 
but  he  thought  that  on  several  groimds 
the  very  last  expedient  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  onght  to  have 
resorted  for  the  purpose  of  making  up 
the  deficit  was  to  further  increase  the 
ineqnality  of  taxation  between  Ireland 
and  Great  Britain.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Excheqner  might  have  covered  the 
deficit  hy  not  allowing  the  abntemoTits  in 
the  Income  Tax,  or  hy  not  making  such 
tine  gmdations  between  the  different 
classes  of  income  to  be  aflected  hy  the 
Death  Duties.  But  the  right  lion.  Gentle- 
man had  resorted  to  the  one  expedient 
always  resorted  to  by  British  Ministers 
wdien  they  fonnd  themselves  io  a  linaiicial 
diflicnky — ^lie  had  resorted  to  the  Whiskey 
D  t  i  ty .  T  b  i  s  c  o  u  i"s  e  l>ega  n  i  o  th  e  y  e  ar  1 8  52 , 
when  theeffect  of  the  increase  on  the  Spirit 
Dnties  was  to  increase  the  taxation  of 
Ireland  by  *i2  per  cent.^  whereas  the  in- 
orcHse  in  the  taxation  of  Great  Britain 
during  the  same  period  was  only  about 
18  per  cent.  The  process  was  eoutiuued 
in  several  years  subsequently,  and  at 
last,  in  188t5,  a  proposal  to  further  iu- 
crease  the  Spirit  Duty  by  2d.  in  the 
gallon  led  to  the  ejection  of  the  Liberal 
Government  of  the  day  from  Office  by 
the  Irish  vote.  The  propossd  now  was  to 
increase  the  duty  not  by  2d.,  hut  h_v  Bd. 
It  waa  saiil  that  they  did  not  treat 
Irelaud  unjustly  when  they  taxed  spirits 
in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  Jit  the  same 
rate.  The  Irish  Represnntatives  had 
over  and  over  again  pointed  ont  the 
fallacy  of  that  argument.  The  National 
beverage— he  did  not  like  the  phrase, 
hat  used  it  for  want  of  a  better  one — waa 
whiskey  in  Irehind  and  beer  in  Gre^t 
Britain  ;  and,  therefore,  although  they 
put  the  same  tax  on  whiskey  througbont 
the  Kingdom,  it  fell  heavily  on  Ireland, 
because  more  whiskey  was  consumed 
there  in  proportion  to  the  population  than 
was  drunk  in  England.  That  was  the 
foundation  of  the  complaints  which  the 
Irish  Members  had  made  from  time  to 
time  as  to  the  injnstice  of  this  financial 
burden  imposed  on  Ireland.  For  a  long 
time  it  had  been  contended  that  there 
was  DO  injustice  to  Ireland  at  all  in  thia 
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cQutrmial  iiicreiii; 
III  18o2  and  for  aieveml  years  subrtc- 
qiieiitly  the  right  hon,  Geiitleoiaii  the 
Member  fi>r  ilidlotUiau  liud  jsloailily 
defetiileil  tlii.s  iuerease.  Howevtr,  \u 
1886»  and  aguin  last  year,  the  ri^lit  liou. 
Gentleaiau  had  admitted  that  Irelaud 
diiriJig^  all  those  year?^  had  siitfercd  great 
financial  ioju.^tice^ — in  fact,  he  believe^l 
the  right  hon.  Gentlernuu  hwX  said 
"shameful  financial  iujtist ice '* — and  he 
could  not  have  based  that  critieism  on 
any  other  ground  but  on  the  eontianal 
i  nc r eas  e  o f  tb  e  W  h  i  s k  ey  D  n  t y .  1 1  w as , 
therefore,  ex trarml in nry,  after  those  ad* 
tnissioiis  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Midlothian,  tu  tintl  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exehe<^juer  atstnuily 
proposing  not  to  reiluf^o  but  to  further 
increa.se  the  tiiianeial  burden  of  Ireland* 
The  time,  too,  was  very  unfortunate. 
Last  year  the  Goveniuieut,  thiongh  the 
right  hon,  Gentlemau  the  Member 
for  Midlothian,  eonaented  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Royal  Coujinissioa  to 
ijiquire  into  the  fiuaneial  re  hit  ions  be- 
tween Irehmd  and  Great  Britain.  The 
assumption  was  that  there  was  an  Iriah 
financial  grievance  to  be  redressed  ;  and 
yet,  before  a  single  invest igatitm  by  that 
Commission  had  taken  pliiee,  lliey  bad 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  pre- 
judging the  question  by  actmdiy  adding 
to  the  burden  of  the  taxation  of  Irehmd. 
lie  looked  tjpou  the  proposal  to  Vk\\K\  6d. 
a  gallon  to  the  duty  ots  whiskey^  and 
only  (kl,  a  barrel  to  tlie  duty  on  beer, 
a^  a  further  piece  of  plunder  applied 
to  Ireland,  and  he  therefore  could 
uever  give  his  consent  to  it. 

Sir  \\\  llAKCOUHT  :  I  am  sure  the 
hon.  Member  knows  perfectly  well 
that  the  consumption  of  alcoholic 
li(|tiors  in  Englarrd  per  head  of  the 
population  is  higher  than  that  of 
Ireland,  and  higher  in  Scotland 
than  in  England,  The  figures,  roughly 
speaking,  are  these  : — 16s.  per  head  in 
England  ;  193*.  per  head  iu  Scotland  ; 
and  13s.  per  head  in  Ireland.  Iu  fixing 
the  dutieg  as  I  have  done  I  had  in  view 
the  complaints  made  two  years  ago  as 
to  the  uiifairness,  as  between  ditfereat 
parts  of  the  country,  of  putting  a  duty 
of  6d.  on  whiskey  and  only  3d,  on  beer, 
and  to  that  extent  I  redressed  the  iiie» 
fpiality  which  exists  as  between  the 
Spirit  Duty  aud  (he  Beer  Duty.  I  was 
quit^  prepared,  bowever,  to    hear  there 

Mr,  Clancy 


would  be  eomplaiuts  on  this  matter,  and 
I   must  eudeavour  to  deal  with   them  at 
the  proper  time.     With  regard  to  coiu* 
age,  about  which  I   have  been  asked  a 
quei?tion  by  an  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
I  have  to  say  that  the  original  estimate  of 
light    gcdd  was  je43,()iK),t)O0.      There    ist 
ahcady  received  at  theMiul  i;23,4(H),OUO, 
of  which  £*'i,4t)0,0{X)  was  received  in  the 
year    lH9d-94.     The   total  deficieuey   of 
weight,    up  to    the    present    time,     has 
cost    £3^:^,000,    of    which     £83,,>OJ    i& 
due      to      the       year      lHy3-94»       The 
total     i^umbcr     of     sovereigns     sent     in  ' 
from  the  commencement  of  the  operntiau 
luis   been    14,000,000,   ami   the    value  of 
half-sovereigns  i:y,ijOO,000.       The  loa*, 
per  1,000  sovereigns,  htis  been  £11,  The 
loss,  [ler  £1,000  worth  of  balf-sovereigus, 
has  been  £24' 1,     The  withdrawals   are 
proceeding  at  a  niuch   slower  rate.     Iu 
1H93-94  tiic  average  iwe^ekly  withdrawalti  | 
were  less   than  a  third  oi'  those  iu  1892* 
93.     The  average  loss   on  each  piece  is  j 
also    considerably    less  since  tlie  beglu- 
ning  of  the  year  1894,  esfjeeially  ou  the] 
half-sovereign.  Loss  ou  whole  period  : — 
2'(351d.  ou  sovereigns;    2*89 Id,  on   half 
80v«.^reigns.      Loss    iu    early    months    of 
1 894:— 2'60.5d.  on  sovereigns  ;  2*o48d,oii  I 
half-sovereigns.     There  is  a  balance  still] 
left    of    the    original     fund    of    £o3,o00 1 
available  foi'  the  vear  1  HO 4-95. 

Mh,     GIBSuis^     BOWLES     ( Lynn  j 
Regis)  said,    the   Chancellor  of  the   Ex- 
chequer had   told   theiu  that  the  Peruui"] 
nent  Debt   Fund    was  a  great   reBonreel 
and  a  great  reserve  ;  that  it  was  our  war  I 
chest,  and  that  no  diversion  froui  it  would! 
be  made  to  meet  the  deficit.     And  vet| 
after    that     statement     the    right     hou* 
Gentleman     laid     his     bands    ou     ovet 
£2,000,000  which  would  otherwise  have 
gone  to   the  reduction  of  the  PermaueDt 
Debt. 

Sitt  W.  IIARCCJUKT  was  uuder«i 
to  dissent  from  this  statement* 

•Mu,  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  it  wii 
plain  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  diminished  l»y  £2,000,1 
the  amount  that  woidd  have  gone  to  pai 
the  Debt,  old  or  new.  The  right  ban. 
Gentleman  would  have  bad  to  Hud* 
£2,OO0,0tK)  from  Revenue  had  he  not  laid 
hands  on  £2,000,000  which  he  ought  to 
have  applied  to  the  reduction  of  llie 
Debt,  He  confessett  that  after  that  pro* J 
posal  he  heard  with  astonishment  the 
right  hou.   Gentlemau'd  talk   about  tbe| 
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^Acrifices  which  our  fathers  hud  made. 
The  sacrifice  which  our  fiithors  madowjiH 
to  impose  taKation  upon  theinscdves.  The 
sacrifice  which  their  sou,  in  tiic  person  ot" 
the  Cliaticellor  of  the  Exchequer,  made 
was  to  take  morjey  iotendei!  for  the 
reduction  of  the  Del»t  and  use  it  for 
the  pajmeijt  of  cxpeiis^es.  That 
wiig  not  a  good  wav  to  fed  low 
ihe  example  of  our  fathers.  With 
regard  to  the  Death  Dijtie.^,  he  uuder- 
stood  the  right  hoii.  Geutlertiau  to 
aaj  that  the  Legary  and  Suceession 
Duties  were  to  remain  at  the  same  rates 
•as  at  present,  and  to  be  eollet^ted  in  the 
iuune  way,  but  in  addition  to  the  Estate 
Duty.  From  what  the  Solicitor  General 
said,  however,  it  seemctl  that  rlicne  were 
uot  to  be  in  addition  to  the  Estate  Duty, 
The  most  marked  foarure  of  the  Budtfet 
was  that  it  was  a  Budget  for  taxing 
rhe  rich  in  order  to  relieve  the  poor, 
Howw^as  that  justified  ?  The  right  lion. 
Geotlemau  the  Cbanecllor  of  tho  Ex- 
chequer had  told  them  that  the  rich  were 
getting  poorer  and  the  poor  were  getting 
richer.  He  staid  that  trade  pho wetl  a 
progressive  decline,  and  if  there  was  a 
progressive  detdine  in  trade  tlje  trader 
must  be  a  sufferer* 

Sm  W,  HAHCOURT  denied  that  lie 
had  stated  that  there  was  t^  progre^isive 
dec  hue  in  trade. 

Mk.  GIBSON  BOWLES  saiii,  he 
had  taken  down  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
mau*d  wordi*,  and  he  would  appeal  to 
to-morrow  morning's  papers  to  prove  the 
accuracy  of  his  note.  In  the  meantime, 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  denied  the 
accuracy  of  his  quotation,  he  would  with- 
draw it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
fiaid  that  the  articles  of  consumption  by 
the  wealthier  classes,  such  as  wine, 
were  decreasiog,  ami  that  seemed  to 
show  that  the  wealthy  classes  were 
getting  less  wealthy.  For  instance,  the 
Cobacco  revenue  was  decreasing,  as  also 
was  the  Stamp  Revenue  for  business 
Clamps.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ioldl  them  that  there  was  no  sign  of 
Uimiuntion  in  the  power  of  the  wage 
earning  class  to  buy  thecommi^dities  they 
ijoeiled,  atid  no  sign  even  of  pinching. 
That  made  good  the  assumption  that  the 
rich  were  getting  poorer  and  the  poor 
richer.  Nevertheless,  what  did  the  right 
hoii.  Gentlemaa  do  ?  lie  put  the  whole 
of  the  new  taxation  on  the  rich*  Not  only 
did  he  refrain  from  putting  a   halfpenny 
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new  taxes,  directly  or  indirectly, 
upon  the  poor,  but,  of  malice  prrpeNsr, 
he  increased  the  Income  Tax  of  the  rela- 
tively rich,  uot  hocansu  ho  meant  to  keep 
it  or  wanted  it  for  revenue,  hut  in  order 
to  reheve  the  relatively  poor.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  might  have  put  the  Id* 
on  the  Income  Tax  in  the  nsnal  way, 
i^quaring  np  the  account  in  a  handsome, 
simple,  and  comprehensible  manner  ;  hut 
he  put  it  on  io  one  quarter  so  as  to  re- 
lieve the  lower  order  of  Income  Tax- 
payers. He  might  have  left  the  Income 
Tax  alone,  seeing  that  there  was  no  gain 
to  the  Exchequer  i>y  the  operation.  The 
right  hon.  Gen  tl  era  an  was  simply  en- 
deavouring to  frame  a  popular  Budget* 
lie  (Mr.  Bowles)  did  not  wish  to  bqq  a 
large  burden  put  upon  tho  poor,  but  ho 
agreed  with  the  exrellent  n)oral  apothegm 
of  the  Chancellor  of  tlje  Exchequer  that^ — 

'*  A  j»ood  avritem  of  taxation  was  that  tlio 
burden  should  W  imposed  where  it  would  be 
least  felt." 

Where  it  would  be  least  felt  just  now,  ac- 
cording to  the  right  Gentleman,  would  be 
amongst  the  poorer  classes,  whilst  amongst 
the  richer  chisses— who,  as  tliey  all  knew, 
had  fallen  away  from  the  Government — 
it  would  be  most  felt.  With  regard  to 
the  Death  Duties,  no  donbt  justice  re- 
quired that  when  a  man  became  possessed 
of  an  estate  in  fee  he  should  pay  duty  on 
the  capital  value  of  it  as  a  roan  who  be- 
came the  possessor  of  a  similar  sum  in 
easli ;  but  there  was  this  difficulty,  which 
had  always  hitherto  been  recognised,  that 
in  the  case  of  £1,000  left  to  a  man,  if  tho 
State  wished  to  take  £10  per  cent,  of  it, 
it  could  take  £100,  leaving  the  owner 
£900  ;  but  in  the  ease  of  1,000  acres  of 
land  left  to  a  man  the  State  did  not  take 
100  acres,  but  required  him  to  raise  a 
mortgage  (which  was  a  difficult  thing 
to  do)  and  to  pay  in  golden  sovereigns. 
He  nnaintftined  tiiat  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man was  adopting  not  an  equal  treatment, 
but  a  differential  treatment  as  to  land. 
He  had  only  risen  to  show  how  little  he 
understood  the  Biulget,  and  to  ask  for 
an  explanation  which  wotild  be  useful  to 
himself  and  to  other  Imn.  Members. 

Mh.  WOLFF  (Belfast,  E.)  said,  that 
so  little  time  had  passed  since  they  heard 
the  Budget  proposals  made  that  they 
were  hardly  able  to  go  into  details  as  yet, 
or  even  to  discuss  the  pnuciplcs  laid  t»e- 
fore  them.     But  some  points  had  struck 
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hini^  jukl  be  slioiild   like   to  mtike  i^ome 
remarks    ou    a  few    of   diem*     He    did 
not  altogether  approvn   of  the  waj   the 
Chancellor   of  the   Exchequer  propos<etl 
to  pay  for  the   naval  debt.     He  did   not 
want  to  i*ay    aijythin|jj   about  the   Death 
Duties.     It  was  not  u  subject  wbieh  con- 
cerned tbe  class  of  people  he  represented 
there,  but  bad  relation  to  those  who  were 
iDterested    iu    real   property  rather  thati 
those  who  represented  a  purely  busiuess 
community.     With  regard  to  the  Income 
Tax,  although   he   naturally  objected  to 
the  extra    penny,  he    supposed   it  could 
Eot  be  avoidecL     If  it  was  necessary  to 
increase  that  tax   it  w^as  satisfactory  to 
kijow  that  most  of  the  money  that  would 
be  raised  would  come  back   to  the  class 
of  people  of  small  incomes,  who  needed 
every  indulgence  that  could  be  extended 
to  them  by  the  Cliancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer.    The  working  classes  did  not  pay 
any  Income  Tax,  but  there  w^aa  a  large 
class  of  clerks  and  professional  men,  and 
the  poorer  class  of  the  clergy,  whose  in- 
come, although  nominally  above  that  of  the 
working  man,  had  so  many   calls  upou 
it    that,   strictly    speaking,    he   believed 
they  were  actually  poorer  ihan  working- 
men  •  and  anything  that  could   be  done 
to  lighten  the  burden  upon  them   was   a 
step  entirely  in  the  right  direction.    The 
next  way  in  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  proposed  to  raise  money  was 
by  increasing  the  duty  on  spirits  and  beer. 
The    duty  which    was  to   be   levied   on 
Irish  spirits  was  a  matter  which  certainly 
concerned    him    as    much    as    the   hon. 
Member  for  North  Dubliu.     The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  hud  explained  to 
them  til  at  the  duty  was  so  small  that  it 
could    not    touch     the    consumer.     The 
raanufficture  of  whisky  was   one  of  the 
few  manufactures  that  still  flourished  in 
Ireland,  and  any   extra  taxation    would 
tend  to  interfere   witb  and  diminish  the 
industry.     The  consumption   in   Ireland, 
too,  w^as  one  of  whisky  and  not  beer,  but 
apart  from  that  he  consideretl   tlmt   Ire- 
land already  paid  its  fair  share  of  taxa- 
tion.    It  was  certain  that  the  tax  w*ould 
act   ad  verso Jy    on  the  trade   in  Ireland* 
But  even  iu  that  case,  if  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  that  taxation  of  the  kind  should 
be  imposed,  it  mUBt  of  course  be  borne. 
Why,  if  it  was  necessary  to  raise  revenue 
by  imjjosing  this  fresh  tax,  why  was  it 
not  imposed  in  the  case  of  foreign  spirits 
ftlso  ? 


The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T,  HiUHERT,  Oldham)  : 
That  is  the  case,  A  Resolution  to  that 
effect  will  l*e  proposed, 

Mr.  WOLFF  :  I  did  not  take  it  to  be 
so  from  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBRERT  :  Y"es,  a  Resolu- 
tion will  be  proposed  for  the  imposition 
of  !i  simibir  tax  ou  foreign  spirits. 

Mr.  WOLFF  said,  he  was  glad  to 
hear  this,  because  it  had  seemed  to  him 
n  strange  thing  that  foreign  spirits  should 
ho  exempted.  If  that  ivcre  the  case,  no 
doubt  a  considerable  revenue  w^ould  be 
produced,  and  possibly  the  duty  on  Scotch 
and  Irish  whisky  might  hereafter  be 
reduced. 

Mr,  EVERSHED  (Staffordshire, 
Burton)  .said,  there  were  so  many  pointi 
of  the  Budget  with  which  he  sympa- 
thised that  it  w*as  with  considerable 
regret  that  he  had  to  offer  »ome  criticismd 
upon  the  provision  for  increased  taxation 
of  beer.  He  hoped,  before  this  Resolu- 
tion was  passedj  they  would  have  some 
information  as  to  whether  it  was  intended 
to  make  tbis^  increased  tax  permanent* 
He  knew  nothing  abonl,  spirits,  but  he 
did  want  to  get  at  this  information  in 
reference  to  beer.  He  assumed  that  but 
for  the  considerable  expenditure  on  the 
Navy,  tio  increased  tax  on  spirits  or  beer 
or  any  increase  of  liie  Income  Tax  would 
have  been  necessary.  What  he  would 
like  to  hear  was  whether  they  were  to 
regiird  this  tax  on  beer  as  a  temporary 
tax  for  a  year  or  as  a  permanent  mea- 
sure ?  He  should  like  an  answer  to  that 
question,  and  he  was  bound  to  say  tt 
would  materially  influence  the  view  ho 
should  take  upon  it.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchecpier  spoke  of  the  profits  of 
brewers  as  being  of  a  very  extraordinary 
nature,  and  indicated  that  he  could  if 
he  would  divulge  some  figures  that  would 
astonifc*h  the  House.  He  ventured  to  say 
ibere  was  nothing  extraordinary  nbotit 
the  profits  of  brewers.  It  happened  that 
the  greater  part  of  the  brewing  trade  was 
carried  on  by  Public  Companies.  Their 
operations  were  the  subject  of  annua] 
balance-sheets  which  were  made  public, 
and  it  was  perfectly  well-known  that  the 
ordinary  profits  of  the  brewing  trade 
were  very  moderate.  He  did  not  know 
whether  any  of  those  gentlemen  who 
repreiented  more  particularly  the  hurley 
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growers  of  this  country  would  have  a 
word  to  say  ahout  tlji?^  imposition  of 
practicallj  2s,  a  rpiarter  on  luirh'v.  Tlie 
Chancellor  of  the  Exebtiqncr  might  s^uy 
this  was  a  very  &niall  injj)o.sr»  whifli 
would  not  dimiuit*h  the  piiee  of  barley. 
But  it  might  as  well  be  said  that  if  yon 
did  away  with  beerHlrinking  ahogether 
you  wrmlLl  nol  diminish  the  price  of  barley. 
He  tbought  the  impost  was  one  which 
must  be  \^ry  unwelcome  to  the  barley 
growers  of  this  country.  They  were  told 
that  the  working  man  would  not  be 
hurt  by  thife  tax.  lie  veiitiired  lo  think 
that  the  working  men  w^onld  take  a  very 
different  view — namely,  that  if  there 
were  no  tax  they  wo  old  get  moi*e  or 
better  Ijeer  for  their  money.  He  noticed 
with  regret  that,  wbile  in  this  extremely 
jogeQioua  Budget  epirits  were  taxed  and  a 
considerableiuereAsed  duty  laid  upon  beer, 
which  was  the  beverage  of  the  poor  man, 
wiue,  which  was  the  Itucury  of  the  rich, 
was  left  untouched* 

Mr,  :^10NEY  WIGRAM  (Essex, 
Bomford)  said,  be  would  not  detaio  the 
Committee  upon  the  partieidars  of  the 
Budget  except  so  far  as  it  atiected  the 
breNviug  trade,  of  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  be  a  member,  because  he  was 
aware  ttiey  would  have  an  op|>ortunity 
hiter  on  of  discussing  these  questions* 
He  must  say  he  listened  with  some  ap- 
preheiisioa  to  the  words  used  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  tbe 
Exchequer,  lie  understood  from  them 
that  the  interest  of  their  trade  was  Dot 
of  much  importance  to  him,  and  it  was 
therefore  with  some  sense  of  satisfaction 
that  he  found  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
when  ill  want  of  help,  turning  tirst  of  all 
to  their  particular  trade  to  get  out  of 
his  difticulty.  The  trade  was  being  bled 
to  death  for  the  benefit  of  tbe  country  ; 
hut  he  saw  at  leagt  a  short  renewal  of 
their  lease  of  life  in  the  fact  tliat  tlie 
Chaucellor  of  the  Exchequer  considered 
the  trade  to  be  of  financial  use  to  the 
oouutry.  The  point  to  which  he  wished 
10  call  attention  was  the  proposition 
that  this  tax  of  6d.  a  barrel  should  fall 
upoQ  the  manufacturers.  Their  view 
was  that  the  time  had  gone  by  when  it 
was  possible  for  the  manufacturers  to 
pay  iuereased  taxation — which  must  in 
tbe  end  fall  upon  the  consumer*  When, 
in  1880,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Midlothian  repealed  what 
was  theu  known  as  the  Malt  Tax,  hut 


which  was  in  reality  a  t^ix  upon  barley, 
lie  explained  that  ul though  he  was  only 
repealing  one  tax  and  imposing  an 
equivalent  tax,  he  expected  to  get  a 
small  sum  for  the  Exchequer  out  of  the 
difference  in  the  rate  of  exchange.  It 
was  pointed  out  to  him  that  the  new 
tax  would  pjaee  upon  them  an  ailditional 
duty  of  no  less  than  2s.  a  quarter  over 
the  old  tax — a  duty  equivalent  to  24s,  of 
tbe  old  Malt  Tax.  They  must  now  add  the 
3d,  a  barrel  extra  imposed  in  188^  and 
retained  in  1890,  which  made  an  addi- 
tional 3,s.  to  what  was  paid  umler  tbe  old 
Malt  Tax,  together  with  the  present 
addition  of  2s.  per  quarter — making  in 
k\\  OS.  more  than  they  used  to  pay.  He 
contended  that  wheu  in  1885  Mr, 
Childers  brought  his  Budget  before  the 
House  it  was  shown  to  him  most 
clearly  that  the  increase  of  taxation 
already  made  had  fallen  most  heavily 
upon  the  agricultural  interest  of  the 
country  ;  and  they  maintained  that  if 
this  new  tax  was  imposed,  it  must  in  the 
end  fall  upon  the  producer  and  the  con- 
sumer in  the  shape  of  increased  price  or 
an  inferior  article.  He  bo^jed  the  Com- 
mittee woidd  take  the  view  adopted  in 
I885j  and  refuse  to  increase  taxation^ 
wiiich  must  eventnally  fall  upon  the  pro- 
ducer or  consumer. 

Mr.  A.  C.  MORTON  (Pet^rboroagh) 
said,  he  wished  to  ask  a  question  or  two 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  He  was  bound 
to  say,  with  regard  to  the  interesting 
speech  tliey  bad  just  heard,  that  he  must 
congratulate  the  hon.  Member  on  his 
maiden  elibrt ;  but  he  mnst  point  out  that 
the  only  way  in  which  thedirticulty  conld 
be  got  over  and  this  tax  got  rid  of  was  to 
stop  drinking  beer  altogether.  No  spkita 
or  beer  were  required  by  anyone.  There 
was  not  a  doctor  wbo  would  not  tell  them 
that  a  man  was  better  without  it.  Stilly 
if  they  wanted  to  levy  an  extra  tax  it  waft 
better  to  put  it  on  the  luxuries  of  life  than 
tbe  nocessaries.  Some  people  denied  thatn, 
bnt  they  could  not  prove  that  spirits  and 
beer  were  a  necessity.  All  the  doctors 
would  tell  ibem  they  did  not  require  them. 
So  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  objected 
to  this  Navy  business  altogether,  because 
undoubtedly  the  scare  was  got  up  by  the 
Conservative  Party  for  tlie  purpose  of 
taking  attention  away  from  reforms,  and 
especially  from  Home  Bule.  [^Laughter J] 
2  A  2 
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Hon,  Geutleiimu   niigbt  laiigii,  hut  tljey 
knew  it  was  a  scare  whiiihhail  been  tried 
before,  aud  whi*'li  was  too  often  succes.s- 
fiiL     He  wuH  tiorry  thiit  the  Govenimeiit 
and  tbe  niajority  of  tlie  Liberal  Party  luul 
given  way   to  ibat  searc.      Tbe   eoiise- 
queiice  waj*,  that  tbey  bad  now  to  fiud 
tbis  large  sum  of  mouej,  ayd  do  doubt 
tbey  wonbl  bave  anotber  scare  next  year, 
because,  of  cour^ie,  afct  a  result  of  wlial  we 
were  doin^,  France  aud  Russia  would  go 
oil    buikling    more    sbips,      Instea^l    of 
biiiidiiif^    ships,   be   sbould  like  to   nee  a 
Liberal  Goverumeut   proitosiug  arliltra- 
tiou    witli  a  view  of  settliug^  diiiicultie.M 
aod     keepiug     peaee.      He     t  bought    he 
might  eougratulate  tbe  Cbaueellor  of  tbe 
Exchequer,  not  only  upon  the  elear  state- 
meijt  be  had  made,  but  also  upon  tbe  fact 
that  be  had  introduced  a   Budget  wliich 
went  a  fair   way   to  putting  the    Death 
Duties    upon   an    equitable   basis.       He 
admitted  be  should  like  to  bave  seen  tbe 
Chancellor   go   further    in    tbe    way   of 
graduating  the    Income  Tax,  while  ad- 
mitting   what,    he    bad   said   as   to    the 
difficulty   of  carrying  it  out ;    but  they 
were,  at  any  rate,  right  in   thanking  bim 
for   what  be  had  done,  because  bia  pro- 
posals would  relieve  those  with  small  aud 
precarious  incomes  who  bad  a  difficulty  in 
making  both  ends  meet ♦  An  bon.  Gentle- 
mau  said  just  now  tlmt  the  working  man 
would  object  to  this  tax  ou  beer,  and  the 
hou.   Member  for  Belfast  said  that   tbe 
working  man  did  not  pay  Income  Tax.  So 
far  as  tbe  calculations  of  experts  btid  goue, 
they  went  to  show  conclusively  that  the 
working  man  paid  a  very  large  share  of 
tbe  Imperial  taxes — ^a  larger  ebare  than 
any  other  class  of  people  iu  tbiseountry. 
[Sir  W,  Hakcouht  :  Hear,  hear  !]      He 
was  glad  to  see  that  the   Chancellor  of 
the    Exchequer  acknowledged  that.     It 
was  wrong  to  suppose  that  working  men 
did  not  pay  Income  Tax,  or  cou tribute  a 
fair  share  towards  tbe  Imperial  taxation 
of    tbe    country.     With     regard     to    the 
working    man    suffering    by  tbe  tax  on 
beer,  it  had  been  said  that  be  would  have 
to  pEt  up  with  an  inferior  article.     He 
w^as    sorry     tbe    Government    bad    not 
brought  ii]  an  Adulteration  Bill,     It  had 
been   told    him  by  experts  that  a  gowl 
and    effective    Adulteration    Bill    would 
close    half    the     public-bouses     in    the 

t  country. 
Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  that  eon- 
vJctJODH  for  waterlog  beer  cotlld  be  had, 
Jfr^  A.  C  Morion 


and  the  Inland  Revenue   wat*  constantly 
inquiriog  into  comphunts  made. 

Mk.  a.  C.  MUltTON  was  very  sorry 
to  say  that  the  e^istiug  Act  was  not 
very  eifectiv^e.  It  was  a  delusion  and  a 
snare,  and  prevented  the  Local  Autho- 
rities from  maki[ig  use  of  tbeir  own 
povvt^rs  against  adiillenitjon.  Beer  wad 
already  aclu Iterated,  aud  au  bon.  Gentle- 
man bad  told  thetn  that,  in  consequence 
of  this  new  tax,  it  was  to  bo  further 
adulterated, 

Mu.  EVER8HED  :  What  I  said  was, 
that  tbe  working  man  might  get  inferior 
beer. 

Mr.  A.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  should 
agree  with  bis  bon.  Friend  if  more  water 
was  to  be  put  into  the  beer.     According 
to  his  view,  it  wotild  be  all  tbe  better  beer 
on  that  ticeount.     But  he  understood  that 
what  was   meant    by   inferior    beer   was 
ft(hi Iterated    beer.     He    wanted    now    to 
ask    the    Chancellor    of    the   Exchequer 
two    questions.       Tbe     first    w^as    with 
reference  to   tl»e  importation   of    methy- 
lated  spirits.       He    was    told    that    this 
seriously  interfered  with  the  makers  of 
methylated    spirits   in   this    country,  be- 
cause they  could  get  no  drawback.     His 
second     question    hud    reference    to    the 
assessment    of    tb©    Property    Tax    and 
House    Duty.     He    was   glad   to    know 
that  tbe   Chaucellor  of    the  Exchequer 
had  dealt  with  one  portion  of  the  question 
— -that  was  to  say,  be  was  going  to  make 
an  allowance  so  far  as  tbe  Property  Tax 
was  concerned.     Was  be  going  to  make 
an  allowance  in  regard  to  the  House  Dntj 
also  ?     It  bad  always  been  held  that  the 
gross  value  was  an  unfair  value,  and  tbe 
Cbaneeilor   of  the    Exchequer  bad   said 
that  in  fiUure  he  would   levy  the  charge 
upon    the    rateable    value.     If    it    was 
fair    to    make  tbe   allowance    upon    tbe 
Property    Tax,    it    must     be     fair     to 
make      it      also      in      regard     to      tbe 
House   Duty.     He  understood  his  right 
hon.    Friend   did    not    mean  to   take   it 
off  the  House  Duly  this  year,  and  so  tbey 
would  have  something   more   to  ask  for 
next  year.     So  far  as  the  Property  Tax 
was  concerned,  tbey  might  thank  him  for 
having   done    justice    in    fhat    directioD. 
They  hari  been  told  by  tbe  Cbiineellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  the  additional  6d.  per^ 
gallon  upon  spirits  would  not  make  any' 
difference    to   tbfe    retuil    buyer.      That 
might  be  correct,  but  tbe  retail   buyers 
would  find  more  water  in  their  whiskev. 
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The  result  of  that  would  be  that  a 
whiskey  drinker,  fiuding  his  spirit 
watered,  would  have  to  hiij  two  glasses 
where  ho  only  bought  one  now.  No 
donht  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  profit  by  that,  but  he  waa  not  sure 
it  was  a  safe  way  to  obtain  inereaseil 
revenue*  On  the  whole,  he  thought  they 
might  coiignitulate  the  Govorument  upon 
what  would  uudonbtedly  be  a  popular 
Budget,  and  one  which  was  fair  towards 
all  olasses  in  the  country.  It  might  t4ike 
some  trouble  to  get  it  through  the  House, 
but  the  Government  and  the  Chancel  lor 
of  the  Exchequer  might  rely  upon  being 
backed  up  outside  the  House. 

Mr.  USBORNE  (Essex,  Chelmsford) 
eaid,  with  reference  to  the  adulteration  of 
beer  spoken  of  so  much  by  the  hou. 
Gentfemao  who  had  just  sat  down^  he 
must  say  he  did  not  believe  in  it.  The 
hoQ.  Gentleman  who  had  spoken  of 
inferior  l>eer  did  not  mean  that  it  was 
adulterated,  but  rhat  more  water  was 
likely  to  find  its  way  into  it.  He  (Mr, 
Usborne)  affirmed  that  this  duty  was  the 
old   Malt   Duty,  and  would  be  more  dia 


advantageous 


to  the  Etigliiiih  farmer  than 


the  former  duty.  It  was  a  tax  upon 
barley  according  to  yield.  The  filteration 
which  was  made  some  time  since  was  a 
Berious  blow  to  the  English  farmer.  What 
be  wanted  to  press  upon  the  House  was, 
that  this  was  not  a  duty  of  6s.  3d.  per 
barrel  on  beer,  but  a  tax  of  6s.  3d.  on  each 
two  bushels  of  barley  yieldeiL  He  spoke 
as  representing  an  agricuUtiral  constitu- 
ency, and  asked  the  Chancel hjr  to  do  what 
be  could  to  help  the  farmer.  He  could  not 
ask  the  Government  to  do  much  to  relieve 
the  grievances  of  the  farmers,  because  be 
believed  himself  that  pro  tee  t  ion  was  a 
political  impossibility  and  bimetallism  an 
absolute  one.  At  the  same  time,  while 
he  could  not  seek  for  help  in  this  diroc- 
tion,  he  could,  at  all  events,  »sk  the  Ciian- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  not  to  do  the 
farmers  more  barm  by  proposals  of  this 
kind.  He  now  came  to  the  point  who 
was  to  pay  the  tax.  It  had  always  been 
held  by  hou.  Gentlemen  opposite  that 
the  consumer  paid^  hut  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  the  Chsuicellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer now  said,  **  I  have  raised  the 
tax  50  slightly  that  it  will  not  be  felt  on 
the  glass  of  beer."  He  (Mr,  ITsborue) 
felt  that  that  was  the  ease.  Competition 
compelled  the  brewers  to  use  the  pump 
as  little  a«  possible,  but,  undoubtedly,  if 


the  brewers  were  to  make  the  profits  they 
had  made  in  times  gone  by,  something 
would  have  to  he  done.  If  hou.  Mem- 
bers would  glance  at  the  balance  sheetB 
of  the  Brewing  Companies  it  would  be 
found  that  the  profits  made  wer«  not 
very  large,  He  knew  this  was  so  in  his 
own  ease,  and  believed  that  that  state  of 
things  was  geuerab  There  was  not  a 
large  rate  of  interest  made  on  the  capital 
sunk.  They  were  told  in  some  quarters 
that  the  more  water  put  into  the  beer  the 
Ijetter  :  but  the  working  men  whom  he 
knew  —  hardy  agricultural  labourers^ — 
liked  to  have  as  much  malt  as  they  could 
get  in  their  beer  for  the  money.  The  per- 
son who  would  sufter  most  by  even  the 
slight  additional  tax  was,  in  his  opinion, 
the  farmer.  At  the  present  moment  the 
tB,x  of  6s.  3<l.  per  barrel,  or  per  two 
bushels  of  barley,  was  equal  to  the  value 
of  the  barley  growing  in  the  field.  It 
was  a  tax  of  100  per  cent,  on  the  pro- 
duct,  and,  at  any  rate,  so  far  as  his 
constituents  were  concerned,  barley  was 
the  only  crop  left  out  of  which  the 
farmers  could  make  a  decent  profit. 
Hou.  Members  opposite  did  not  pro- 
fess to  be  great  friends 
owners  or  tenant-farmers, 
profess  to  be  the  friends 
cultural  labourers,  and 
therefore  remind  those  hou.  Members 
that  the  imposition  of  this  extra  taxa- 
tion, however  slight,  tending  as  it  would 
to  injure  the  tnwle  from  whieh  the 
labourers  derived  their  wages,  would  tend 
to  injure  the  labourers  ttiemselves. 

8iR  W.  HARCOUKT  (whose  obser- 
vat  ion  8  were  almost  inaudible  in  the 
Reporters'  Gallery)  was  understooil  to 
say  that  he  was  glad  to  hear  a  speech 
from  the  hou.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down,  who  was  so  well  acquainted  with 
the  l>rewing  trade.  The  bon.  Member 
spoke  not  only  as  an  agricultural  Kepre- 
sentative,  but  as  having  an  interest  in 
brewing.  Ever  since  he  (Sir  W.  Har- 
court)  entered  rarlianieut  the  Malt  Tax 
had  been  a  grievance  of  the  agricultural 
class,  and  when  that  was  repealed  the 
Beer  Tax  was  objected  to.  He  found 
rhat  tiie  profits  on  a  glass  of  gin,  rum,  or 
brandy  rauge<l  from  ItK)  to  260  per  cent. 
The  hou.  Member  repudiated  the  idea  of 
the  adulteration  of  beer,  but  he  would 
suggest  to  him  that  instead  of  watering 
his  beer  he  should  follow  the  example  of 
the  gentleman  ou  'Chati^L^e  \ilwvV  "  ^^\«t 
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his  Stock."  If  the  lion.  Member  aud  bis^ 
friends  would  water  the  profit  and  keep 
the  beer  what  it  was,  everybody,  except^ 
perhaps,  the  hon.  Member,  would  be 
please^L  Of  coiin^e,  all  taxes  were  more 
or  less  odious,  but  under  the  eireum- 
stances  he  did  not  see  that  any  indirect 
tax  that  could  be  MUggented  waj*  open  to 
less  objection  than  the  one  now  propopod. 
In  the  time  of  Sir  Kohort  Peol  tlie 
amount  of  indirect  taxation  as  compared 
with  direct  taxatioti  shocked  one's  nerves 
to  consider.  At  the  present  momeiil the 
indirect  taxation  of  the  coimtry  was 
greater  than  the  direct  taxation.  He 
admitted  that  great  progress  had  been 
tnade  in  improviiifr  tlic  i»alance  iietween 
the  two — first,  iintlerthe  auspices  of  Sir 
Robert  Peel,  ainl  then  under  the  au^^pires 
of  his  rjf^'ht  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Midlothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  and 
the  tendency  had  been  to  hriiii^  direct 
taxation,  throtigh  the  lucomo  Tax,  tlie 
Death  Duties^  and  other  <ifrect  sources  of 
taxation,  more  into  play,  and  to  throw  less 
of  the  hurderLS  upon  the  poor.  That  liad 
been  the  i»oricy  durinji^  the  last  oO  years, 
diirinj^  whieb  there  had  been  an  enormous 
increase  in  the  wealth  and  contont- 
inent  of  the  people,  and  that  was 
the  path  which  he  invited  the 
House  to  continue  to  tread.  The 
balance  between  direct  and  indirect 
taxation  had  not  yet  been  equalised  ; 
but  Ire  bad  aiwajs  ihoirt^bt  it  was 
not  a  fair  thing  to  make  a  Biidjj^et  deal 
exclu§ively  either  with  ilirect  or  indirer^t 
taxation.  He  felt,  however,  that  when 
liuaticial  pro|insials  were  inaile,  the  great€*r 
weight  on*^ht  to  fall  upon  direct  taxation 
and  not  n[>on  indirect  taxation.  As  to 
methylated  spirits,  they  were  dealt  with, 
like  other  spirits,  according  ti>  a  certain 
at;ale.  He  might  mention  that  one  of 
the  thin^^s  that  had  led  to  the  enormous 
profits  made  on  British  spirits  was  that, 
whereas  in  ohl  days  foreign  spirits*  which 
were  largely  iiseil  as  the  baRis  of  British 
manufactured  spirits,  cost  a  great,  deal, 
during  the  present  year  raw  German 
Bpirit  bad  been  itn ported  at  7^.  6<1.  a 
galloti.  Hon.  MemherH  could  conceive 
what  profits  were  made  by  a  manufac- 
turer whose  raw  material  could  lie  ob- 
tained at  tlmt  price. 

Mu.  \V.  LONG  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby)  said,  be  pr<iposed  to  refer  briefly 
to  that  portion  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
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It  was,  of  eourse,  im- 
possible for  him  to  appreciate  at  present 
the  exact  extent  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Geutloman's  proposals  woald  operate. 
As  far,  however,  as  he  was  able  to  com- 
prehend them,  it  seemed  that  the  ultimate 
object  of  the  Chance! lor  of  the  Exchecjuer 
was  to  place  land  in  aii  exactly  similar 
position  to  that  occupied  by  personal 
property.  It  was  only  last  Friday  that 
a  discussion  took  place  on  the  present 
deploralde  position  of  the  agricultural 
interest,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  spoke  of  it  in  the  most 
sympathetic  terms.  Yet  the  declaration 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  m 
his  Budget  speech  seemed  to  imply  that, 
so  far  from  appreciating  what  the  posi- 
tion of  the  landed  interest  really  wiis,  he 
had  determinctl  to  place  it  in  an  infinitely 
worse  position  in  the  future  than  it 
occupied  now.  The  right  hon.  (Tcntle* 
man  the  Member  for  Midlothian  (Mr, 
W,  E,  Gladstone)  hml  often  in  his  great 
financial  speeches  referred  to  the  fact  that 
one  of  the  difficulties  under  which  the 
owners  of  hind  iahoured  at  present,  and 
one  for  which  they  were  in  no  degree 
themselves  responsible,  was  that  in  many 
instances  their  projjerties  were  charged 
with  mortgages.  Snch  mortgages  had 
been  incurred  in  liygone  times,  not  ne- 
cessarily to  meet  the  extravagances  of 
the  tenants  for  life,  hnt  frecpiently  for 
[jroviiling  for  ^otuiger  children,  and  for 
other  smy  proper  object.^.  During  the 
last  2o  years  a  tendency  had  been  shown 
by  existing  owners  to  endeavour  to  pre- 
vent the  recurrence  of  this  state  of  things 
in  I  he  fnture.  Ho  was  bound  to  say  that 
they  had  been  assisted  in  this  endeavour 
by  the  circumstances  of  the  times, 
because  many  landed  estates  now  had 
pnictically  no  value  at  all,  and  therefore 
could  not  be  mortgaged.  Happily,  the 
developmei]t  of  the  system  of  life  insur- 
ance bad  enabled  many  existing  tenants 
for  life  not  tnerely  to  make  provision  for 
their  young  children,  but  also  to  relieve 
their  successors  of  the  obligations  they 
would  otherwise  have  to  itieur  on  «nc- 
ceeding  to  the  estate.  If  he  understood 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex (;he< pier's  pro- 
posals aright,  on**  practical  effect  of  them 
would  be  to  force  upon  successors  to 
landed  estates  in  the  future  the  obliga- 
tion of  mortgaging  such  estates,  whetlier 
tbey  liked  it  or  not.  He  observed  tliat 
Exchequer's  statemetrt  which  referre*!  to    the  Cbancellor  of  the  Exchequer  shook 
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hiB  head,  and  ho  was  verj  glad  he  did  so, 
because     ho     could     not    help    hopiug 
that    he    had    migapproheuded   the  full 
im[iort     of    the    proposals    which    had 
beeu  made  to   tho  Committee,     As   far» 
however,    as    he    waa   able   to   see,   on 
the     death     of     an     existing     owoer, 
liis    own    or   other   suct-essor    would    bo 
called    upon    to  pay  a  lump  mim  based 
upon  the  capitalised    vahm  of    the   pro- 
perty', and    spread,  as    Succession    Dutj 
now  was,   over  a  period  of  four   years, 
the  only  differeuce  being  that,  whereas  at 
present  the  payments  held  over  were  not 
liable  to  interest,  they  would  in  future  be 
charged    with    interest.     How  was  the 
limited  owner  of  property  in  agricultural 
land  to  get  the   money  which   the  State 
would   demand  of   him  on  sueeessioii  to 
his     properly     unless     he    raised    it    on 
mortgagu  ?     The    man  who  j^ucceeded  to 
Consols,    or    Railway    Stock,    or   other 
securities,  could  always  obtain  the  sum 
demanded  of  him  by  the  State,  either  by 
selling  a  part  at  once  or  by  raising  money 
on    the    securities  until  the  market  was 
favourable.      The  man  who  suceeetled  to 
agricultural  land  was,  whether  ho  was  an 
owner  in  fee   or  a  limited   owner,   in    a 
totally  different  position,  because  iu  most 
cases   he   would  l>e  unable  to  sell,  and  in 
many    cases    would     hsive  the    grcittesl 
possible  difficulty    in   getting  anyone   to 
take  his  land  for  nothing,       \_Mtuisleri(fi 
laughterj]     Hon.  Members  might  jeer  at 
that  remark,  hut    he   was  conlideut  that 
they  woukl  not  be  content  in  the  cases  bo 
had    in    his    mind  to  pay   the   rates  and 
taxes,  to  provide  money  for  keeping  up 
the  farmhouses  and  cottages,  and  to  bear 
the  other  expenses,  even  if  they  got  the 
land  practically  for  nothing.    There  were 
thousands  of  acres  of  land  whieh  were  at 
that   moment  out   of  cultivation,   which 
nobody    would  buy,   aud   which  could  be 
put    to    no    purpose   even    if    they  were 
bought.     It  seemed  to  him  tba.t  the  only 
course  that  would  bo  open  to  a  man  who 
succeeded   to  a  lauded  estate  and  bad  to 
meet  the  demands  of  the  Inland  Revenue 
Department  would  be  to  raise  a  mortgage, 
or,  in  other  words,  to  do  the.   very   thing 
which    the   present  generation  of   land- 
owners  bad  beeu   trying  to    make    im- 
possible in  the  future.  He  wouKl  not  now 
attempt  to  discuss  the  ownership  of   land 
ou  its  merits,  although   he   thought   that 
there  was  a  very  goo^l   case  to  be   made 
out   for  the  landowners.       He  was  not 
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ashamed   to  confess  that  ho  represented 
agricultural  owners  aod   farmers  as  well 
as     agricultural       labourers,      and       he 
thought  that  those  who  claimed  to  repre- 
sent the  labourers  only  would  do  well  to 
remember  that  if  thoy  impoveriabed  the 
owners  they  vvould  injure  the   labourers 
as  much  as  they  would  the  o^vuers.     The 
burdens  that  fell  on  agricultural  land  at 
present  were  very  heavy,  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  tho  late   Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer    (Mr.    Goscben)   did  a  good 
deal  to  help  them  by  increasing  the  coo- 
tributions  that   had  been   made   to   local 
taxation,  and   he  only   wished   that  the 
present    Chjuicellor    of    the    Exchequer 
luul  aeon  his  way  to  further  increase  the 
sum    from    £7,OaO,OaO   to    £10,000,000. 
It  would   then  have  beeu    felt   that  the 
right  bou.  GeiitleiUitn  had   tried   to  help 
the  agricultural  interest  with  one  hand, 
though  he  had  felt  compelled   to  punish 
it  with   the  other.     He    did    not    think 
there  would  bo  any  difficulty  in  showing 
that,  whether  it  wore  regarded  from  the 
point  of  view  of  tho  taxes  or   from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  rates,  agricultural 
land  bore  a  very  severely  undue   propor- 
tiou    of    the    burden    it    ought  to    bear. 
Although  he  fully   understood   that  the 
Chanueilor  of  the  Exchequer   had  made 
this   proposal    because  be   believed   that 
land  had  hitherto  enjoyed  certain  advan- 
tages with  reganl   to  the  Death    Duties, 
the    result   of     the    proposal    would,    he 
believed,  be  to  plnce  land  iu  a  still  more 
advantageous  position  than  it  had  hitherto 
occupied,  and  to  place  on  tho  owners  of 
the   future    burdens    which   they   would 
have  the   greatest   possible   difhculty  in 
meeting.     If  tijat  were  the  result  of  the 
proposal    made    that  eveuiug,    it   would 
have    beeu    a    had    day's    work    for    the 
country,  because  it  would  make  the  posi- 
tion   of  the   agricultural  owners   harder 
than  it  was  now  and  would  throw   more 
difficulties    iu    the    way    of  the    various 
classes  who  depended  upon  the   Imnd  for 
a  livelihood.     He  raised  the  question  not 
from  any  desire  to  take  a  factious  view 
of  it,  but   simply  because  he  thought   it 
necessary  to   protest  on   behalf  of  those 
who  were  in  a  minority  in   the  country, 
but    who    had    hitherto  done  their   best 
and,  in  his   opinio u,   had   nothing   to  be  ■ 
ashamed    of,  against  a    proposal    which 
up|>eared  likely  to  inflict  a  serious  injury 
upou  them,  ^m 


L 


539 


Ways  and  Means.—        {COMMONS} 


Committee^ 


Sir  W.  HAKCOURT  :  We  on  tliis 
side  of  the  House  are  always  treated  a*s 
if  we  were  tbe  natural  eDemios  of  ihe 
landed  interes^t.  I  diselaim  that  position 
ou  my  own  behalf.  I  have  lived  in  the 
t'ountrj  nearly  all  my  life,  and  am  quite 
as  much  interested  in  the  welfare  of  the 
landed  proprietors,  and  have  quite  as 
inurh  knowledge  of  them,  a;*  any  Member 
of  tiie  House.  I  should  be  extremely 
averse  to  doing  conseiotisly  any  injustice 
to  a  class  for  whom  I  have  a  great  re- 
gard. Nothing  I  have  proposed  is,  in 
my  belief,  unjustly  adverse  to  tlieir 
interests.  The  bon.  Member  said  that 
land  was  now  the  last  thing  that  auy- 
body  would  buy.  I  will  tell  you  what 
the  Chaneellor  of  the  Exchequer  ingoing 
to  do  with  land  that  nobody  will  buy. 
He  is  not  going  to  tax  it»  Land  \%  to 
l>e  taxed  upon  it8  marketable  value.  Any- 
body who  know.'^  country  life  knows  very 
well  that  it  is  the  surveyor  and  tbe  agent 
who  tells  everybody  exactly  what  they  are 
worth.  I  put  a  question  the  other  day 
to  a  dealer  as  to  the  principle  of  valuing 
%vorks  of  art,  and  the  answer  was  that  he 
valued  them  at  what  he  knew  he  could 
sell  tbem  at,  allowing  a  profit  of  10  per 
cent.  At  all  events,  that  is  not  iiu  unfair 
way.  It  is  not  the  practice  of  the  luland 
Revenue  Department  to  take  the  extreme 
pound  of  desh.  H  land  has  fallen  in 
value  and  it  is  worth  nothing,  it  will  pay 
nothing.  The  questioo  is  as  to  the 
actual  market  value  at  the  time  the  laud 
is  sold.  It  is  the  great  ground  reut  pro- 
perty which  will  be  touched  by  the  Go- 
vern men  t  proposal. 

Mr.  t;USCHEN  said,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  ExchcMjuer  luid  not  answered  tbe 
point  raised  by  bis  han»  Fricud.  The 
real  fact  was  that  the  duties  were  to  l>c 
increased,  and  the  rigbt  hon.  (Tentlenian 
intended  to  get  a  certain  number  of  addi- 
tbmil  millioiiss  from  that  increase  ;  and 
those  additional  millions  must  be  paid  by 
tbe  landowners,  who  said  that  they  would 
have  to  raise  the  money  either  by  mort- 
gage or  by  in^^lrance, 

Siii  W.  HAHCOUHT:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  vises  the  word  "land- 
owners,^* If  he  substitutes  tbe  words 
*' real  estate,"  I  will  agree  with  bini. 

Mr,  G08CHEN  said,  then  the  rigbt 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  expect  to  get 
more  out  of  the  landowners*  But  he 
could  not  t'scape  froui  the  proposition 
that  if  the  ratea  were  increased  the  land- 


owner would  have  to  make  more  pro- 
vision by  insurance  than  he  made  now. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
appreciate  the  very  small  margin  tbat 
tliere  was  for  this  provision  among  land- 
owners who  were  supposed  to  be  wealthy^ 
because  nominally  their  rent  roll  was 
high.  On  many  estates  the  charges  were 
large  and  the  outgoings  great,  and  the 
provision  to  be  made  for  those  large 
swns  would  be  very  uuicb  increased.  It 
was  because  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
had  not  appreciated  the  point  of  hla 
hon.  Friend  that  be  had  intervened. 

•Mk.  a,  p.  ALL80PP (Taunton)  asked 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Excbequer  on  what 
basis  be  estimated  that  the  extra  charge 
of  6d.  a  barrel  on  beer  would  produce 
£580,000  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  tbat  in 
tbat  matter  he  relied  upon  tbe  authori- 
ties, who  informed  him  that  tbat  was  the 
sum  which  the  duty  would  yield.  It 
was  taken  upon  an  assumption  of  the 
diminished  consumption,  owing  to  the 
increase  in  the  duty,  which  he  was  not 
at  !ill  sure  would  take  place. 

*Mu,  a,  F,  ALLSOPP  said  that,  as  far 
as  he  could  make  out,  7 id,  a  barreff would 
produce  £1,0(K),000,  ami  tbat  he  could 
uot  see  why,  if  it  was  ouly  desired  to 
raise  an  additional  £580,000,  it  was 
necessary  to  impose  an  extra  duty  of  6d* 
per  barrel* 

Sir  W,  HARCOUET  said,  he  would 
make  inquiry. 

Mh,  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) said,  be  regretted  tbat  tbe  Chan- 
eellor of  the  Exchequer  should  have 
thought  it  necessary  to  increase  tbe 
Deatli  Duties  (ui  land,  because  he  hud 
always  understood  that  it  was  difficult 
to  find  the  money  to  pay  tbem.  The 
Cbaucellor  of  tbe  Exchequer  had  told 
tbem  ilmt  a  man  could  insure  hts  life  to 
pay  the  Deatli  Duty,  but  a  great  vatiuy 
would  uot  do  so,  fiecawsc  their  successors, 
were  just  as  well  otf  as  they  were.  He 
understood  that  tbe  Death  Duties  on  Inntt 
were  lower  than  the  Death  Duties  on. 
personal  property  because  of  the  extra 
charges  that  had  to  be  incurred  by  the 
owners  of  hind  in  raising  the  money  to 
pay  the  duties.  He  was  very  glad  to 
hear  tbat  estates  which  returned  verjT 
little  would  have  to  pay  very  little.  As 
to  estates  valued  by  surveyors  and  othergy 
who  made  it  their  business,  be  contended 
that  If  tbe  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
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T&lued  land  at  the  price  put  iipon  it  by 
them  it  was  a  i&\m  value ;  ami  in  order  to 
raise  the  vast  sums  of  irioaey  to  pny  tlu- 
Death  Duties,  it  would  make  it  unequal 
with  persoaal  property.  Hon,  Members 
knew  that  the  sale  of  pergsonai  property 
cost  very  little^  but  every  £1,0()0  obtaiiie<l 
hj  the  lifile  of  land  cost  a  great  deal.  It 
had,  therefore,  alwwys  beeu  eousiilered  up 
to  this  time  a  very  fair  thiug  that  the 
Death  Duties  upon  laud  should  be  lower 
than  the  Death  Duties  upou  persunal 
property.  He  wouhl  like  to  put  this  ease 
to  the  right  liou.  Gentleman :  For  a 
large  estate  the  sum  of  £750,000  had 
beeo  offered.  He  did  not  say  thai 
the  estate  was  wortii  tt,  but  it 
was  peculiarly  situated,  and  a  rieh  uuiu 
was  found  to  make  the  offer.  The  owner 
of  the  estate  had  lately  died,  and  he 
wanted  to  know  whether  the  Chan  eel  lor 
of  the  Exchequer  meaut  to  say  that  hi.^ 
successor  would  have  to  payDeatli  Duiies 
upon  that  valuation  ?  Was  he  prepared 
to  tax  the  land  to  such  an  enormous 
extent,  simply  because  one  man  hful 
offered  this  large  sum  of  luoncy  for 
an  estate  which  was  not  intriusically 
worth  it  ? 

Sir  VV,  HARCOUKT  saiil,  the  hou. 
Member  could  not  expect  him  to  say 
what  he  would  get  out  of  the  Death 
Duties  for  an  es?tate  which  luul  just  fnlkm 
into  Chancery.  ^several  gentlemen  had 
got  up  and  made  comjdaiuts  of  his  con- 
duet  towjirds  the  agricuiturul  interest,  but 
he  had  arrivetl  at  au  age  when  no  man 
expected  gratitude.  Experience  of  life 
showed  that  it  was  a  quality  not  to  be 
found  on  the  terrestrial  globe.  One 
country  gentlen^an  after  another  had  got 
up  in  that  Hoyse^  and  not  one  of  them 
had  made  any  acknowledgment  of  the 
abatement  ho  had  proposed  un<ler 
Scheclule  A  of  the  £800,000  given  to 
real  estate  out  of  Income  Tax,  The 
Government  had  been  persecuted  into 
gettiug  rid  of  the  Malt  Duty,  and  now 
the  repeal  of  the  Malt  Duty  was  a  great 
crime  against  agriculture.  He  was  going 
to  make  an  allowance  to-night  under 
Schedule  A,  and  to-morrow  he  would  be 
told  that  it  was  a  great  evi!  to  the  landed 
interest.  He  had  done  what  h©  had  done 
not  for  the  purpose  of  gaining  support, 
but  thinking  that  it  was  only  a  fair  thiug 
to  do.  These  were  not  eneouragenieuts 
to  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
operate  in  this  direction* 


♦Mtt.  BYRNE  (Essex,  Walthamstow) 
said,  that  as  he  understood  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  Government,  it  was  at  the 
present  moment  to  raise  more  revenue  by 
the  sale  of  liecr  and  spirits.  They  did 
not  propose  to  diminish  the  consumption 
of  beer  and  spirits,  and  they  were  goiug 
to  increase  the  taxation,  and  to  allow  the 
Revenue  to  rely  more  and  more  upon 
what  was  commonly  known  as  the  drink 
traffic.  VYas  that  action  consistent  w^ith 
the  action  of  the  same  Government  in 
bringing  in  a  measure  of  local  option, 
which  had  for  its  object  the  diminution 
of  the  consumption  of  1>eer  and  spirits  ? 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  Government 
were  adopting  two  nvodes  of  legislation 
proceed ing  on  entirely  tJitTcrent  principles. 
The  more  they  sought  to  raise  the  Re- 
venue by  means  of  the  drink  traffic,  with- 
out increasing  the  price  to  the  consumer, 
the  less  title  they  had  to  tdaim  to  do  that 
which  so  many  hou.  Members  opposite 
desired — the  gettiug  rid,  as  far  as  possible, 
of  the  drink  trade. 

M  n .  1 L  L I N  G  WORT  II  (Bradford, 
W.)  said,  he  believed  nothing  was  clearer 
than  the  fact  that  it  was  not  the  working 
classes  of  this  country  who  were  anxious 
to  increase  the  Navy,  Tliat  cry  had 
come  from  the  classes,  and  the  right  hou. 
Geiitlenmu  the  Member  for  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Srpuire  (Mr.  Goschen),  was 
fairly  entitled  to  the  honour  of 
being  regarded  as  the  King  of  the 
Jingoes,  for  it  was  he  more  than  any 
other  man  in  hia  position  who  had  fos- 
tered the  scare  about  the  Navy,  He 
listened  to  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
when  be  was  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  raised  the  enormous  sum 
necessary  for  the  increase  of  our  Navy, 
and  the  right  hou,  Gentlemau  then  said 
that  it  woulil  be  necessary  in  the  near 
future  to  contemplate  a  further  increase* 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  now 
obliged  to  admit  that  the  charges  imposed 
on  that  occasion  were  insufficient — [Mr. 
GoscHEX  indicated  dissent] — and  to  that 
extent,  therefore,  it  was  an  unst4itesman- 
liko  proceeding,  and  it  had  k^fi  to  the 
present  Government  the  task  of  not  only 
meeting  the  present  severe  demand,  but 
of  paying  ofl"  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
debt.  They  would  hear  a  great  dual  more 
probably,  both  here  and  elsewhere,  upon 
this  question,  for  there  was  no  possibrlitj 
of  our  increasing  our  Navy  without 
stimulating  other  tkulVoTi^  \o  tc«Tt<i%^w\- 
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ing  increase.  He  hoped  the  Grovernment 
would  soon  make  some  effort,  hj  way  of 
appeal  to  the  Governments  of  Europe,  to 
check  the  stupendous  folly  which  was 
hurrying  the  nations  to  a  catastrophe 
which  no  human  being  could  contemplate 
without  horror  and  dismay.  He  thought 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
deserving  of  the  highest  praise  on  the 
part  of  the  masses  of  the  country  for  the 
courageous  way  in  which  he  had  dealt 
with  the  question  of  taxation.  They 
were  now  engaged  in  the  righteous 
crusade  of  undoing  the  wrongs  of  the 
past,  and  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
not  reached  the  limit  of  the  change 
which  he  had  introduced  for  properly 
adjusting  the  burdens  of  taxation. 
He  would  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
what  sort  of  figures  they  presented 
to-day  ?  They  had  urged  on  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  an  increase  in 
the  Navy,  and  directly  it  was  sought  to 
make  provision  for  such  increase  they 
appealed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
exceptional  treatment.  He  had  been  in 
the  House  for  a  quarter  of  a  century,  and 
whenever  during  that  period  an  increase 
of  taxation  was  made  he  had  heard  the 
same  appeal  from  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  on  behalf  of  the 
agricultural  classes.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Liverpool  asked  for  «ome  abatement 
for  the  owners  of  large  landed  properties, 
because  they  would  have  a  difficulty  in 
raising  taxation.  But  he  (Mr.  Illing- 
worth)  (;ame  from  a  part  of  the  country 
where  there  were  large  properties  which 
were  not  landed — large  industrial  under- 
takings, and  many  of  these  were  heavily 
mortgaged.  Well,  the  proprietors  of  these 
undertakings  did  not  plead  for  exceptional 
treatment.  The  plea  came  from  the  idle 
class,  and  from  those  who  had  done 
nothing  to  earn  their  properties,  but  had 
had  them  left  to  them.  They  it  was  who 
asked  to  be  relieved  at  the  expense  of  the 
industrial  classes.  He  ventured  to  think, 
however,  that  this  onslaught  on  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  be 
entirely  unsuccessful,  and  he  wished  to 
warn  the  Representatives  of  the  lauded 
classes  that  they  were  not  going  to 
strengthen  their  position  in  the  country 
by  putting  forward  such  pleas  as  they 
had  advanced  to-night.  He  thought  the 
task  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  be  easy  in 
respect  to  increasing  the  Beer  Duty.  Thera 

Mr.  Illingworth 


was  no  class  which  had  had  such 
for  the  capital  employed  and,  in  t 
of  the  prevailing  depression,  fa 
accumulating  so  much  mone^^ 
brewers,  who  bad  been  employing 
for  mischief  in  this  country  that 
be  checked. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH 
W.)  :  I  have  listened  with  intere 
specimen  of  old  Radicalism  wl 
have  just  heard.  The  hon.  Mem 
perfect  consistency  objects  to  the 
in  the  expenditure  on  the  Navy  ] 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
why  did  not  he  and  others  wl 
with  him  express  their  sentim< 
other  night?  He  attributes 
Gentlemen  on  the  Opposition  sic 
House  the  responsibility  for  tl 
increase  of  expenditure  on  the 
Sir,  we  accept  that  respo 
v/illingly,  for  we  believe  that 
stituencies  of  the  country,  includ 
of  the  hon.  Member  himself,  app 
action.  But  the  Government  fa 
tinctly  denied  that  we  have  any  i 
bility  in  the  matter.  They  hav 
the  responsibility  on  their  own  s 
of  their  own  will,  and  with< 
pressure  from  us.  \_Cries  of  ' 
That  is  what  the  Government  the 
say,  and  do  not  hon.  Members 
l)elieve  their  own  Leaders  ?  Th 
that  this  increase  of  the  Navy 
absolutely  on  their  own  motion,  \ 
we  have  had  absolutely  nothin 
with  it.  But  I  do  not  care  to 
from  which  side  of  the  House  t 
posal  for  an  increase  of  exp 
comes  ;  it  is  necessary,  and  th< 
sition,  whether  they  are  respont 
it  or  not,  are  ready  to  support  the 
ment  in  the  course  they  have 
While  the  hon.  Member  for  Bradf 
on — as  he  has  done  for  years 
House — comparing  the  burdens 
landlords  with  the  .  burdens  c 
classes  of  the  country,  I  confes 
not  help  thinking  that  the  hon. 
man  is  talking  of  a  matter  he  < 
quite  understand.  I  could  not  w 
thing  worse  for  the  hon.  Meml 
that  he  should  be  a  landlord  w: 
perty  in  the  South  of  England 
present  moment.  Sir,  I  should 
make  a  few  observations  to  the  ( 
tee  on  that  part  of  the  Budget  w 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  just  p 
which   especially  bears  on  this 
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The  Chatifellor  of  the  Exchequer  ha» 
found  fault  with  the  Oppositiou  for  not 
iickuovleilfring  the  boon  whirh  he  has 
conferred  upon  owners  of  land  and  real 
property  by  allowing  dedut^tions  m  cal- 
culatiug  til©  Income  Tax  under  iSehedule 
cA.  from  the  net  inntend  of  the  grosis 
value.  I  should  be  verv  sorry  not  to 
acknowledge  that  that  is  a  boon,  antl  I 
feel  «nre  that  hon.  Members  on  tbis  side 
I  the  House  who  represent  ai^jricultnral 
ODstituenriert  will  take  the  same  view  of 
it.  But  I  would  remiml  the  right  lion, 
entleraan  that  in  the  deductions  which 
e  has  proposed  of  10  per  cent,  in  the 
case  of  farnijs  and  16  2-3  per  cent,  in  that 
of  houaea  he  has  not  quite  nwi  the 
tiecessities  of  the  case.  Many  years  ago 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tlie  Member 
lor  Mlillothian  !?tated  that  iu  his  o|nnion 
7d*  loconno  Tax  upon  Schedule  A  was 
raotically  equal  to  a  S)d,  Im^ome  Tax  on 
ount  of  the  extra  bnnlens.  If  the 
ight  lion.  Gentleman  Inid  made  deduc- 
^%iuDs  that  would  be  e:|uivalcnt  to  tltat 
;moutit,  I  think  we  might  have  felt 
bligeil  to  him,  I>ut  he  bits  fallen  mt*ch 
ihort  of  this. 

8iii  VV.  HARCOURT  :  We  can  wit  li- 
ra w  I  he  proposal. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACn  :  I  do  not 
-bink  be  will  withdraw  it,  !» cause  bis 
ndgef  would  be  so  unfair  if  he  did  not 
ive  this  slight  boon.  I  would  ask  him 
t  merely  to  look  at  ihe  authorities  ho 
uotei]  in  bis  Budget^  but  also  to  have 
gard  to  the  inquiry  of  the  Select 
'omniittee — of  wbitdj  I  was  a  Member — 
whieb  was  presided  over  by  Mr.  Ward 
Hunt,  in  1867,  on  the  Vaf nation  Bill, 
whieb  was  proposed  by  the  Government 
of  that  day.  I  think  ho  will  ^lul  that 
the  Committee  arrived  at  a  practically 
unanimous  conclusion  as  to  thededuetions 
that  might  be  made  throughout  the 
untry  in  calculating  I  be  net  value  of  the 
teable  property  from  the  gross  value 
for  purposes  of  rates,  and  if  he  would 
adopt  I  ha  conclusion  at  wbii  h  the  Com- 
mittee arrived  I  think  it  would  be  verymuch 
fairer  to  real  property  than  what  he  has 
proposed.  But,  Sir,  after  all,  what  has  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  proposed  ?  It  is 
not  a  boon  tx>  the  lamlowner.  It  is  a 
gmall  matter  so  far  as  the  landowners  are 
cx)ncerned  as  compared  with  the  owners 
of  house  property,  I  do  not  think  that 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  sng- 
geated  acrass   the  Table  that  be  would 


possibly    withdraw    this,   that  he  really 
had  considered  the  full  application  of  his 
proposal.      I    am   sorry   that   iu    dealing 
with    the   Death   Duties   the  right  bou. 
Gentleman  has  not  seen  bis  way  to  make 
a    clean    sweep  and  to   deal    with     the 
matter  as  a  whole.     J  lind  there  are  live 
Death    Duties— the    Prolwite   Duty,    the 
Account    Duty,   the   Legacy   Dutji    the 
Succession   Duty,  and   the   Estate  Duty 
of  my  right  bon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
St.    George*s,     Hanover   Square.      The 
right    hon.   Gentleman    does    practically 
nothing  hut  fuse  the  Probate  and  Estate 
Duties.     The    Account     Duty,  after  all, 
is  merely  a  guard  to   the  Probate  Duty, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  well  knows. 
It   is  to  prevent  the  evasion  of  it,       It 
produces  practically  nothing   to  the  Re- 
venue of  the  country.       In  any   way  the 
right  hon.     Gentleman    may   propose  to 
carry  oat  that    part  of  his  Budget  there 
must    he  8ome  small  guard   to  the   new 
Estate  Duty  which  he  proposes  to  enact. 
Previous  Cbaurellors  of  the  Exchequer 
in  dealing  with  this  duty  have  invariably 
found  that   the  produce  of  those  duties 
has  been  less  than  their  estinmte.     The 
right    hon.    Gentleman    calculated     that 
ill  the   tir»t  year,  assuming  the  Bill  be- 
comes law  on  June  1 — which  is  very  un- 
likely—the duty  will  prodnce£l,O0d,{)00. 
I    myself   do   not  believe  anything  of  the 
sort,     nor     do  I    believe  that   in  future 
years     we      shall     get     anything     like 
£3,(KK),tM)()  or  £4,000,000  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  anticipates    from    the  dnty, 
because     if    the     duties     are    increased 
and     levied      in     the      way      he     pro- 
poses    they     will     be    largely    e  vailed. 
It  is  all  very  well  to  talk,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  talked,  about  the 
iniquity  of    anyone  leaving  property  of 
a  million  in  value.     It  may  be  right  or 
wrong — I  do  not  waul  to  deal  with  that 
question.     It  is  right  from    the   point  of 
view  of  theChaucellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
But   I    suspect    that    people    who   own 
millions  will  have   the  advice  of  skilled 
lawyers,   who  will  take  care   that  com- 
paratively   little  of  their    wealth  comes 
under  the  graduated  scale   of  the  Chan- 
cel lor    of    the    Exchequer.       That    is    a 
point  that  I  have  no  donht  the  right  hon. 
(ientlemau  ha.^   considcrod.     But  now  I 
want  to  put   to  him   one   or   two   points 
with  regard    to    the    difference    between 
real  and   personal   property.     The   right 
hon.    Gentleman   proposes,    in    the  first 
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ill  return  for  the  booo  which   he 
gives  to  real  property,  by  calculating  it 
umler  Schedule  A,  at  its  oet  rather  than 
its  gross   value,  to  aholish    the  presetit 
system  under  which  real   property  is  cal- 
culated for  Success iou  Duty  at  the  life 
interest   ouly,    aod    not   at   the   cap»ital 
Talue,     To  that  I  have  only  to  say  that 
it  is  a  very  important  change,  the  system 
of  calculating    life    interest    only  heing 
adopted  by  the    right    hou,    Geutleman 
the  Member  for   Midlothian  in    1853  on 
very  sound  and  valid  grounds,  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  may  fiud  out  if  he 
cares  to  refer  to   the  remarkable  speech 
that    the    right     hon.     Gentleman     the 
Member  for  Midlothian  delivered  in  intro- 
ducing his  Riulget  in    that   year.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  pointed  out  that  it 
was  a  matter  of  simple  fairness?  to  rea! 
property  that  it  b  hon  Id  have  this  allow- 
&nce  as  agiiiuj^t  personal  property  in  cal- 
culating  fsuceefision    Duty,  and    he  pro- 
posed a  SuccessioD  Duty  on  that  basis  on 
which  it  has  remained.     I  do  not  now 
wish    to    argue   the   matter,     I   merely 
wish  to  assert  that  it  is  a  very  important 
change  as  against  real  property.    Besides 
this  great  change,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  proposes,  with  regard  toSuc- 
cession  Duty,    to  maintain   the  existing 
system     of      payment     by     instalments 
wliieli,  for  oltvious  reasons,  is  only  fair. 
He  proposes  to   insist  upon  a  3  per  cent, 
interest  being  paid  on   these  iniitalments, 
which  has  never  hitherto  been  done.  The 
right  hou.   Gentleman   goe*  further,  and 
adds   the  Pro  hate   Duty  which  real  pro- 
perty has  never   hitherto   paid.     I    will 
not  go  into  the  detaili*  or  merits  of  these 
questions  now.     What  I  would  say  is* : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  intends  as  he 
Bays — and  I    believe   lie   intends    it — to 
tax  real    and   personal  properly  equally 
to    the  Death  Duties,    and    he  propones 
to    tax    them   both    to    this  new    Estate 
Duty  on  their  fair  market  value.     Now, 
it  is  very  easy,  as  a  rule,  to  ascertain 
the  fair  market  value  of   personal  pro- 
perty, for  the  priees  of  railway  shares, 
bank  shares,  brewery  shares,  and  so  on 
are  quoted,  but  when  w^e  come  to  land  It 
18   a   diflTerent    matter.     The    right  hon. 
Gentleman  followed   the   common    prac- 
tice of  the  House  when  generalising  with 
regard   to  land.     He   said   that  freehold 
property    was    constantly    increasing    in 
value,  but   whilst   that  may  be  the  case 
in  the  towns  and  the  neighbourhood  of 

Sir  M.  Hicks' Beach 


parts 


of  the  niral  dis^ 


towns,  in  many  ^ 

tricts  the  value  of  land  has  greatly  de- 
preciate. Now^,  what  is  the  basis  oil 
which  the  right  hon,  Gentleman  pro- 
poses to  estimate  this  new  Death  Duty  ? 
He  proposes  to  estimate  it  on  the  fair 
market  value  of  the  property.  How  are 
yon  to  tind  otit  the  fair  market  value  of 
agricultural  hmd  ?  I  know  estate  after 
estate  in  the  South  of  England  which 
have  no  present  market  value  at  all,  aod 
which  are  unsaleable. 

Sin  W,  HARCOURT  :  They  will 
pay  nothing. 

Sir  M,  HICKS-BEACH:  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  put  a  clause  into 
his  Bill  to  provide  that  under  such  cir- 
cumstances they  shall  pay  nothing.  I 
wish  it  had  been  possible  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  put  before  the  Com- 
mittee the  precise  proposals  he  intends  to 
make.  I  do  not  blame  him  for  not  doing 
it.  He  says  the  proposals  will  be  em- 
bodie*l  in  the  Bill,  Imt  we  shall  have  to 
discuss  iiiese  matters  before  we  come  to 
the  Bill.  We  shall  have  to  discwsa 
them  on    the  Resolution,  and    I    would 

siiijireMt    to    the    Government     that    in 

1    *  1 

common  fairness    to  thetr  proposals  we 

ought    to   have   placed  before  us  in  til© 
shape  of  a  Paper  that   could  be  laid  oo 
the  Table  of  the   House  the  precise  pro- 
posals they  intend  to  embody  in  the  Bill, 
the  effect  of  these  proposals,  and  the  way 
in  which  they  will  Ite  interpreted  by  the 
officers  of  the  Inland    Revenue  in  calcn- 
lating    the  fair   market  value.     I  would 
go  further.     As^suming  that  the  market 
value  in  regard  to  estates  tiuch  as  I  have 
suggested  is   calculated  on  a  really  fair 
basts,  that  basis  will  be  that  they  are  un- 
saleable, and  that  at  the  present  momeni 
the  outgoings  practically  come  up  to  tha 
receipts    from    the     properties.       1     a 
speaking    of    what    I    know,   and  man; 
hon.  Members  on   this  side  can  con 
what  1  my.      What    is  the   value  of  ih^^ 
succession  to  such  a   property  as  that  f 
Under  the   present   law^    with    regard  to 
Suecessicui     Duty    you    have   a    eystei 
sinder  which  all  the  necessary  outgoinj 
are  deducted  before  yon  arrive  at  the  ne(|j 
annual  rental,  and  then  the  net  annual 
rental  is  capitalised  in  order  to  arrive  at 
the  capital  value*     Does  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman    propose   any  system    of  the 
kind  in   connection  with  the  now  Estate 
Duty,    which    will    be   of  a  very  large 
amount  in  some  cases  ?     1  do  not  thiok 
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we  have  had  a  ay  s^  tat  cine  ut  from  him  on 
tbat  matter  at  the  present  moment.  In 
calculatiDg  the  value,  is  any  allowance 
to  be  made  for  all  these  iieeessary  out- 
ofoings  ?  There  u  something  more  than 
this.  I  do  not  quite  nm^erstand  whether  in 
caleulating  this  new  Aniy  the  real  estate  is 
to  be  Bnbjeet  to  the  Siicce}i8ion  Dutj  as 
well  as  to  the  new  Estate  Duty*  I  gatliered 
from  the  Soh'uitor  General  that  in  cases  of 
lineal  descent  the  new  Estate  Duty  will 
i^oover  the  Succession  DiUy,  but  where 
states  do  not  descend  liiieally  Succession 
)ilty  will  be  exacted  plus  the  Estate 
)atjr«  That  will  impose  an  enormous 
tlditional  burden  tipon  estates^  of  the  kiml 
allude  to.  It  is  iwi  sufficient  answer  to 
&y  that  these  estates  will  only  be  calcii- 
Ued  on  their  fair  marketable  value, 
bien  you  have  property  in  the 
oufitry  reduced  to  such  a  point  as  I 
ive  described  any  additional  Inirden  is 
afiuitely  more  killing  than  it  is  on 
roper ty  of  larger  value.  It  will  simply 
ain  the  holders  of  that  property. 
Thy  has  not  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
nao  attemplcd  to  deal  with  some  of 
le  grosser  anomalies  connected  with 
be  Death  Duties  ?  Legacy  Duty,  for 
Bxample,  is  a  matter  of  domicile ;  a 
erson  domiciled  abroad  does  not  pay 
egacy  Duty  ou  personalty  in  England. 
A  foreigner  may  be  left  Consols,  railway 
shares,  and  other  persona!  property  in 
this  country,  ami  not  one  penny  of 
Legacy  Dtity  will  he  have  to  pay,  but 
an  EngliJ^hmaii  domiciled  here  has  to  pay 
Legacy  Daty  on  personal  property  not 
only  in  this  country,  but  very  often 
abroad  as  well.  Not  only  has  he  to  pay 
the  duty  here,  but  often  he  is  also  made 
to  pay  where  the  property  is  situated. 
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If  the,  right   hon.  Gentleman    wants   to 


deal  with  the  Death  Duties  let  him  set 
that  anomaly  right,  because  I  cannot 
nceive  anything  more  grossly  unfair  to 
e  Englishman  as  against  the  foreigner. 
Let  rae  give  another  instance.  There  is 
what  is  called  the  cumulative  Legacy 
Daty,  when  a  property  left  for  life  to 
three  persons  in  succession,  and  finally  to 
a  fourth,  has  to  pay  the  duty  four  times, 
though  it  may  pass  direct  from  the  first 
holder  to  the  last,  not  coming  into  the 
hands  of  the  second  and  third  at  all. 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  remedy 
these  injustices  ?  I  cannot  suppose  that 
iie  intends  to  continue  such  an  unfair 
system  in  regard  to  his  new  Estate  Duty. 


I  regret  to  have  detained  the  Committee 
so  long,  but  I  was  anxious  to  say  a  few 
words  on  this  important  subject^  and 
while  I  thank  tlie  Chancel  lor  of  the 
Exchequer  for  the  liiooii  he  has  conferred 
upon  possessors  of  real  property 
by  the  alteration  under  Schedule 
A  of  the  Income  Tax,  I  must 
say  tliat  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  made  too  much  of  that  boon  if  he 
puts  against  it  the  enormous  increase 
w^ith  regard  to  the  Death  Duties.  In  my 
opinion,  that  increase  of  the  Death 
Duties  ought  not  to  lie  made.  In  the 
circumstances  of  the  moment  it  will 
be  grossly  unfair  upon  the  owners  of 
xigrirnltural  land.  Let  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  if  he  thinks  right,  invent 
means  of  taxing  the  increased  value  of 
lauded  property  in  iho  neighbourhood 
of  towns.  In  an  endeavour  of  that 
kind  I  will  support  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  as  readily  as  anyone, 
because  I  think  it  would  be  fair. 
I  know  there  is  a  great  deal  of  the  value 
of  land  in  towns  which  nt  present 
escapes  taxation  of  every  sort,  andil  think 
if  it  be  possible—!  know  it  would  be  ad- 
ministratively very  difficult — it  would  be 
desirable  to  remedy  that  injustice.  But 
I  do  protest  strenuously  against  the  im- 
position of  fresh  bm-dens  upon  the  agri- 
cultural interest,  burdens  which  will  be 
felt  not  only  by  the  landowner,  but  also 
by  the  farmer  and  the  labourer,  I  say 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  no  right 
to  impose  it  upon  them. 

Mr.  E.  B.  HOARE  (Ilampstead) 
said,  the  ChanceHor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  congratulatefi  the  Conitnittee  upon 
his  having  paid  off  £3,000,000  of  Float- 
ing Debt.  Well,  no  one  was  more  opposed 
to  a  large  Floating  Debt  than  he  (Mr* 
Hoare)  was^  but  before  they  congratulated 
themselves  upon  having  paid  off 
£a,00O,000  it  would  be  advisable  to 
inquire  how  he  had  done  it. 

Sir  W.^HARCOITRT:  I  transferred 
it  to  the  Kational  Debt  Commissioners, 

Mil  BRODIE  hoare  said,  that 
was  exactly  his  point.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  transferred  it  to  the 
National  Debt  Commissioners.  He  had 
paid  off  money  liorrowed  for  a  year  at 
1|  per  cent.,  and  he  had  taken  it  from 
the  Commissioners  at  three  days*  notice 
at  2^.  This  was  a  proceeding  ivhich  was 
neither  lucrative  nor  safe.  If  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman   had  to  borrow    money 
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above  the  market  rate  at  three  days* 
notice  he  ought  to  make  eome  provision 
for  paying  it  off. 

Sir  W,  HAKCOURT  :  I  think  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  oiight  to 
have  as  little  as  possible  to  do  with  the 
Money  Market,  1  know  it  has  been  a 
tradition  that  be  ought  to  go  there  with 
a  view  of  getting  money  a  little  cheaper 
than  he  can  get  it  fiorn  the  Nationnl 
Debt  Coniniiasioners.  I  constantly  see 
article?)  gaying  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Kxcheqner  ought  to  support  the  Money 
Market,  and  that  he  ought  or  ought  nut 
to  pay  otr  Trea.snry  bills.  I  hold  that 
tin  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ought 
to  have  nothing  at  all  to  do  with  the 
Money  Market ;  it  is  not  bis  btisinesa 
either  to  support  or  to  depress  the 
market  ;  it  is  his  hiiaineas  to  look 
to  the  ti nances  of  the  country.  In  my 
opinion,  the  existence  of  a  large  floating 
debt,  in  connection  with  w^hich  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Excheqner  goes  into 
the  nmrkot,  m  not  a  good  system.  I  do 
not  wish  to  abolish  Troasury  bills  alto- 
gether ;  they  may  be  useful,  and  I  like 
to  keep  a  small  cjuantity  of  them  ;  but 
as  regards  a-FIoating  Debt  generally,  an 
Unfuaded  Debt,  it  is  an  evil  which  ought 
to  be  got  rid  of.  Two  years  ago  it  was 
£36,000,000;  to-day  it  is  f  1 1  ,tRK),00O. 
I  do  not  consider  it  the  business  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  go  into 
the  market  ;  he  ought  as  far  as  possible 
to  be  indepeiulont  of  the  market  ;  and 
the  market  ought  not  to  look  to  him  for 
any  action  witich  should  affect  their  pro- 
ceedings. The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer liold»  a  political  jj-nd  statesman- 
like position,  and  ought  not  to  be  an  agent 
or  operator  in  the  Money  Market  at  all. 

SiK  M.  STEWART  (Kirkcudbright) 
Batil,  he  wished  to  emphasise  the  suggestion 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
ehould  issue  a  Paper  showing  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Government  with  regard  to 
property  valualion,  and  would  fnrther 
suggest  that  he  should  issue  rules  to  guide 
valuators  in  ascertaining  the  tnie  vahic 
of  property.  It  was  absolutely  im- 
possible at  this  time  of  day  to  say  what 
property  wvlb  really  worth.  He  ventured 
to  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
A  valuation  roll  or  a  rent  roll  was  often  no 
indication  of  valne,  as  the  expenses  of 
keeping  up  an  estate  varied  from  12  to 
20  per  cent,  of  the  nominal  income,  tJe 
thought,  therefore,   that  8ome  guidance 
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should  he  given  to  the  valuer  ;  otherwise 
the  owners  of  some  mortgaged  estates 
would  have  absobitely  to  pay  more  in 
Deal i J  Duties  than  the  property  was 
actual  I  v  worth. 

8iE  W.  HARCOUMT  ;  1  would  appeal 
to  the  Committee  to  allow  the  ResohUioDis 
to  be  taken  at  once,  in  order  that  the  rest 
of  the  evening  niay  be  devoted  to  the 
Mutiny  Bill. 

Mul  GOSCHENi:  Wilt  the  rig!it  how. 
Gentleman  say  whether  he  will  circulate 
a  statement  explaining  in  detail  his  pro- 
posals aflecting  thii  Death  Duties  ? 

Hm  W.  IIAKCUUKT:  I  wilt  con- 
sider  the  suggestion,  and  let  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  know  suhsequently, 

^  Mii.  GOSCHEN  :  On  what  day  wiU 
the  discussion  on  the  Resolutions  be  re- 
sumed ? 

Mr.  BliODlE  HOAKE  wished  to  say 
that  he  entirely  agreed  with  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  that  he  ought  to 
be  independent,  of  the  Money  Market^ 
but,  l>eing  a  creditor  for  £126,000,000  at 
three  days'  notice,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  not  bo  independent  of  the 
Money  Market  unless  he  made  provision 
for  paying  it  oC 

SiH  W.  HARCOCRT  :  I  propose  to 
take  the  discussion  on  the  ResolutionR 
one  day  next  week  ;  I  cannot  say  which 
at  present. 

Sm  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  I  would 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
when  Mr.  Chihlcrs  proposed  a  much 
smaller  aitcratlon  in  the  Death  Duties  in 
1885  he  circulated  a  statement  on  tho 
snbject*  The  right  hon»  Gentleman  made 
this  evening  as  full  and  complete  a  state- 
ment as  could  be  made,  but  there  are  in- 
numerable points  which  it  was  absO'^- 
hitely  impossible  to  include,  and  therefore, 
before  the  present  discussion  is  resumed, 
it  is  highly  important  that  a  similar  stMe- 
ment  to  that  issued  in  \HH5  should  be  tti 
the  hands  of  Members. 

SiH  W.  HARCOUliT  ;  All  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government  on  the  subject 
will  be  found  in  our  Bili,  and  any  state- 
ment short  of  the  Bill  will  be  incomplet-e. 
But  so  far  as  we  can  lay  a  statement  on 
the  Table  we  will  do  so. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  r  The  right  hou. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  discussion  would 
be  resumed  soma  day  next  week,  Stjrely 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  desire  that 
there  shall  be  adequate  time   given  to 
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adeqiiati^lj  coneklertlie  enormous  interests 
involvfid. 

Question  put,  and  agree<i  to. 

1.  Resolved,  Xhat  the  Diitles  of  Costoma  now 
chargeable  nj)oii  tea  tihaH  conthme  to  be  levied 
and  cbai^geil  on  and  after  the  first  day  cjf 
Augasty  one  Ibonsand  eight  hundred  and  niiiety- 
foufj  tintil  the  first  day  of  August,  one  thousand 
eight  handmil  and  ninety-five,  on  the  importft- 
tioQ  thereof  into  Great  Britain  oi  Ireland  (that 
is  to  sajr)  i 

Tea  ,  .  the  pound  .  Four  Pence, — 
(The  Ch4in^elfi}r  i^fthe  Krehtfquer,^ 

Customs  Duty  on  Been 
2*  ItcKolted^  That  in  lieu  of  the  Duty  of  Cus* 
toms  now  payable  on  Beer  of  tht?  desicri  ptions 
called  or  similar  to  Mum,  Spruce^  Black  Beer, 
or  Berlin  White  Beer,  there  shall  be  charjfe*! 
and  paid  the  Dutiea  follovi'iiig  (that  is  to 
»j)  :— 

£     8.     d. 
For  every  thirty-Bix  gallons  of 
Beer— 
Where  the  wort«  thereof  are  or 
were  tpefore  fermentation  of 
a  specific  gravity — 
Not  exceeding  one  thousand  two 

hundred  and  fifteen  deg-reea     18    0 
Exceeding  one   thouaiud   two 
hundred  and  fifteen  degn^es    1  12  10 
And,  in  add  it  it  ion  to  the  Duty  of 
Custom B  now  payable  on  every 
other  description  of  Beer  there 
Bball  be  chargetl  and  paid — 
For    every    thirty-eU   gallons 
where  the  wort**  thereof  were 
before    fermentation    of    a 
Bpecific  gravity  of  one  thou- 
sand and  fifty -five    degreee    0    0    6 
And  so  in  proportion  for  any  diflFerence  in 
gravity,  —  (TAi?     Chancellor   of  the    Ex- 
chequer. ) 

Excise  Duty  on  Beer, 

3.  Re^olred^  That  in  addition  to  the  Duty  of 
Bxcise  now  payable  in  respect  of  Beer  brewed 
in  tiie  United  Kingdom  there  shall  be  chargeil 
and  paid — 

For  e\'^ry   thirty-six   gallons  of  worts  of  a 
specific  gravity  of  one  thousand  and  fifty- 
five  degrees  the  Duty  of  Six  Pence, 
And  so  in  proportion  for  any  difference  in 
quantity  or  gravity,— (J%e   Chaneelltfr  qfthe 
MrrhequerS) 

Customs  Duty  on  Spirite, 

4.  Reidtcdy  That,  in  addition  to  the  Dutie«i 
of  Customs  now  payable  on  Spirits,  there  ihall 
be  charged  and  paid  the  Duties  following  (that 
it  to  say)  :— 


For  every  gallon  cx>mputed  at  proof 
of  Spirits  of  any  description  ex- 
cept Perfumed  Spirits  . 
For  every  gallon  of  Perfumed  Spirits 
For  every  ^dlon  of  Liqueui's.  Gor- 
di  r  res,  and  other  prepara* 
ti  1  in  such  a  manner  as 
to  .»..*. .,L^.:  chat  the  strength ia  not 
to  be  testiKl 


£   t.  d. 


0     0     8 


£    s. 

d. 

the  pound 

0     1 

4 

the  pound 

(J     3 

3 

the  fjaUon 

1    a 

a 

the  pound 

0     1 

11 

the  gallon 

0  IG 

5 

the  gallon 

I     7 

r» 

the  gallon 

0  U 

a 

And  the  Duties  of  Customs  on  the  articles  here- 
inafter mentiontxl,  lieing  articles  of  which 
Spirits  are  a  jmrt  or  ingredient,  shall  l)e  pro- 
jiortionately  increased^  and  shall  be  as 
follows  : — 

Chloral  Hydrate. 
Chloroform 
Collodion     . 
Ether  Acetic 
Ether  Butyric     . 
Ether  Sulphuric. 
Ethyl,  lotlide  of, 
— (^Tke  Chattt'trijlor  of  thv  Exahfsqut^r.y 

Excise  Duty  on  Spirits. 
5.  Reaolveii,  That  in  midition  to  the  Duty  of 
Excitje  now  payable  for  every  gallon  computed 
at  proof  of  Spirits  distilled  in  the  Unit«i  King- 
dom there  shall  be  charged  and  ptiid  the  Duty 
of  Six  I'ence^  and  8<3  in  proportion  for  any  lesa 
q ua u tity . — ( Th e  ( %t TWtll or  tf  the  Ej:eh eq uer.} 

Eesolutiou!*  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ; 
Conmiittee  to  sit  again  upon  Wedtiea- 
day. 

ARMY  (ANNUAL)  BILL.^(No.  16.) 
COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee,) 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Prestoo)  moved, 
after  the  word  '*i*lmll,"  in  line  2.^»  to 
insert  — 

'^  Subject  to  the  appointment  of  a  Judge 
Advocate  General  responsible  to  Parliament." 

The  obje^jt  of  tbe  Ameadment  was  to 
secure  the  appointment  of  a  Judge 
Advocate  General,  who  should  be 
reapoDsible  to  Parliament,  and  whose  duty 
it  *ihould  be  to  go  carefnlly  through  all 
the  proceedings  of  Courts  Martial  held 
under  the  Bill.  The  powers  ov<&r  soidierft 
given  by  the  Bill  were  very  extjeuBtve  ; 
and  it  was  most  uet.^eagary  that  there 
fthould  be  ft  Judge  Advocate  General, 
sitting  in  Parliament,  to  see  that  these 
powers  were  not  abused.  Hitherto  the 
Government  of  the  day  ha<l  appointed  as 
Judge  Advocate  Genenil  one  of  their  own 
Ministers,  who  aat  in  the  Hou^e,  wlio 
was  responsible  to  Parliaraeut,  and  in 
whoso  responsibility  all  the  Members  of 
the  Government  had  shared.  But  they 
had  onlirely  changed  that  system.  They 
had  uo  longer  got  a  Judge  Advocate 
General  who  sat  in  Parliament  and  was 
responsible  to  Parliament,  At  present 
the  office  was  held  by  Sir  F.  Jenne,  one 
of  the  Judges  of  the  Couj-t  of  Probate> 
who  was  appointed  by  the  Crown,  whose 
salary  was  paid  out  o!  the  Consolidated 
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Fijud,  and  wfio,  therefore,  wu^  tiot 
res|muj*ible  to  tliiit  House,  Tfie  duties 
<jf  tlie  poet  if  [iroperlj  performed  were 
of  a  \*^Tj  ouerruis  clmnicter.  There  were 
some  IjoOO  Courts  Marthil  he  hi  m  the 
course  of  the  year  ;  and  the  Jud^e 
Advof'ate  General  o tight  to  look  into 
€V«?ry  one  of  thoi^e  Courti*  Martial  if  he 
performed  his  dutj  properly.  They 
mi;;ht  he  tohl  flmt  Sir  Fntnei^  Jeiiiio  luid 
frtit  a  Deputy  Judt^e  AdvT»t'ate  Geueral  ; 
but  { his  matter  was  ton  importaiit  to  ejitriu-^t 
to  a  (lejitity,  aud  the  Judge  Advocate  Gene- 
ral sbouhl  have  a  seat  iu  Parliament  and 
be  respoui^ible  to  Parliament. 

Amendment  piropo^ed,  in  ptige  2,  line 
23,  after  the  word  **.'!ilnill  *'  to  insert  the 
words  ''subject  to  the  a|)pointmeut  of  u 
Judge  Advocate  General,'' — [Mr,  Han- 
bury,) 

Questiou  proposed,  '*Thaf  those  \vords 
be  there  itiserted.** 

The  SECRETAKY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Banxf.km an, 
Stirling,  &e.)  :  I  must  complain  tliat 
this  Anieudmeut  baa  been  spruog  with- 
out  notice  npou  the  CommittGe,  and  that^ 
though  opportunity  has  been  afforded  by 
frequent  adpurnments  of  the  Bill,  it  has 
not  been  placed  by  the  hon»  Member  on 
tbo  Paper.  But  I  am  perfectly  prepared 
to  give  the  hou.  Gentloman  an  answer. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  desires  that  there 
t^lioidd  be  a  Judge  Advocate  General 
present  in  this  House  and  responsible  to 
this  House,  The  first  condition  attaching 
to  I  be  presence  of  a  Judge  Advocate 
General  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
responsiljle  to  it,  is  that  he  should  be  a 
paid  officer.  I  am  no  believer  in  the 
respoufltbility  of  an  officer  to  Parliament 
who  is  not  paid  for  the  duties  ho  has  to 
Jischarge,  and  I  should  have  do  great 
4:onfidotice  in  the  nbility  of  the  kind  of 
Judge  Advoc4ite  General  who  would  be 
likely  to  take  the  office  in  the  eircum- 
fltaoces  of  receiving  no  pay.  If,  how- 
over,  ray  memory  does  oot  deceive  rae, 
the  hon.  Member  was,  if  not  the  head 
of  the  pack,  at  all  events  a  some- 
what noisy  member  of  the  pack,  who 
ran  down  the  imfortunate  Judge 
Advocate  Geueral  as  aii  appointment, 
[Mr.  HASitLKY  dissented.]  I  may 
be  mistaken  as  to  the  hon.  Member, 
but  certainly  year  after  year  the  House 
was  told  by  certain  active  Members  that 

Mr.  Hanbury 


the  office  of  Judge  Advocate  GenefAl 
was  a  sinecure.  The  appointment  was 
cxumined  into  by  the  Army  Estimates 
Committee,  and  tbe  conclusion  which 
was  come  to,  and  which  I  think  was 
pressed  on  the  Treasury  by  that  Com- 
mittee, was  that  there  should  be  no  pay* 
ment  of  the  £1»000  a  year  which  was 
then  given  to  the  Judge  Advocate 
General.  Speaking  candidly,  for  myself, 
I  have  never  taken  that  view  per-sonally* 
I  have  always  maint4iined  that  there 
ought  to  be  a  Jttdge  Advocate  Geueral, 
who  ought  to  be  ai!equately  paid,  not  on 
account  of  the  actual  amount  of  work 
performed  In  the  course  of  a  week  or  a 
year,  but  because  it  is  desirable  to  secure 
tor  the  office  n  compt.'tent  person  and  a 
lawyer  of  authority.  I  would  remind  the 
Committee  that  Sir  William  Marriott 
undertook  the  duties  of  the  office  for  do- 
thing,  and  so  great  had  been  the  zeal  of 
that  gentleman  that  the  whole  of  the 
allowances  available  for  fees  had  been 
absorbed  wuthin  the  tirst  two  or  three 
months  of  the  year,  leaving  nothing  for 
his  successors.  Taking  into  accouut, 
therefore,  the  fact  that  the  Committee 
have  adopted  a  view  against  the  Office, 
atid  that  the  Treasury  are  unwilling  to 
sanction  a  sufficient  salary  for  the  post» 
I  did  the  best  I  could  l>y  asking  Sir 
Francis  Jeune  to  undertake  the  duties 
connected  with  the  Otfir-e,  while  lit 
present  there  is  in  the  Office  of  the 
Deputy  Judge  Advocate  General  Mr. 
O^Dowd,  who  is  acrpminred  with  all  the 
duties,  I  cannot  imagine  that,  short  of 
having  a  paid  official  of  high  staudiiig 
and  authority  tu  the  House,  tbe  posit ioo 
%voukl  he  bettered.  As  I  said,  I  have 
always  expressed  oiy  personal  opinion  in 
favour  of  such  an  official,  but  I  do  not 
think  it  woultl  be  easy  to  induce  the 
House  of  Commons  to  reverse  tbe 
decision  which  was  given  formerly,  and 
therefore  I  am  disposed  at  prcseut  to 
leave  the  matter  as  it  now  stands. 

•Mu.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  conclusively 
proved  that  there  ought  to  be  a  Judge 
Advocate  Geueral,  and  yet  he  was  go  log 
to  oppose  the  appointment.  What  were  the 
reasons  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
gave  against  the  appointment  ?  First  of 
all,  there  was  a  difficidty  about  the  salary <» 
The  Army  Estimates  Committee  liad 
recomtnended  that  there  should  be  a 
Judge     Advocate     General,    hut     that 
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insteful  of  being  |iaiJ  hy  aalary  he  aiioulil 
be  paid  by  fees,  ant  I  the  rt^lit  boii.  Geii- 
tlemaii  sheltered  hiiii^elif  iiehiiid  tbat 
decision.  Then  the  ri^lit  botk  (xeti tie- 
man  said  that  there  wvls  an  able  Ai^sistant 
Judge  Advocate  (xeueral  in  I  be  person  of 
Mr.  O'Dowd;  If  that  were  so — and  he 
full?  agreed  witli  tlie  right  ban.  Gentle- 
man— Mr»  O'Diiwd  onght  to  be  made 
•Judge  Atlvoeato  General,  in  order  that 
he  might  have  a  proper  j^tanding  to 
enable  biui  to  deal  with  the  Conrti; 
MartiaJ.  Thi?*  vtaa  a  most  important 
matter,  which  at!ceted  250,030  of  Her 
Majesty's  snhjccts,  who  were  necessarily 
deprived  of  their  civil  rights,  who  had  no 
recourse  to  the  Conrts  and  no  protector 
except  a  Judge  Advocate  General,  whom 
the  Government  won  hi  not  appoint  in 
eaich  ft  way  as  that  be  would  be  respon- 
sible to  the  House.  Hts  ballef  was  that 
everybody  who  hiid  any  knowledge  of 
this  office  wa^ii  fully  alive  to  the  necesiiity 
of  it,  and  there  w^aa  no  one  more  so  than 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  though 
the  right  bou.  Gentlemiui  asked  tlie 
House  not  to  agree  tj  the  appjint- 
ment, 

Question  p. it,  tvj\  negatived. 

Mr.  HANBirRV  m>ved,  in  line  24, 
to  leave  out  ''*'  April ''  and  insert  *'  M'ly-" 
He  coubi  not  see  why  the  Act  should  uot 
como  iuto  force  tn  all  p>rtions  of  Her 
Majesty  V  dominions  on  thy  same  date.  It 
came  into  force  i[i  the  United  Kingdom 
on  the  30th  of  April  ;  elsewhere  in 
Europe  on  the  3 1st  of  July,  and  else- 
where on  the  31st  of  December.  Perhaps 
these  three  different  dates  were  relics  of 
the  old  time  when  communication  was 
not  ao  good  as  at  present ;  lait  now  there 
was  no  reason  whatever  for  drawing 
such  a  distinction.  If  the  Act  came  into 
operation  on  the  saTiie  day  it  would  avoid 
a  great  deiil  of  confusion.  The  principal 
object  of  the  Amendment  was  to  get  m^re 
tune  for  the  discussion  of  the  BilL  When 
Parliament  year  after  year  had  to  do 
what  was  constitutionally  against  the 
law,  there  ought  to  be  very  ample  time 
for  consideration.  His  chief  reason  for 
moving  this  Amondmetit  was  in  order  to 
get  more  time  and  to  avoid  the  answer 
constantly  given  them,  that  the  Bill  was 
not  controversial,  or  that  there  was  not 
proper  time  to  discuss  it.  Ho  main  rained 
that  a  Bill  like  this,  which  was  re-emictod 
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every  year,  and  which  affected  the 
liberties  of  so  many  of  Her  Miijesty's 
sulijects,  was  a  controversial  measure,  and 
it  became  especially  so  when  the  Govern- 
ment introduced  into  it  importtint  Amend- 
ments :\ffecting  the  (piesiion  of  the 
punishment  of  soldiers.  If  the  com- 
mencement of  the  operation  of  the 
measure  were  postponed  for  a  month  or 
so  then  Ministers  w^ould  not  l)e  driven 
to  rush  it  thrv>ngh  at  these  nn- 
usnal  hours,  when  it  was  impossible 
that  the  interests  of  the  soldiers,  which 
were  so  vitally  affected  by  this  Bill, 
eonld  lie  properly  con  tillered.  They  had 
no  right  to  assnme  it  was  a  IVilt  to  be 
hurried  through  in  this  way.  The  ques- 
tions of  the  Hogging  of  native  troops  in 
In.lia,  the  imprisonment  of  soldiers  for 
military  oflences  in  civil  prisons,  and  the 
right  of  soldiers  to  have  the  evidence 
against  them  taken  on  oath,  were  all 
malters  which  ought  to  be  fully  disctissed, 
hut  which,  owing  to  the  early  date  at 
which  the  Hill  had  to  pass  into  law,  it 
was  impossible  for  them  ade  piatcly  to 
lisGUss.  These  were  thy  main  reasons 
for  his  propO'^ing  the  present  Amend- 
ment. 

Am:!ndnijnt  prtip  )se  ij  in  page  2,  line 
28,  to  le:ive  oit  the  word  *"  April,"  aud 
insert  the  word  **  May." — {Mr,  Hanhurif.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  word 
'  April  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause/* 

Mii.  CAMPBELL-  BAXXERMAX, 

in  opposing  tlie  A^iiindmijQt,  asked  way 
was  it  thtit  this  Bill  was  annually  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament  ?  It  was  that 
Parliament  might  have  control  over  the 
maintenance  of  the  Standing  Army, 
The  Standing  Army  could  only  be  nmin- 
tained  under  discipline  if  this  Bill  were 
passed.  He  well  remembered  the  dis- 
enssions  that  took  place  when  the  old 
Mntiny  Bill  was  supersedeil  by  the  Army 
(Annual)  Bill,  and  he  could  say  with 
couiidenee  it  was  never  contemplated 
that  every  time  the  Army  (Ainiualj  Act 
was  introduced  there  should  be  a  general 
review  of  the  whole  of  the  provisions  of 
the  Military  Law*.  Those  provision!  . 
were  settled  onee  and  for  all.  Of  cours 
they  could  be  altered  by  special  legisla 
tiou  at  any  time,  but  the  Artny  (Annual) 
Bill  w*as  intended  merely,  as  he  said,  for 
two  purposes.     In  the  first  place,  to  pro- 
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vide    for  a  discipHuary   power  over 
Army  ;  aud,  iu  tbe  aecotid  place,  to  affbnl 
the    Executive    Government  an    oppor- 
tunity    of    making    any    comparatively 
small  amendments  as  to  tlieir  expericnoe 
proved  to  bo  necessary  in  tbeadtniuistra- 
tion  of  tbe  law.     The  bon.  Mem  tier  said 
that  this   was    a  oontroverstal    measure, 
and  thatu  good  deal  of  time  was  required 
to   discuss    it.      Would    tho   Comraittee 
believe  that  although   the   bo«,  MemVier 
was  a  Member  of  this  House  through  the 
whole  of  the  last  Parliameut,  this  Bill 
never  occupied  any  thne   in  the  discus- 
sions, year  after  year,  during   the  whole 
of    that    time  ?       He    would    tiot    say 
absolutely  that  there  never  was  a  single 
word  uttered  about   it,  because    on  one 
occasion   the  late  Sir  John  Pope   Hen- 
nessey did  raise  some  question  counccted 
with  tbe  Marines  ;   but  if  he  said  that  iu 
the  course  of  the  last  Parliament  there 
were    otily    from     10    to   20   sentences 
uttered  iu  the  House  on  the  subject  of 
military  discipline  and  law   he  should  l)o 
well  within  the  umrk.     But  duri[ig  this 
Parliament  things  had  changed,  ajid  this 
being  a  Bill  which  it  was   necessary  the 
Government  should  get  through  in  order 
to  maintain  discipline  in  tbe  Army,  the 
hou.  Member  aud  bis  bon.    Friend  near 
bim  (Mr.  Gibson  Bowles)  seized  this  as  a 
glorious  opportunity  for  occupying  a  little 
of  the  time  of  tbe  Government.    The  hou. 
Member  had  protested  against  auy  sudden 
action  in  the  matter,  in  order  tluit  oppor- 
tunity should  beatfordcd  for  Amendments 
to  be  put  down.     Wbat  was  tho  result  ? 
Half-a-dozen  Amonilments  coming   from 
the  bon.  Member  and  his  Xion,  Friend. 

Mk,  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  said,  there  was  an  Amemlmeut 
down  from  the  right  hou.  Gentleman's  side 
of  the  House. 

Mr,  GAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  yes,  it  was  a  fortunate  circum- 
stance, and  just  sufficient  to  break  tbe 
monotony  that  a  single  Amendment 
had  been  put  down  from  the  Ministerial 
side,  bearing  upon  a  matter  not  concerned 
at  all  with  the  discipline  of  tho  Army. 
The  point  the  hou.  Member  now  raised 
was  that,  iu  order  to  give  opportunity 
for  the  fullest  discu'^iion  of  the  whole 
system  of  miHtary  disci  pi  ine  and  law 
every  year — a  thiug  certainly  not  con- 
ducive to  the  best  interests  of  tbe  Army 
— that    the    Biil    should    be   postponed 

Mr,  Campbell' Banner  man 


coming  into  operation  till  the  end  of 
May.  Up  to  1H79  there  were  a  good 
many  dates  in  the  different  countries  over 
which  tbe  British  Army  was  scattered, 
but  these  different  dates  were  ultimately 
simplified,  and  those  now  in  tbe  Bill 
were  adopted.  For  his  part,  he  failed  to 
see  any  reason  why  they  should'  be 
cbaoge'd.  If  the  date  for  bringing  the 
measure  into  operation  were  postponed, 
as  tbe  hou.  Member  desired,  it  was  likely 
that  in  soine  distant  parts  of  the  Empire 
there  would  be  a  danger  of  a  period  inter- 
posing itself  wbeu  it  would  be  doubtful 
whether  tho  last  or  the  new  Act  pre- 
vailed. It  shonbl  be  borne  in  mind  that 
some  little  time  must  elapse  before  the 
Bill  coidd  arrive  in  India  and  other  pos- 
sessions far  away.  In  his  opinion,  there 
was  DO  reason  why  more  time  shoubl  be 
afforded  for  the  discussion  of  the  mea- 
sure, 

Mr.  BRODRICK  (Surrey,  Guildford) 
desired  to  say  a  word  in  reference  to  what 
had  fallen  from  tbe  Secretary  for  War 
as  regarded  the  proceedings  on  the  Army 
(Annual)  Act  in  this  and  the  last  as  com- 
pared with  previous  ^Sessions.  The  secret 
of  the  Bill  Inning  been  so  little  discussed 
dnring  tbe  last  Parliament  was  that  uo 
changes  of  any  importance  were  intro- 
duced into  it  by  the  Executive.  Last 
year,  not  only  were  several  important 
changes  introduced,  but  he  thought  tbe 
right  boa.  Gentleman  himself  could 
hardly  have  appreciated  their  importance 
before  be  came  down  to  defend  them  in 
Committee.  Tbe  result  was  that  they 
were  kept  up  ail  night  and  mauy  jmints 
still  remained  unexplained,  whilst,  if  he 
recollected  aright,  the  House  of  Lords 
put  iu  one  important  Amendment  which 
was  accepted  by  the  Government.  It 
could  not,  therefore,  be  said  that  the  efforts  • 
of  his  bon.  Friends  behind  him  on  that 
occasion  Avere  fntile.  In  couBequenoe 
of  the  discussions  the  Array  Act  ba<l  been 
reprinted^  and  at  the  time  to  which  he 
referred  it  'was  such  a  mass  of  Amend- 
ment!^ that  neither  the  Secretary  for  War 
nor  his  legal  advisers  were  able  to  find 
the  points  on  which  they  based  their 
defence, 

Mh.  ARN0LD-F0R8TER  {Belfast, 
W.)  said,  the  rigbt  bon.  Gentleman  bad 
alluded  to  the  fact  that  Sir  John  Pope 
Hennessey  had  raised  a  matter  under  the 
Army  (Annual)  Act.      He   remembered 
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the  instance  to  which  the  right  hon» 
Geutleroan  alliiileil,  iind  a  rery  important 
question  was  raisci!  then,  ant  I  a  pledge 
was  given  to  coin  ply  wkb  the  point 
raiHeiL  That  pledge  the  Gtn'erntnent 
had  not  yet  carried  ont.  These  same 
pledges  had  been  repeated  to  him  within 

the  present  Piirliament^ 

The  chairman  :    The  boo.  Mem- 
ber is  not  speaking  to  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  said,  he 
ivss  merely  referring  to  the  example 
quoted  by  the  Secretary  for  War,  becuise 
he  wished  to  have  some  explanation  on 
the  point.  Wliat  be  wished  to  know 
was,  whether  hon.  Members  had  a  right 
to  discutis  important  points  on  thia  Bill, 
or  whetbcr  it  was  out  of  Order  to  do  so  ? 
The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  bon.  Gentle^ 
man  is  not  speaking  to  tbe  Amendment, 
which  is  to  leave  out  **  April  "  and  insert 
**  May." 

Mr.  ARN0LD-F0R8TER  did  not 
tles^ire  to  support  the  Amendment,  but 
he  should  like  to  koow  whotber  tbe  re- 
marks made  by  tbe  Secretary  for  War 
were  to  be  a  guide  to  him  in  this  matter 
or  not  ?  He  did  tiot  desire  to  prolong 
L  the  Debate,  but  be  should  be  glad  to  know 
f  if  he  should  be  going  outside  the  limits 
of  the  Debate  if  he  were  to  dwell  upon  an 
important  point  raised  by  tbe  reference  of 

tthe  right  hon.  Gentleman,  because  iinlosii 
they  discussed  it  nownoopportuuity  would 
arise  hereafter.  If  he  was  otit  of  Order 
in  discussing  what  had  been  said  he 
would  wait  until  some  other  Amendment 
came  on  upon  which  it  would  be  in 
Order  to  make  the  observations  he  in- 
tended to  make. 

Mr.  HANBURY,  referring  to  the 
observations  of  the  Secretary  for  War, 
flaid  the  right  hon.  Gen  tie  man  had 
already  been  told  by  tbe  Member  for 
Guildford  that  the  reason  why  these 
matters  were  discussed  in  the  last  Session 
wag  because  important  Amendments  were 
introduced  which  they  were  entitled  to 
dbcuss.  But  wbether  important  Amend- 
ments were  introduced  or  not,  a  Bill  of 
this  character  ought  not  to  be  brought  on 
for  discussion  after  12  oVlock  at  night. 

Mr.  a.  C,  MORTON  (Peterborough) 
observed  that,  in  his  opinion,  it  w^as  not 
very  important  whether  tho  date  was 
tixed  for  the  30th  April  or  30tb  of  May. 
He  did  not  altogether  follow  the  strie- 
tares  passed  on  hen.  Members  that  even- 


ing by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
and  for  his  part  he  reserved  bis  right  to 
ask  a  few  questions  when  this  Amend- 
ment was  got  rid  of. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill/' 

Mr.  HAN  bury  said,  he  desired  to 
ask  the  right  boo.  Gentleman  a  question 
arising    on   Sub-seetion  (c)  of  this  same 
clause.        The  point  was   one  that    had 
often  l>een  brought  to  his  notice  by  many 
oHicers  who  bad  had  long  .service  in  India, 
and  referred  to  the  length  of  the  sentences 
that  were  passed  on  the  troops  serving  in 
India.     These   were  generally  similar  in 
length   to   those  passed  on  the  troops  in 
England,  which  wms   unjust,  because  he 
was   told  that  one  mouth *s  imprisonment 
in    India    was    practically   an  erjuivalent 
punish  men  t  to  a  sentence  of  six.   months 
in  this  country  on  acconntof  thedilferent 
character   of    the   prif*oiis,   the   heat  and 
climate^  and  considerations  of  that  kind. 
He   was    informed  that  tbe  condition  of 
some  of  the  Indian  prisons  was  such  that 
British     troops    ought    not    to    be    im- 
prisoned in  them  under  any  circumsUinces, 
Imprisonment  in  Indian  gaols  was  a  very 
serious  matter,  and  twice  or  three   tiroes 
as  severe  as  the  punishment  of  imprison- 
ment in  English  gaols.    He  ha<]  evidence 
before  him  that  tbe  rate  of  mortality  in 
Indian    prisons    ranged  from   75   to   150 
per  1,000,  and  he  certainly  did  not  think 
that  English  soldiers  sbouM   be   subject 
to   imprisonment   in  gaols  in   which    so 
high    a   death-rate   prevailed — a   death- 
rate    unheard    of    in      English    prisons. 
He      believed       that       Indian      prisons 
were  not  fit  to   be   occnpietl    by    Euro- 
peans ;     tho    water    and     tbe    sanitary 
arrangements    were   both   bad,  and    the 
warders  were  too  often  criminals  them- 
selves.    He  did   not  want  to  press    his 
Amendment      unnecessarily,      but       ho 
thought  his  argument  was   sulBcient  to 
convince  the  Committee   that  sentences 
of  imprisonment  in   Indian  gaols  should 
not  be  on  the  same  scale  as  the  sentences 
to   English   prisons,   and    he    hoped   the 
Secretary  for  War  would   undertake    to 
look  into  the  matter* 

Mr.  CAkPBELL^BANNERMAN  : 

The  Amendment   is   not  strictly  regular, 
because    it    would    have    tbe   efFeet,    if 
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passed,  of  removing  tlic  Imliau  Army 
iVoiii  tbe  Dperatiou  of  the  Armj  ( Aniitiiil ) 
Act,  anti  leiivinfT  it  outside  tlie  Diseiplioe 
Act — a  verj  iimlesinible  rts««lt.  But  he 
would  undertake  to  miike  iuquiry  iuto 
tho  poiiitfi  niised  by  the  hou.  Member. 
He  was  surrouudeii  by  officers  wlio  had 
a  most  thorough  knowledge  of  India, aud 
he  had  no  doubt  that  they  wore  as  well  i 
riiformed  on  the  subject  as  the  corres- 
pontleut  of  tiie  hou.  GentlemaiK  He 
woulil  make  a  poiut  of  af^kiug  them 
whctlier  Huythiug  could  be  doue  iu  thij^ 
matt-er. 

Mr,  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  agreed 
that  it  did  not  matter  whether  the  maiu 
Act  was  piiHBL'd  tu  1881  or  at  any  other 
date,  because  he  held  that  wbeuever 
passed  it  was  open  to  refortn  if  oppor* 
t«nity  should  otier.  Year^  ago  private 
goldiera  were  treated  worse  thau  horses, 
but  uow  things  wero  differeut.  Lant 
year  uudoubtedly  the  couhtideratiou  of  tlui* 
Army  (Auuual)  Bill  was  liurried,  be- 
cause it  was  tluuight  dei^trable  to  get 
through  the  business  before  Good  Friday. 
He  had  oue  questiou  to  put  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  aud  that  was  how 
it  was  that  hou.  Memiiers  were  unable 
to  see  a  copy  of  this  AvA  of  Parliameut, 
He  had  applietl  iu  the  Library  aud  had 
been  unable  to  get  a  copy.  All  he  had  been 
shown  was  the  Bill  passed  In  1881,  aud 
it  certainly  was  unreasouabk'  for  any  hou. 
Member  to  be  expected  to  find  out  for 
himself  all  the  amendments  which  had 
been  made  to  the  Bill  since  1881.  This 
further  be  wanted  to  know,  whether 
soldiers  rec-eived  a  copy  of  the  Army  Act. 
[A  laugh,']  It  was  all  very  well  for 
hou»  Member;^  to  laugh  when  he  suggested 
that  Boldiers  should  have  a  copy  ;  luit 
they  ought  to  remember  ihal  by  this  Aot 
they  were  taking  away  the  civil  liberties, 
and  in  many  eases  the  lives,  of  2o0,00<) 
of  our  fellow-citizens,  aud  it  was  the  duty 
of  hou.  Members  to  protect  the  interests 
of  those  citizens,  and  to  see  that  they 
were  treated  iu  ae  decent  aud  respectable 
H  manner  as  a  human  being  ought  to  lie. 
The  Secretary  for  War  had  complained 
that  only  two  or  three  hoo.  Members  bad 
put  down  Amendments  to  this  Bill»  but 
the  explanation  of  that  fact  was  to  Ite 
found  iu  the  difficulty  of  getting  copies 
of  the  measure.  He  hoped  the  right  hou. 
Member  would  vouchfiafe  him  an  answer 
to  these  questious,  because  not  only  him- 
J/r,  Citmpbeil- Banner  man 
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self  but  many  other  hou.  Members  desired 
to  study  these  matters  in  order  to  do  justice 
to  all  classes  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects. 

Sir  A.  ACLAND-HOOD  (Somerset 
Wellington)  said»  when  he  was  in  the 
Anny  the  practice  was  for  the  officer 
commanding  a  company  to  read  out  sec- 
tions of  the  Act  every  Saturday  after- 
noon, til  us  enabling  the  men  to  under- 
stand its  provisions.  He  thought  this 
was  a  most  excellent  practice,  and  be 
would  like  to  ask  if  copies  were  still  seut 
to  regiments  to  enable  the  officers  to  do 
this  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL- BANNERM an 
said,  that  considerable  amendment  w*i9 
made  in  the  Act  last  year,  and  iu  conse- 
quence of  that  he  gave  orders  that  it 
should  be  reprinted  at  once.  But  the 
Statute  Law  He  vision  Committee  aud  the 
Stationery  Office  both  declined  to  conseuC 
to  put  their  tutprimatur  on  the  Act,  if 
then  printed,  because  it  might  be  further 
amended  that  year.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
it  was  further  amended  later  in  the  Se.%- 
siou.  There  was  consequently  consider- 
able delay  iu  bringing  out  the  Act,  but 
he  gave  directions  immediately  it  was 
printed  that  a  number  of  copies  should 
be  sent  to  the  Library  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  the  Act  was  alsocireulatCHi 
tx>  every  regimeut  in  the  Service,  so  thai 
there  was  no  difficulty  in  the  way  of 
commitndiug  officers  making  the  raeu 
acquainted  wilh  its  provisions. 

Sir    F,  FITZWYGRAM    (South 

Hants,  Fareham)  said,  he  could  not  con- 
cur with  tlie  hou.  Member  for  Preston  in 
bis  complaint  as  to  the  condition  of  the 
Indian  prisons.  He  served  several  years 
in  India,  both  in  the  Bombay  and  Bengal 
Presidencies,  and  he  could  only  say  thai 
the  cells  iu  which  the  soldiers  were  con- 
fined were  large,  roomy  and  airy.  He 
thought  that  the  Indian  Government  were 
most  careful  of  the  healths  of  the 
prisoners,  at  any  rate  during  the  period 
of  liis  service  in  India,  aud  he  never  heard 
a  soldier  make  a  single  complaint  either 
as  to  the  cell  iu  which  he  was  coofiued 
or  as  to  his  treatment.  The  warders  la 
most  C4ises  were  garrison-warders, 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  no  doubt  the 
hou,  and  gallant  Gentleman  was  speak- 
ing from  his  own  experience,  but  be  did 
not  think  that  that  experience  was  very 
recent.     He   must  Ih:^  aware,  if  be  had 
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studied  the  Army  Act  with  regiird  to  the 
committal  of  prisoners,  that  it  was 
possible  to  commit  militarj  priiSODers  to 
civil  prisons.  He  was  not  complaining 
of  the  military  pri-ioiiii  in  any  way,  for 
bolb  ia  India  arid  in  England  they  were 
very  conveniently  arranged,  hut  he  was 
eomplaiRiag  of  the  comraittal  to  civil 
prisons  m  India  of  prisoners  for  miHtary 
offences,  because  these  Indian  civil 
pricioii!!;  were  exactly  of  the  description  he 
had  given. 

Sir  R,  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
miid  that,  in  regard  to  the  prisooi?  hi 
wiitch  sohiiers  were  confined,  they  were 
of  two  kinds*  First,  there  were  the  eella 
to  which  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  had 
alliided,  and  which  wore  attached  to  most 
barrack  a*  Thoy,  of  course,  were  every- 
thing that  was  desirable.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Preston  had, 
however,  alluded  to  the  civil  prisons, 
which  were  certainly  not  suited  for  the 
iDcarceration  of  Europeans.  They  were 
all  very  well  for  the  natives,  but  tbej 
certainly  could  not  be  considered  to  be 
desirable  places  for  Kiiropeans.  He 
would  suggest  that,  if  it  were  necessary 
to  commit  military  prisoners  to  these 
Indian  civil  prisons,  special  rooms  should 
he  set  apart  for  them.  It  was  not  so 
Binch  a  matter  of  insauitation  as  it  was 
the  disadvantageous  and  depressing 
influence  of  the  Indian  climate  on 
liiUFopeans  that  had  to  he  considered* 

Mr.  EGERTON  ALLEN  (Pem- 
broke, &c.)  saifl,  that  he  bad  had  some  ex- 
perience of  Indtan  gaols,  and  he  had 
frequently  asked  European  prisoners  iji- 
carcerateJ  in  them  if  they  had  any  com- 
plaint. The  chief  complaint  he  had 
received  was  that  of  the  sauienoss  of  the 
foc:Ml,  and  that  was  a  y^ry  trifling  m;itter. 
He  did  not  thtnk  there  was  any  ground 
of  complaint  on  the  score  of  work. 
Europeans  were  only  put  to  tasks  which 
the  weakest  natives  could  undertake,  and 
It  was  a  perfect  farce  to  cidl  it  hard 
labour, 

Mu,  A.  C,  MORTON  comphiined  that 
the  Secretary  for  War  had  given  no 
reply  to  hi«  questions  as  to  whether  the 
private  soldiers  were  allowed  to  have  a 
copy. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
«aid,  lie  tbouglit  he  had  answere^i  that 
question  wlieu  he  stated  that  he  directed 


a  cop}'  lo  he  sent  to  every  regiment. 
He  understood  that  when  the  Act  reached 
the  commanding  officers  there  were 
iimple  means  in  the  power  of  every 
private  to  Bee  it* 

*Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  asked  if  It 
was  not  the  fact  that  the  last  copy  which 
was  printed  only  came  into  the  possession 
of  the  regimeots  just  at  the  time  it  was 
about  to  expire.  Was  that  an  excep- 
tional circumstance  ? 

Mr.     CAMPBELL  BANNERMAN 

said,  it  was  an  exceptional  circumstance, 
lis  the  Session  lasted  the  whole  year 
through,  and  he  had  already  explained 
that  it  was  impossihle  to  get  it  printed 
until  the  close  of  the  Session, 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  had  told  them  he  directed 
copies  of  the  Act  to  be  pent  to  the 
Library,  but  would  he  direct  that  every 
Member  of  the  House  should  receive  a 
copy  ? 

Mu.    CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN 

said,  he  had  no  power  to  interfere  with 
the  Government  arraugements  for  the 
distribution  of  Parliamentary  Papers. 

Mh.  A.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  thought 
his  demand  that  every  Member  of  the 
House  shotild  have  a  copy  was  only  a 
fair  one. 

Mh.  II  an  bury  thought  it  was  more 
important  to  secure  that  soldiers  were 
made  acquainted  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Act,  which  contained  something  like 
190  clauses.  The  point  was  whether 
the  mere  reading  out  on  parade  was  suffi- 
cient. It  was  too  much  to  call  on  a 
private  soldier  to  pay  Is*  6d.  for  a  copy 
of  the  Act,  and  therefore  stops  should  be 
taken  to  see  that  every  soldier  had  a 
right  of  access  to  it,  either  in  the  Regi- 
men ttil  Library  or  in  the  can  tee  us.  Every 
soldier  ought  to  know  under  what  law 
he  served. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  BANNERMAN 
said,  he  had  had  reprinted  the  Act  as 
amended  down  to  tlie  end  of  hist  Session, 
and  had  had  it  circulated  tbroughoul  the 
Service.  He  did  not  tlunk  it  was  at  all 
necessary  to  send  a  copy  to  every  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  but  he  would  see  that 
the  hon.  Member  bad  one. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON:  That  is  not 
finite  good  enough  for  rue  — — 
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•The  chairman  :  Order,  order ! 
A  certain  amouut  of  latJtiule  has  been 
necesstirily  allowed  to  the  boti.  Member 
Hecause  this  elanse  applies  the  Army 
Act,  but  he  is  not  entitled  to  purRie  the 
subject  any  further. 
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ship  thus  inflicted,  tim\  he  now  ventured 
to  move  the  Qon«>8ion  of  the  clause,  lo 
order  to  give  the  right  hou.  Geutlenian 
an  opportunitv  of  saying  what  he  was 
prepared  to  do  in  this  nnitter.  It  could 
not  be  suggested   that    lid.  left  much  of 


*  "  —  ^"  ^..^^^^^^^   ,..-.    .  ,1^..  -- —  —      _ 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  he  noticed  that    a  margin  of  profit  on  a  breakfa.^t  for  a     ■ 
lb-section   3  fixed  the  mimiir^r  of    thn    healthy  soltlier  ;  while  as  to  the  horses^,  it     ^ 


Sub-section  3  fixed  the  mimber  of  the 
regular  forces  "exclusive  of  the  Marine 
force*"  Why  were  the  figures  set  out  in 
one   case  aud  not  in  the  other  ?     Was 

there  no  limit  to  the  Marine  force  that 
might  be  employed  in  the  United  King- 
dom ?  Practical  I  y  that  eonstiliifed  part 
of  the  Standing  Army;  the  men  served 
on  land  and  came  under  the  Army 
Discipline  Aiii^  and  he  would  like  to 
know  the  reuBou  for  the  difltinctiou  thus 
made  ? 

Mr.   CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

Apparently  the  ournher  is  not  stated  iti 
the  Act,  but,  of  course,  the  Vote  of  Par- 
liament controls  it, 

Mr.   HANBURY  :     Why    la  it    not 
stated  ? 

Mu,  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  ^ 

I  cannot  lelL 

Question  put,  and  agroed  to. 
Clause  3. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed*  | 
"  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill/'  j 

•Mr.  BODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  said, 
thifi  clause  provided  that  certain  prices 
for  billeting  mentioned  in  the  Schedule 
of  the  Army  Act,  IHHl,  should  be  paid 
to  licensed  victuallers.  These  prices 
referred  to  the  allowances  for  both 
hor*^es  and  men,  and  were  fixed  from 
time  to  time  by  Parliament,  while  with 
regard  to  horses  and  vehicles  impressetl 
for  military  service,  power  was  given  to 
tlie  Justices  of  the  Peace  to  increase  the 
amount  fixed  in  the  Schedule  by  not 
more  than  one-third,  should  that  be 
deemed  to  be  just.  Now  in  places  near  to 
military  centres,  from  and  towards  which 
the  troopb  were  constantly  moving,  the 
publicans  were  in  these  days,  when  tlic 
prices  of  forage  were  higli,  put  to  con- 
siderable expense,  and  the  tax  placed 
upon  them  was  heavier  than  Parliament 
ever  intended.  He  ha|)pone*l  to  be  a 
member  of  a  deputation  from  various 
parts  of  England,  which  waited  on  tlie 
Secretary  for  War  to  point  out  the  hard- 


healthy  soltlier  ;  while  as  to  the  horses,  it 
often  occufrcnl  that  an  innkeeper  who 
had  no  stubles  of  his  own  lost  from  lOd. 
to  Is,  a  night  each  lioree  by  having  to 
put  it  ont  at  livery.  Could  not  some* 
thing  be  done  to  increa.^^e  the  Schedule 
prices  in  thesc^  cases  ? 

Mr,  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  think  I  snti'sJied,  or  at  least  endeavoureil 
to  satisfy,  the  deputfjition,  when  they  came 
to  see   me  at  the  War   Office,  that  there 
was  no  such  injustice  in  these  prices   as 
they  seemed   to   think.     I    have    looked 
carefully  into  the  matter,  and  having  gone 
over  a  large  nnmlier  of  years  I  find  that, 
taking  the   variations  which   there   have 
l>een  in  the  prices  within  these  years,  the 
charges   allowed    for   billets   have   been 
fairly  justified.     It  must  be  remembered, 
with  regard  to  the  charge  of  1  ^d.  for  break- 
fast, that  that  is  an  allowance  for  break- 
fast which  took  the  place  of  an  allowance 
of  nothing  at  all  for  breakfast.     It  should 
also    be  rememberetl  by   the  Committee 
that    we   do    not    pretend    to    give    the 
soldier  a  breakfast.     This   sum   of    1  |d, 
furnishes   him   merely  with   the  basis  or 
rudiments  of  a   breakfast,  say  a  piece  ef 
breml  and   n  cup   of  tea,  upon   which  he 
may  build  up  a  breakfast  out  of  his  oim 
resources.     It    was    almost    a    work    of 
supererogation  to  have  granted    it  at   all, 
I  and  in  any  case  it   must  not  be  taken  aa 
meaning  the  full  value  of  the  full  break- 
fast of  a  healthy,  hungry  soldier.     There 
is,  no  doubt,   a  considerable   amount   of 
hardship  inflicted  because  of  the  uuecjual 
distribution  of    billets.     lu   the  district* 
where  there  are  frequent  movemeuls  of 
great  bodies  of  troops  there  is  an  unusual 
amount   of    billeting  imposed  upon    the 
publicans.     I    am   not  sure  that  tbat  ia 
very  much  to  eoinplain  of,     I  remember 
my  predcecssor,  sjieaking  in  tiie   House 
upon  this  matter,  said  the  only  complaint 
he  had  received   was  from  a  man  whose 
grievance  it   was   that    troops  were   not 
billeted     upon     him     oftenen       I 
endeavouring,       however,       with       the 
help      of      military     advice,      to      find 
some    plan    by    which     extreme 
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can  be  modifie4 — wlieilior  we  can  in 
some  places  in  tbe  iliutricts  where  the 
movcmeiitj^  uf  troops  are  freq went  aeqiiirc 
ground  in  the  immediate  ueij^hboiirhocal 
where  the  oiarehes  take  place  in  the 
H 11  miner  for  earn  pa  of  rest.  I  hope  we 
»haU  be  able  to  do  that.  No  one  can  he 
more  interested  in  the  matter  or  lie  more  j 
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capable  of  briDginc^  it  to  a  reasonable  and 
successful  couclusion  than  my  gallant 
Friend  Sir  Evelyn  Wotxl,  in  whose  pro- 
vince, ai?  Quartermaster  General,  this 
matter  lies.  There  is  one  point  to  which 
ray  hon.  Friend  allnded — namely,  tbe 
price  of  forage.  Undonhtetlly  this  last 
year  the  prices  of  forage  ran  very  high, 
but  looking  back  over  several  years  and  j 
taking  the  average  for  10  years  I  find 
that  the  average  price  per  ration  of  i 
forage  is  Is.  9d.  The  average  at  which 
we  have  been  aide  to  provide  that  same 
ration  of  forage  during  the  last  10  year*^ 
is  Is,  2^d.  I  think  the  Committee  mnst 
see  that  there  is  a  margin  here  which 
would,  at  all  events^  protect  the  publican's 
pocket  from  loss.  It  must  always  V»e  re- 
membered— and  I  want  to  lay  this  down 
very  positively— that  this  duty  of  billet- 
ing is  laid  upon  those  who  bear  the 
burden  by  the  conditions  of  their  licence. 
And  let  me  say  also  chat  it  is  nothing 
like  the  burden  it  was  20  or  ^iO  years  ago, 
when  mrivemeiits  of  troops  by  road  were 
very  much  more  general  than  they  are 
now. 

Mk.  BKODRICK  said,  he  was  very 
glad  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  proposed 
to  take  some  steps  for  the  assist  an  ce  of 
thoBe  places  wherein  troops  were  being 
constantly  billeted.  With  regard  to  the 
forage  question,  the  right  hon.  Geutlenian 
had  pointetl  out  the  distinction  in  the 
price  of  forage  as  paid  to  publicans  and 
as  bought  for  the  Army,  hut  Iw  A'uX 
not  mention  that  tbe  puhlicat]  had 
ufteu  to  pay  for  the  hire  of  stabh.^s 
out  of  his  allowance  for  forage.  They 
bad  often  to  pay  6tl,  or  Dd,  out  of  the 
money  allowed  for  stabling  accommoda- 
tion. If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wotild 
carry  out  these  proposals,  grtat  satis- 
faction would  he  given  to  the  locality 
he  (Mr.  Brodrick)  rey^resented.  He 
must  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  was  hardly  correct  in  saying  that 
taking  a  period  of  years  the  amount 
allowed  for  soldiers'  food  was  sutfieient, 
because  a  few  year^i  ago  it  was  fouml 


fast,  but  the  whole  amount  was  rriised 
from  Is.  4d.  to  Is.  9d.  The  sohlicr  could 
not  obtain  things  at  a  puhlic-housoat  the 
same  price  as  be  could  at  his  own 
canteen, 

A[*MiRAL  FIELD  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne) said,  he  had  felt  very  atrongly  upon 
this  matter  for  a  long  time,  and  a  number 
of  licensed  victuallers  felt  strongly  upon  it 
also.  Because  it  was  an  ancient  injustice 
it  did  not  become  more  tolerable  1>ecau6e 
of  its  aniifpiity.  He  said  it  was  the  duty 
j  of  the  War  'Oflice  to  look  into  this 
I  matter  fairly.  To  his  mind,  it  was  a 
monstrous  injustice  to  ask  a  licensed 
victualler  to  put  up  a  man  and  to  lose 
money  upon  it.  A  soldier  was  allowed 
4d,  for  his  bed,  which  was  the  price  that 
a  tramp  paid  at  a  common  lodging-house. 
As  to  the  sum  allowetl  for  a  soldier's  food, 
it  was  nothing  more  or  less  than  con- 
fiscation of  the  licensed  victualler's  pro- 
perty. Itseemed  tobimlbat  theauthorities 
in  fixing  this  unjust  responsibility  on 
Hceiised  victuallers  knew  that  they  could 
not  pay  themselves,  antl  that  tbey  had  to 
look  to  he  recouped  out  of  the  amount 
that  the  men  s[>ent  in  drink.  This  pro- 
ceeding on  tbe  part  of  a  party  of  tem- 
perance was  a  monstrous  contradiction  of 
tbe  principles  they  professed.  The  whole 
matter  wanted  looking  into  in  a  fnisiness- 
like  manner.  He  could  never  see  any 
reason  why  soldiers  should  be  billeted  on 
I  licensed  victuallers.  The  practice  fell 
unjustly  and  inequitably  upon  places 
mostly  in  tbe  South  of  Englantl.  He 
1  held  very  strongly  that  the  licensed 
victuallers  ought  not  he  called  upon  to 
*  pay  money  out  of  pocket  to  accommodate 
the  defenders  of  tbe  country.  If  any 
men  engaged  in  tlie  Public  Service  had  ta 
,  be  moved  from  one  part  of  the  country  to 
another  tbe  State  ought  to  pay  the  cost. 
I  He  was  at  a  loss  to  understand  why 
i  anrient  authorities  put  this  burden  on  the 
I  licensed  victuallers.  He  could  never  see 
any  connection  between  beds  and  beer, 
unless  it  was  supposed  that  the  men  must 
first  get  drunk  in  tbe  public-houses  and 
then  go  to  bed.  It  would  be  better  for  tbe 
OTfjra/r  of  the  soldier,  and  of  the  publican, 
too,  if  tbe  practice  were  aboHsIved,  He 
was  radical  enough  to  wish  for  reform, 
hut  the  proceeding  of  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for    War  sv  a* 
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couservative  in  luaint^aiuiug  this  mODstrous 
anomaly  bet^ausc  it  was  ancient. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  {Islington,  S.)  saiil, 
he  could  uot  belp  thinking  that  the  ex- 
planation which  had  been  given  of  the 
charge  for  breakfast  accentuated  the  in- 
justice of  the  thing.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  War  said 
that  1  ^d.  was  the  price  of  the  rndiments 
of  a  breakfast.  They  plaeed  the  inn- 
keeper under  a  statutory  obligation  to 
provide  a  hroakfasit. 

Mk.  CAMPBKLL-BANNERMAN  : 

No — to  provide  so  much  breakfast  as  that 
will  pay  for. 

Sm  A,  ROLLIT  said,  it  was  admitted 
that  that  was  not  the  price  of  a  breakfast, 
but  a  mere  gratuity.  It  was  grossly  nn- 
jtist,  and  he  ventured  to  say  that  tiling 
would  be  easily  remedied  by  letting  the 
poldier  have  his  allowance  as  in  barracks. 

Mr.  CORNWALLIS  (Maidstone) 
Baid,  it  was  no  sat irif action  to  the  publicans 
to  bo  told  by  the  S(X^retary  for  War  that 
the  price  paid  for  fodder  averaged  welb 
He  should  like  to  know  whetlier  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  expected  the  puhllcaivs 
to  provide  for  officers  at  Is.  9d.  ?  He 
himself  (the  Secretary  for  War)  allowed 
otTicera  2s.  Id.  fc»r  the  same  amount  of 
fodder  on  acconni  of  the  increased  cost. 

Mr.  NUSSEY  (Poutefract)  said,  the 
price  allowed  for  fodder  iiad  been  a  great 
grievance  in  the  past  yean  He  thought 
the  publicans  had  a  right  to  expect  a  fair 
price  for  fodder,  and  not  to  have  to 
undergo  an  excessive  amount  of  billettiug. 
The  publican  did  not  expect  to  get  any 
money  out  of  it,  hut  ho  certainly  was 
entitled  to  be  compensated  for  the  actual 
expense  lo  which  he  was  put.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  find 
Bome  way  of  meeting  these  exceptional 
hardships.  Troops  had  l»een  billeted 
day  after  day  in  the  North  Country  ilnring 
the  coal  dispute,  ami  the  publjcans  there 
had  been  seriously  out  of  pocket  on 
account  of  the  nominal  prices  paitl. 

MajoIi  RASCH  (Essex,  8.E.)  said, 
he  wished  to  support  the  contention  that 
much  hardship  had  been  inflicted  U|>on  pul»- 
iicans  Iwcauseof  the  high  price  of  foratj*?. 
He  had  had  some  experience  of  this 
matter,  because  nil  the  work  of  the 
cavalry  regiment  lo  which  he  formerly 
belonged  was  done  by  march  route.  With 
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regard  to  the  men's  breakfasts,  all  he 
could  say  was  that  in  his  tioie  they  were 
satisfied  with  a  pipe  of  tobacco.  He 
thougbt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
allay  much  dissatisfaction  if  he  could 
devise  some  scheme  for  alleviating  the 
hardships  which  were  now  done  to  puh- 
iicaus  through  the  billet ttng  regulatious. 
♦Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  their 
complaint  was  that  the  schedule  of  prices 
i\  as  sometimes  fair  and  sometimes  unfair. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary for  War  would  inspire  himself  with 
the  spirit  of  the  ordinary  Aroiy  ^Ict, 
which  provided  that  in  case  of  im- 
pressment of  carriages  and  horses  the 
Justices  should  have  power  to  vary  the 
Schedule^  having  regard  to  the  eurreot 
prices  in  the  nearest  market  town,  he 
could  find  a  way  out  of  the  ilitRcultj* 
He  suggested  that  it  would  be  within 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  power  to 
fix  a  sliding  scale  for  hilletting  in  the 
same  way  as  was  done  by  the  Army  Act 
for  impressed  carriages. 

Mk.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  he  did  not  think  a  sliding  scale 
would  meet  the  difficulty.  This  matter 
had  been  investigated  by  a  Committee 
when  tliere  was  more  billetting  thau  now, 
and  they  came  to  ihe  conclusion  that  the 
prices  were  fair.  The  actual  val^e  ef 
the  soldier's  ration  was  now  8  per  cent, 
higher  than  it  used  to  be,  and  so  he 
really  did  not  see  that  any  case  could  be 
made  out  upon  its  merits  that  the  publi- 
can woidd  benetit  by  a  sliding  scale. 
Having  looked  carefully  itito  the 
matter,  be  must  say  that  he  houestly 
believed  the  n mounts  paid  were  sufficient. 
There  was  certainly  something  iu  the 
grievance  brought  forward  by  the  hoD. 
Member  for  Maidstone,  That  was  the 
particular  grievance  for  which  he  wa« 
now  trying  to  find  a  remedy. 

Mr.  DODD  :  May  I  he  allowed  to 
withdraw  my  Amendment  ? 

TtiE  CHAIRMAN:  Theru  i^  no 
Amentlment  before  the  Committee.  The 
Question  is  *'  That  tliis  clause  stand  part 
of  the  Bilk" 

Question  put. 

The  Coiiimittee  divided  :  —  Ayes  151  ; 
Noes  20.— (Division  List,  No.  25.) 

Clauses  4  aud  5  agreed  to. 
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C0L0?fEL  LOCKWOOD  (Essex, 
Epping)  8ft id,  he  had  several  times 
attempted  to  t^ay  a  few  words  with  re- 
gard to  the  alterations  math}  by  this  Bill 
ill  tljc  law  relating  to  District  Courts 
Martial.  He  had  do  doubt  that  the 
right  hoH.  lie  lit  I  email's  (Mr,  C  amp  boll - 
Bannermaii's)  idea  m  proposing  those 
ti Iterations  was  to  give  the  greatest 
amoTint  of  jusrice  to  the  soldier,  Hon, 
Members  had  always  found  in  their  deal- 
ings with  the  right  hou.  Gontletnan  that 
he  was  animated  hy  feelings  of  that 
charaoter,  and  they  had  always  been 
treated  by  him  with  courtesy.  As  to  the 
8iibje<rt  of  counsel  appearing  direetly  for 
a  prisoner  at  a  District  Court  Martial, 
the  first  question  he  would  put 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
whether  sneh  a  change  in  the  law  was 
Deeded  ?  During  the  IH  ytsam  in  which 
he  served  in  the  Arra_T  he  could  not 
reeoliect  a  single  ineftaucc  of  eouusel 
appearing  for  a  prisoner,  and  of  the  many 
officers  he  had  consulted,  some  of  them 
of  longer  service  than  himself,  none 
could  remember  more  than  two  instances. 
The  soldier's  idea  of  justice  was  the 
maximum  of  justiee  and  the  minimum  of 
law,  and  that  up  to  the  present  time  he 
hud  enjoyed  wiili  satisfaction  to  himself. 
Though  he  (Colonel  Lockwood)  could 
remember  many  lenient  sentences  whieh 
had  tieen  inflicted  by  Courts  Martial,  he 
could  not  reeollect  one  vindictive  sentence. 
He  Ijelievcd  tliat  if  counsel  were  allowed 
to  appear  in  future  as  proposed  hy  the 
Bill  ibe  number  of  Courts  Martial  in 
which  they  would  appear  woulil  l>e 
l^reatly  augmonteil,  especially  if  it 
l>eeame  known  that  a  soldier  had  in  any 
ease  been  acquitted  on  some  technical 
point  of  law.  It  wotdd  be  rather  hard 
upon  the  man  who  c;ouid  not  aftord  to 
pay  counsel  that  he  should  he  delmrretl 
from  employing  a  skilled  adviser,  wheu 
his  comrade  who  had  m*»re  money  cotdd 
do  so.  In  a  Civil  Court  the  Judge  or 
Magistrate  could  appoint  a  counsel  to 
plead  for  a  prisoner.  He  should  not  like 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  take  it  tlnit 
he  was  violently  opposed  to  the  proposed 
new  arrangement,  hut  be  diil  see  objec- 
tions to  it.  Neither  the  President  nor 
the  officers  of  a  District  Court  Martial 
were    officers    of     very    great     experi- 
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ence.  He  believed  the  k no vvdedge  of 
the  law  such  officers  possessed  was 
greater  now  than  it  was  >vhen  he  was  in 
the  Service  12  years  ago.  Still,  tbey 
were  not,  as  a  rule^  men  capable  of 
arguing  a  point  of  taw.  Their  know- 
ledge of  the  law  was  principally 
knowledge  of  the  Law  of  Evidence, 
and  he  could  not  believe  that  they  were] 
capable  of  understanding  the  subtleties 
and  niceties  of  legal  questions.  It  mnst 
he  borne  in  mind  that  if  counsel  were 
allowed  to  appear  for  a  prisoner,  as  in  a 
Civil  Court,  it  would  be  necessary  to 
have  a  skilled  prosecutor.  He  very  much 
doubted  whether  the  ordinary  ,Tudgo 
Advocate  General  would  be  capable  of 
arguing  with  bis  hon.  and  learned 
Relative  the  Memlier  for  York  (Mr, 
Lock  wood)  or  other  distinguished  gentle- 
men who  might  practise  before  Courts 
MartiaL  He  hope<l  that  the  proposal 
now  made  would  not  be  a  step  towards 
allowing  solicitors  to  practise  before 
District  Courts  MartiaL  To  he  logical, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  carry 
his  proposal  still  further,  and  allow 
counsel  to  appear  not  only  before^ 
Regimental  Courts  Martial,  but  before 
the  Commanding  Officer,  when  fhe  first 
examination  took  place. 

Mr.  CAMPfiELL-BANNERMAX: 

My  hon*  and  gallant  Friend  has  at  last 
fonnd  an  opportunity  of  giving  bis 
opinion  on  this  subject,  and  it  is  a  very 
clear  and  intelligihlo  opinion.  At  the 
same  time,  T  must  say  that  I,  with  much 
less  personal  acquaintance  with  the 
course  of  proceedings  in  Courts  Martial 
than  he  hiis,  have  come  to  the  other  con- 
chisiou,  I  do  think  that  even  liefore 
a  District  Court  Martial  a  prisoner  may 
sometimes  he  placed  at  a  disadvantage 
when  he  has  to  defend  himself  in  a 
somewhat  complicated  case,  and  when 
his  advisers  can  only  put  questions  to 
him  indirectly,  and  ran  not  address  the 
Court.  I  believe  that  in  cases  dealing 
with  money,  for  instance,  which  often 
come  l>efore  Courts  Marlial,  there  is  a 
possibility,  I  will  not  say  of  any  great  in- 
just  ice  being  done,  but  of  a  sense  of  in  just* 
being  arouseil,  and  that  is  almost  as  badj 
This  is  the  reason  why  I  agreed  to  tlr^ 
effect  of  the  Motion  which  was  propose 
last  summer  by  the  hon.  Mem!»or  for 
Roxburghshire  (Mr.  Napier).    Of  course^ 
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if  a  prtsoDer  is  defended  by  couDael,  it 
will  be  necessary  to  give  the  profieciitor 
the  opportoDitj  of  hftving  counsel  on  his 
tilde  as  >velL  That  is  quite  understood, 
but,  even  with  that  addition,  I  believe 
this  coiicesgion  to  the  rights  of  the  soldier 
may  huve  a  very  good  effect  in  doing 
nwuy  with  some  impression  of  inequality 
which  at  present  exii^ts. 

Mr,  H anbury  said,  be  coiibl  not 
see  anything  in  the  Bill  which  would 
give  the  prisoner  (he  right  of  having 
counsel,  although  this  claufie  dealt  with 
the  conditions  under  which  eounsei  might 
appear,  if  they  did  appear.  He  should 
like  to  know  what  was  included  in  the 
title  "counsel"  He  did  not  agree  with 
his  bon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel 
Lock  wood)  in  objecting  to  the  presence 
of  solicitors.  His  iden  was  that  as  little 
expense  as  possible  ought  to  be  thrown 
upon  the  sohlier,  and  he  was  afraid  that, 
if  the  appearance  of  counsel  was  limited 
to  the  appearance  of  barristers,  soldiers 
who  had  charges  brought  against  them 
would  imve  to  engage  both  a  solicitor 
and  a  barrister. 

Mr.  M^CLURE  (Lancashire,  8.E,, 
Stretford)  asked  whether,  if  a  prisoner 
was  unable  to  provide  lawyer's  fees,  a 
counsel  or  a  solicitor  would  be  provided 
for  him  by  the  War  Office  Authorities  ? 

*Mr,  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  that  he 
believed  it  was  the  rule  in  Civil  Courts 
where  ji  prisoner  con  hi  not  provide 
counsel  of  his  own  for  the  Judge  to  pro- 
vide one  for  him.  He  wished  tr)  undcr- 
etaod  whether  a  soldier  who  was  unable 
to  pay  counsel  was  to  be  left  tin- 
defended  ? 

Admiral  FIELD  pointed  out  that  in 
the  case  of  a  Naval  Coiirt  Martial  the 
prisoner  might  have  a  "  friend  '*  who 
might  be  a  solicitor  or  a  barrister.  If 
the  word  **  eounsei  '*  did  not  cover 
*•  solicitors,'*  he  thought  that  the  ^fords 
"or  solicitor"  otjght  to  be  inserted. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  urged  that  a 
prisoner  ought  to  be  allowed  to  be  repre- 
sented by  a  solicitor, 

•The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
C.  Russell,  Haeknevi  S.)  said,  the 
object  of  the  provision  was  to  give 
the  prisoner  a  right  to  employ 
coiinseh        Section    70    of    the    Army 
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Act  gave  the  authority  there  mentioned 
power  to  make  Rules  to  regulate  the  pro- 
cedure  at    Coiirts    Martial.     Rules  had 
been    framed    under    that  section  which 
had      the      authority    of     au     Act     of 
Parliaiuentf  and  which  provided  that  a 
prisoner  might  have  a    person  to  assist 
him     at     his    trial,    whether     he     wa» 
his    legal   adviser     or    any    other    per- 
son.    Such   person  might  be   a  couuaol 
or  a  iaynnin  or  a  solicitor.  The  authority 
of  that  person  was,  however^  limited,  as 
he  could  not  directly  cross-examine  nor 
directly  address  the  Court.     The  Rules 
which    qualitied    the    right  to  have  the 
prisoner    represented    by    counsel    were 
Rules      giving      the      opportunity     to 
those    who     were     charged     with     tho 
prosecution    of    being    similarly     re  pre* 
sented.      It    seemed    to    be    feared    that 
if  counsel  appeared  for   the  prisoner  b© 
might  overbear    the    non-legal    tribunal 
before  which  he  appeared,  and,  therefore, 
it  wtis  only  fair  to  have  connseL     It  was 
suggested  that  counsel  might  be  an  ex- 
pensive  luxury.      That   was   so.      The 
hou.  Member   was    right   in    suggesting 
that  the  employment  of  counsel  involved 
the  employment  of  a  solicitor  to  instract 
counsel.      His  right    hon.  Friend    (Mr* 
Campbell  -  Ban  tier  man)    had    consider©*! 
the  matter,  and   was    quite   willing    to 
carry  out  the  suggestion  that  '*  counsel " 
should  cover  the  employment  of  solicitors^ 
It  was  a  mistake  to  suggest  that  Judges 
UBually  named  counsel  to  defend  prisoners. 
It  was  only  in  regard  to  capital  offences 
that  it  was  the  rule  for  Judges  to  nonai- 
nate   counsel    to   appear.     The  practice 
was   not  uniform    on    the    subject,   but 
Jndges  sometimes   nominated  counsel  to 
appear   in   other   serious    cases.     There 
were,  however,  many  serious  cases  tried 
in  which  the  prisoners  were  undefended, 
and     in    such    cases    there  was  a  great 
deal      of      force      in     the     observation 
made    by   some    hon*    Gentlemen     that 
the       prisoner       would       not       be       i*o 
badly  otf  even  Lf  be  had  no  counsel,  be- 
cause  those  representing  the  prosecution 
would    be  ejirefnl  to  represent    the  case 
fairly    and    like    bonoiirahle   gentlemen. 
He     had     bad     experience     of    Courts 
Martial,      and      the     cases     had     been 
very  rare,  so  far  as  they  had  come  under 
his  notice,  in    which    any  injustice  had 
lx?cn  done    to    prisoners     by    reason    of 
their  being  undefended. 
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^ '  *  A  rm$  { 1 6  April  1 894} 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD  said,  be 
«ljouJil  be  sorrj  that  the  Attorney 
General  should  thiok  that  he  at  nil 
concurred  in  the  view  which  had 
been  expressed  that  solicitors  should 
appeiir  ifiBtead  of  eouosel.  He  thought 
employment    of     solicitors     would 
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be  an  extreinelj  ohjectiooable  prac- 
tice, and  he  was  sorry  to  hear  that 
an  Amendment  was  to  be  adi^ttutl  on 
thai  point. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  agreed  to, 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  moved  the 
foUowing  New  Claiise  :^ 

(Amendment  of  44  &  45  Vic,  c.  58,  a,  «, 
Hub-aection  (1),) 

^  **  In  sub-section  one,  paragraph  (k),  of  ftectiou 
dx  of  the  Army  Act,  the  words  *  if  an  officer  to 
be  CftAhiereci  or  to  suffer  Kueh  le^a  punishment 
aa  18  in  this  Act  mentioQetl,  and  if  a  soldier ' 
Bball  be  omittetb^' 

He  said,  that  in  Section  6  of  the  Army 
Act  certain  penalties  were  imposed  for 
certain  offencei^,  8uch  a^  striking  a  sen- 
tinel, breaking  into  a  house  or  other 
place  iu  search  of  phmder,  ifec.  An 
officer  who  was  found  guilty  of  any  of 
these  otfeucei?  had  to  he  cashiered  or 
suffer  less  punii?hraent,  but  escaped  Itn- 
prisoumeut,  while  a  soldier  who  was 
found  guilty  of  one  of  tliem  had  to  bt 
imprisoned  or  punished  iu  some  other 
way.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the  officer 
and  the  Holdier  t?honld  be  placed  on  the 
same  footing  with  regard  to  offi^nces  of 
this  character. 

Clause  (Amendmeut.of  44  &■  45  Vic, 
c.  58,  s. 6, sub  section  (l),)^3/r.  Gibson 
Botples^)^hToii^hi  up>  and  read  the  tirst 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time/* 

Mr,  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 

I  do  not  think  there  is  any  necessity  for 
the  change  proposed  by  the  hoiL  Mem- 
ber. A  differeot  scale  of  puuishmeut  1?^ 
laid  down  in  the  Act  w^ith  reference 
to  soldier>=  from  that  applicable  to 
officers.  Iu  the  case  of  officers  the 
punishments  are,  first,  death,  then  penal 
servitude,  then  imprif^oumeut,  a!id  tbeu 
cashiering.  Iu  the  case  of  sold  tors  they 
are,   first,  death,   then    penal    servitude, 


then  imprisonment,  and  then  discharge 
with  i  g nom  i  n y .  C  as li  i e ri  n g  i s  re garded  as 
a  most  terrible  punishment  to  inflict  upon 
an  officer.  It  means  rnin  for  life,  and  is 
a  much  inore  serious  punishment  than 
is  the  punishment  to  a  soldier  of  im- 
prisoimieut  or  diseharge  with  ignominy. 
To  cashier  an  officer  is  to  inflict 
the  most  frightful  penalty  upon  bim. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
would  not  press  the  clause. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  H  anbury  moved  the  following 
New  Clause  :— 

(Amendment  of  44  k  45  Vic.  c.  58,  a.  46, 
Bub-:iectioE  (6),) 
*'  III  sub-acctiou  six  of  section  forty-six  of  the 
Army  Act,  for  the  wonls  'the  ticcu.sed  person 
may  demand  that  the  evidence  against  him 
should  be  taken  on  oath '  shall  be  an Vjsti tilted 
the  wor^U  *  the  evidence  against  him  *hrill  be 
taken  on  oiith.'  " 

He  thougbt  the  evidence  should  be  taken 
on  oath.  Under  the  law  as  it  stood  the 
evidence  con  Id  not  ho  so  taken  unless 
the  accused  demanded  it ;  but  under 
Ibe  circumstances  in  which  he  appeared, 
the  harden  ought  not  to  be  thrown  upon 
him  of  demanding  that  the  evidence 
should  be  taken  ou  oath,  as  he  might 
think  he  might  give  offience  to  his 
superiors  by  preferring  this  request.  It 
should  be  tjikeu  on  oath,  whether  the 
prisoner  demanded  it  or  not.  They  did 
not  throw  upon  the  civilian  the  necessity 
of  demanding  that  the  eviilence  should 
be  taken  ou  oath,  and  they  ought  not  to 
do  so  iu  the  case  of  the  soldier.  He 
begged  to  move  the  Amendment* 

Clause  (Amendment  of  44  ife  45  Vic. 
c.  58,  s.  46,  sub-section  (6),)- — {Mr* 
Hanlftir^y) — brought  up,  and  read  the 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time.'" 

Mr.    CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 

said,  there  was  no  donbt,  prima  facie^ 
much  apparently  to  he  saiil  for  the  gene- 
ral principle  which  the  hou.  Member  laid 
down,  but  he  believed  the  Amendment 
would  be  unworkable,  undesirable,  and 
unnecessary.  He  hail  made  careful  in- 
quiry into  this  matter  from  officers  well 
acquainted  with  the  working  of  the  sys- 
tem, and   they  repudiated  all  idea  that 
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the  fear  of  offeaJing  the  Commanding 
Officer  would  prevent  a  soldier  from 
demanding  that  the  evidence  .-should  be 
taken  on  oatb.  In  aim  pie  cases,  ducb  as 
that  of  drunkenncsB,  in  which  in  nine 
cases  out  of  ten  the  man  at  once  at'know- 
ledged  his  €jffence  and  expressed  his  re- 
gret for  his  miabehaviour,  it  was  oot 
necessary  that  they  shoidd  go  through 
the  formality  of  swearing  wltnes^t^s,  and 
the  plan  proposed  would  afford  no  pro- 
tection to  the  i^oldier  at  all.  The  officers 
were  ju.'^t  as  ituinaue,  as  well  disposed  to 
the  soldier,  and  as  anxious  to  remove 
from  hh  mind  auj  idea  of  iu justice  as 
any  hon»  Member  in  the  Honse,  aud  the 
officers  told  him  that  this  Amendment 
would  be  rather  an  incumbrance,  and  of 
no  practical  vahie  to  the  .soldier. 

Mr,  a.  C.  MORTOX  remarked  that 
a  Commaiidiug  Ottieer  had  a  great  deal 
more  power  than  a  Police  Magistrate, 
and  if  it  was  neces-sary  that  the  evidence 
before  a  Police  Magistrate  should  be 
taken  on  oafli,  there  was  a  double  neces- 
aity  m  the  case  of  8oldier>i,  because  they 
had  no  appeal  whatever  from  the  Com- 
manding Oflieer.  He  held  that  in  these 
cases  there  should  be  either  a  declaration 
or  an  oath  of  some  sort  which  would 
remind  the  witness  that  he  might  be 
punished  if  he  did  not  tell  the  truth. 

Sir  a.  HAYTER  (Walsall)  was 
understood  to  say  that  if  the  soldier  con- 
sidered he  bad  been  improperly  punished 
he  had  the  right  of  appeal  to  a  Court 
Martial,  where  the  evidence  was  given  on 
oath. 

Motion  negatived* 

^  Mr.  HANBUR  Y  moved  the  following 
New  Clause : — 

(Ameniloient  of  44  &  46  Vic,  c.  58,  s,  48^  sub 
fiec.  C6).) 

*'  In  Mttb-section  six  of  section  fortj^-cight  of 
the  Army  Act,  after  the  wonls  *  penal  aerritade  ' 
shall  be  ioaerteri  the  wortla  *or  imprisontnent 
fnr  more  than  twttlve  months.'  '* 

This  Amendment,  be  said,  was  to  remove 
an  ineousistency  in  the  Act  as  it  stood. 
It  stated  that  a  District  Court  Martial 
should  uot  have  power  to  award  peual 
servitude,  hut  should  have  power  to 
award  a  sentence  of  two  years'  imprison- 
ment with  bartl  labour.  Two  years*  hard 
labour  was^  about  the  most  severe  sentence 
that  could  be  passed,  and  men  often 
asked  for  five  years*  penal  servitude  rather 

Mr.  Campheii' Banner  man 
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than  undergo  a  sentence  of  18  inoDths' 
with  bard  labour.  If  a  Court  Martial 
w^as  not  trusted  to  award  the  compara- 
tively lenient  sentence  of  three  years 
penal  servitude  it  waj?  ridiculous  that 
they  should  tiave  the  power  of  inflicting 
the  most,  severe  punishment  that  could  be 
inflicted  on  a  maiL  They  t^hould  not  be 
able  to  go  beyond  the  limit  of  ft  SButeoce 
of  one  year's  bard  labour. 


Clause  (Amendment  of  -44  &  45  Yic, 
c.  oB,  8,48,  sub-sec.  (6),)— (^/'•*  ^^'»- 
A«ry,)^— brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Qtiestiou  proposed, 
*'That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time.'' 

Mr.  CAMPBELL- BAXNERMAK 
was  quite  aware  of  the  severe  nature  of 
a  sentence  of  two  years'  imprisonment 
w^ith  hard  labour,  and  if  that  was  a  sen- 
tence which  was  common,  then  the  point 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  would  be  de* 
serving  of  consideration*  But,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  it  was  a  sentence  that  was  very 
seldom  awarded.  At  the  «ame  time^ 
importance  was  attached  to  the  power  of 
awarding  even  so  heavy  a  sentence  as 
that.  There  were  certain  cases  which  it 
was  not  desirable  to  send  to  a  General 
Court  Martial  which  were  tried  by  a 
District  Court  Martial,  aud  w4iich  were 
cases  deserving  of  severe  punishment, 
fiueb  as  cases  of  a  disgraceful  character. 
This  power  of  inflicting  so  hea%*y  a 
sentence  was  found  to  act  as  a  deterrent 
against  offences  of  that  sort,  and  it  was 
imporlant  to  have  this  weighty  penalty^ 
as  it  were,  rn  reserve.  As  to  the  sen- 
tences of  more  than  a  year's  imprison- 
ment, the  Queen''s  Regulations  laid  it 
down  that  so  severe  a  punishment  as 
that  of  over  a  year  should  only  be  given 
ro  offences  of  the  most  serious  kind,  and 
that  this  mpri'iful  injunction  was  exer- 
cised mighl  be  judged  from  the  fact  that 
in  1H93,  out  of  6,^o3  District  Court 
Mart ia Is,  only  83  sentences  extended  be- 
yond a  year,  and  of  these  22  were  subse- 
fpiently  reduced  to  one  year  or  onder,  so 
that  only  (>1  men  underwent  more  than 
one  year's  incarceration.  On  the  whole^ 
the  Ainendment  would  involve  an  iucreaee 
in  the  number  of  heavy  punishments,  be- 
cause a  larger  number  of  cnses  would 
have  to  go  to  the  Court  Martial,  which 
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might   lie  more  severe  tliau  wns  neoJe.l 
for  the  pr:!40["v;ition  of  LlistiipHno, 

Mr,  HANBURY    saiil,  hh  idea  was 
that  thdjfficers  jTre:4ulirig  at  tiie^e  Courts 
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Martial  uiigbt  he  led  to  the  conclusion 
th'M  the  aeuteuce  of  two  years'  hard 
labour  was  uot  such  a  severe  sentence 
after  all.  If,  however,  tlie  right  hon. 
Geutlernau  won  hi  promise  that  the 
matter  shonU  hi  hro light  protniuetitly 
before  the  olfictjr^  he  would  uut  raise  any 
further  objectiou. 

Mr,   CAMPBELL -BANNERM an 

aaid,  rh At  the  officers*  who  presided  at  the 
Courts  Martial  knew  the  Rules  and  Reg«- 
latious  which  governed  their  proceedings, 
and  in  the  Queeu'^>  Regulations  they  were 
enjoined  that  so  severe  a  punishmeut  as 
over  one  yearns  imprisonuieut  should  uuly 
be  inflicted  in  very  grave  C4tses. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 
Mr,  ARNOLD-FORSTER  moved  an 
Ameudmint  in  sub-section  I,  sectiati  62, 
of  the  principal  Act,  to  insert  the  word 
**  military  *'  before  the  wonl  "prison," 
The  ho[L  Member  explained  that  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Amendment  was  to  provide 
that  8o!diers  coovicted  of  jnilitary 
often  cos  should  not  be  sent  to  the  ordinary 
criminal  gaols.  It  was  most  disastrous 
to  this  branch  of  the  Service  that 
sohliers  who  were  punished  for  offences 
which  were  not  offeuces against  the  moral 
or  civil  law  should  be  set) t  to  the  ordinary 
criminal  gaols,  where  they  had  to  mix 
with  the  most  debased  criminals.  The 
effect  of  imprisoament  in  such  gaoh  was 
such  as  to  wreck  their  prospects  in  life, 
and  a  change  in  this  ay atein  was  urgently 
needed. 

Amendraenl  proposed,  in  sub-section  I, 
sectioD  2,  of  the  priucipat  Act,  to  insert 
the  ivord  **  military  **  before  the  word 
*'  pri  sou."  — (  Mr^  A  mold-  Fo  rsie  r. ) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  word 
'mUitary  '  be  there  inserted." 

Mk.  HANBURY,  who  said  he  had  a 
similar  Araendraeut,  supportetl  that  of  the 
boo.  Member  for  West  Belfast.  His 
owu  Ameodment,  he  said,  proposed  to 
omit  the   words  in   section   136  of   the 


Army  Act,  **  or  sentence*!  to  be  dis- 
eharged  from  the  Service  with  ignomiuy,''* 
and  referred  to  sentences  of  pemil 
servitode,  but  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
referrcii  to  even  shorter  sentences. 
Clause  135  of  the  Army  Act  distinctly 
said  that  soldiers  convicted  of  purely 
military  offences  should  l>e  imprisoned 
in  military  prisons,  and  only  \vhoii  they 
were  guilty  of  distinctly  civil  oflTeueefJ 
were  they  to  be  sent  to  a  criminal  prison. 
It  was  grossly  unfair  that  a  soldier  con- 
victed of  an  offence  for  which  he  wotihl 
uot  be  punished  if  be  were  a  civilian 
should  be  sent  to  herd  with  eriminnls  in  a 
commou  criminal  gaol,  and  such  a  system 
led  to  disastrous  results.  A  distinction 
in  this  regard  was  clearly  laid  down  in 
the  Act  of  1881,  but  in  IH89  an  Amend- 
ment was  introduce<^l  into  tins  House  and 
passed  sud  sdciitio  late  at  night,  the  effect 
of  which  was  that  all  prisoners  dis- 
charged with  ignominy  by  Court  Martial 
should  be  sent  to  a  criminal  prison.  He 
believed  that  the  interests  of  the  soldier 
in  the  matter  had  been  siicrificed  to  the 
interests  of  economy ^  and  that  prisoners, 
who  before  were  sent  to  a  military  prison,, 
and  who  were  guilty  of  no  civilian  crime 
whatever,  were  now  sent  to  the  ordinary 
criminal  prisons  on  the  score  of  cheap- 
ness. He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  accept  an  Amendment  in  the 
direction  in  which  tlie  present  Amend- 
lucnt  procoedetL 

Mr.    CAMPBELL- BANNERMAX 

r 

said,  that  no  soldiers  were  seht  to  civil 
prisons  except  those  who  bad,  in  the 
first  place,  committed  some  otfence  which 
iu  ordinary  life  would  be  called  criminal^ 
and,  in  the  second  place,  those  who  were 
discharged  from  the  Service  witb  igno- 
miny. To  be  discharged  with  ignominy 
was  not  the  only  way  of  being  discharged 
from  the  Army,  but  was  a  very  severe 
punishment  inflicted  upon  soldiers,  and  a 
man  discharged  with  ignominy  was  not 
to  be  taken  back  into  the  Army  again • 
To  send  such  a  man  to  a  military  prison 
would  have  this  effect.  He  being  har- 
dened in  discipline  and  an  objectionable 
man  iu  every  w^ay  would  have  ample 
opportunity  of  corrupting  those  young 
military  prisoners  who  were  guilty  of 
very  minor  offences,  and  so  w^ould  do- 
serious  barm  to  discipline  amongst  them. 
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No  mau  was  discbarjjetl  wirli  i^umniriy 
unless  he  had  proveil  hinit*ell'  a  moat  iin- 
(ksirable  soldier,  and  had  probiihly  l>een 
€OUvicted  agaiii  and  agaio  of  hreut^bei*  of 
di^eipliue.  Tliey  did  not  waiit  such  a 
tiiaij  as  a  mllitarj  |jrisoner,  borauHe  there 
w<jre  other  men  iiuprt.'^iotted  for  offencet^ 
which,  thont^h  serious  tnilitary  oti'eiices, 
did  not  ariach  any  tnoral  degradation  or 
moral  bL'tine  in  the  ordiuarj  **iviliay  [loiut 
of  view.  They  sent  to  military  prisons 
all  who  had  coinmittod  comparatively 
small  breaches  of  disciplioe,  and  they 
sent  to  civil  pri^sons  those  who  were  nut 
only  capable  of  being*  treated  a8eriminals, 
but  aliio  those  who,  in  regard  to  disei- 
pliiie,  were  really  dangerous  men  and 
who  had  been  discharged  from  the  Army 
with  ignominy. 

Mr,  HANBURY  observed  that  the 
amendment  to  the  Act  of  188l»  which 
allowed  persons  to  l>e  discharged  with 
ignomiay  for  purely  military  oftences^ 
was  clearly  against  the  intention  of  Par- 
liament previously  arrived  at,  and  was 
pat^sed  wit  boat  the  knowledge  of  the 
House  after  12  o*clock  at  night. 

Mr.  BHODRICK  remarked  that  the 
whole  matter  was  carefully  del>ated  and 
considered  by  Lord  Ratidolph  Churchiirs 
Committee,  and  the  opinion  of  the  House 
was  pro  not  J  need  upon  it. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mii.  HANUURY  moved  the  following 
New  Clause  : — 

(Amenilniciit    uf   44   k   45    Vic.»  c.  58,  ».  180, 
sub-sec.  (2), 
In  SLi1>-section   two  of  Seetiun  one  hundred 
and  eighty  of  the  Army  Act^  the  words  "  being 
natives  of  India  "  shall  l^  omitted. 

The  sub-sectiou  as  it  stood  seemed  to 
draw  a  distitictiou  between  the  Datives  of 
ledia  and  any  man  of  white  blood  serving 
in  the  Army.  In  his  opinion  there  ought 
to  Ite  no  distinction  between  the  men  of 
different  races  serving  in  the  same  Army, 
Jf  it  was  the  fact  that  this  Act  relieved 
from  certain  responsibility  and  punish- 
ment men  of  European  blood  serving  in 
that  Army,  and  did  not  exempt  natives 
of  India,  it  w^as  drawing  a  distinction 
which  oaglit  not  to  be  drawn.  He  was 
told  on  good  authority  that  flogging 
existed  In  Her  Majesty's  Indian  Forces, 
but  he  was  told  that  owing  to  the  opera- 

Mr.  Campbell'Bannerman 


tion  of  the  Army  Act  atnl  the  insertion 
of  the  words  "^ being  native?*  of  India," 
the  native  in  tlie  Indian  Force;*  was 
liable  to  flogging  and  the  w4iite  man 
was  not.  If  that  was  so,  it  was 
a  modt  invidious  and  most  unjustifiable 
distinction.  The  natives  of  Indtii 
were  as  amenable  to  discipline  as  any' 
people  in  the  world,  and  if  flogging  was 
a  bad  thing  for  Englishmen,  it  was  al&o 
bad  for  the  natives  of  India.  They 
should  either  abolish  flogging  altogether 
or  treat  all  races  witbin  their  Army  upon 
the  same  footing.  It  was  a  monstroiis 
thing  that  flogging  should  l>e  retained 
even  for  the  natives  in  the  Indian  Forces. 
The  negroes  in  the  West  Indian  Regi* 
ments  could  not  be  flogged,  and  it  ought 
not  to  be  in  the  power  of  anyone  to  inflict 
such  punishment  upon  the  natives  of 
India.  He  hoped  the  right  lion.  Gentle* 
man,  now  his  attention  had  been  called 
to  this  matter,  would  see  that  it  waa^ 
remedied. 

Clause  (Amendment  of  44  &  45  Vic,  o. 
o8,  s.  180,  snb-sec.  (2), — {Mr*  Ilanburt/,) 
—brought up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  Tbat  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time.'' 

The  SECKETARV  uf  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  II.  H.  Fowleh,  Wolver- 
hampton,  E.)  said^  that  the  Army 
(Annual)  Bill  did  not  apply  to  Her 
Majesty *s  Forces  in  India  who  were 
natives  of  India,  they  being  governed  by 
the  Indian  Army  Act  aud  the  Indian 
Articles  of  War.  The  power  of  the 
Indian  (Tovernment  to  create  tbat  Code 
was  originally  created  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  Act,  1833,  and  was  now 
vested  in  the  Viceroy  and  the  Legislative 
Council.  What  they  had  now  before 
them  was  the  Act  of  1869.  There  had 
been  no  Act  passed  in  India  plnce  1869. 
At  tbat  time,  of  course,  flogging  then  pre- 
vailed in  the  English  Army.  It  had, 
however,  been  abolished  siuce  1869,  but 
there  bad  been  no  legislation  whatever  tn 
India  upon  the  subject  of  the  Army  since 
1869,  therefore  the  question  had  not  been 
raised  in  the  Government  of  India.  As  to 
the  qnestion  of  flogging,  he  was  not  going 
to  differ  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  as  to 
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Mr,  sexton  (Kerrj,  N.)  wished 
to  «5k  the  right  Iiod,  Gentleraau  whether 
lie  had  coQsidered  the  report  mado  hy  the 
Itic<irporu.ted  Lavv  Soeiety  of  Ireland  ? 
The  J  also,  as  well  as  the  Bar  of  Ireland, 
oecupied  some  portion  of  the  building  of 
the  Four  Courts,  and  they  were  of 
opioion  they  had  a  claim  npoti  this  fund 
for  necessary  iinprovemeTits,  The  right 
hoiu  Gentleman,  he  believed,  had  indi- 
cated that  he  did  not  regard  the  matter 
a8  one  that  could  be  brought  under  the 
authority  of  the  BHl.  It  might  be  satis- 
factory to  the  Law  Society  if  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  would  state  what  view 
lie  took. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr,  J-  Morlev,  Nowca.itle- 
upon-Tyne)  thought  it  would  not  be 
poasible  within  the  scope  of  this  Bill 
to  include  anything  like  a  further  ad- 
vance from  this  suitors^  fund  for  the 
purpose  indicated  by  the  demand  of  the 
Incorporated  Law  Society,  His  hon. 
Friend  would  observe  from  the  drawing 
of  the  Bill  that  there  was  ^a  contingent 
liability  which  might  fall  upon  the 
British  Treasury  in  respect  to  any  ex- 
penditure over  the  £15,000  provided  in 
the  Bill,  The  Government  had  no 
anthority  to  impose  that  liability  on  the 
British  Treasury,  and  the  object  of  the 
Incorporated  Law  Society  was  one,  «o 
far  as  be  understood  it,  which  could 
not  lie  met  by  means  of  this  BilL 

Mr.  J.  MO  RLE  r  then  moved  a 
formal  Amendment  in  Clause  1,  page  2, 
line  lo,  after  *' King's  Inn,"  to  insert 
"and  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court." 

Mr.  p.  A,  M*Ht^GH  (Leitrim,  N.) 
inquired  whether  any  special  a<,*commo- 
dation  was  to  be  obtained  for  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Press  in  the  Courts  in 
Dublin  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  think  I  said,  in 
answer  to  a  qaestion  put  to  me  earlier 
in  to-day *s  proceedings,  that  the  demand 
for  adequate  accomiuodatioa  for  the 
members  of  the  Press  does  not  refer  to 
the  Library,  but  to  the  accommodation 
in  the  Courts,  and  that,  of  course,  is 
not  ft  matter  with  which  this  Bill  is  con- 
cerned. 


the  desirability  of  there  being  no  distinction  ! 
between  any  of  Her  Majesty's  soldiers, 
whether  natives  of  India  or  Great 
Britain.  He  found,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
from  the  most  experienced  officers,  that 
the  punishment  of  flogging  had  gone 
into  disuse  to  a  great  extent  iu  tlio  Indian 
Army.  Nevertheless,  his  attention  having 
been  directed  to  the  matter,  he  would 
also  call  the  attention  of  the  Government 
of  India  to  it.  Any  alteration  of  the 
law  in  the  Government  of  India  would 
have  to  be  made  by  an  Act  passed  in 
India. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  la  it  the  fact  that 
the  Indian  Articles  of  War  do  not  affect 
white  men  serving  in  India  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  No, 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  Not  at  all  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  No, 

Mr,  HANBURY  said,  if  tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  give  an  under- 
taking to  use  his  irirtuenee  in  tho  direc- 
tion of  ptittitjg  a  stop  to  dogging  in  the 
Indian  Army  he  would  not  press  this 
raatter, 

Mit.   H.   H.  FOWLER:    Lest  there' 
should  be  any  misapprehension  between  • 
myself  and  my  hon.  Friend  on  this  ques-  " 
tion  I  should   like  to  repeat  that  what  I 
said  was  that  I  would  communicate  with  ; 
the  Government  of  India  on  the  subject,  \ 
and  ascertain  wtiat  their  views  are.    It  will 
be  for  the  Government  of  Inilia  to  take  the 
initiative    in  the  matter,  and    carry  out  i 
the  Acts,     I  will  lose  no  time  In  commu-  I 
nicating  w^ith  them,  and  stating  the  view 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Member  with  the 
general  approval  of  the  House. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ; 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 

y     LAW  LIBRARY,   FOUR    COURTS    (IRE- 
LAND) BILL.^CNo.  18L) 
COMMITTEE, 

BUI  considered  in  Comraittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1, 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That   the   Clause   stand   part   of    the 
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Mr.  p.  a.  M*HUGH  :  Then,  Mr. 
Clmirmtiiu  I  beg  to  move  that  you 
report  Progress,  autl  ask  iea,ve  to  sit 
again. 

Motion  itimle,  and  Question  proposed, 
•*  That  tlio  Chairman  ilo  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leav^e  to  sit  again/* — (Mr^  P,  A, 
M'Hugh.) 

Mr,  J.  MORLEY  :  I  ask  the  liou. 
Gentlemaa  to  withdraw  this  Motioo. 
Tlte  I  [nest  ton  raised  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
inan  i»  not  one  which  this  Bill  governs. 

Mil.  SEXTON  said,  no  doubt  the 
Bill  was  only  concerned  with  tlie  Library. 
As  be  niiderstood  the  r|iiestion,  it  was 
not  a  question  of  structural  altenitions 
for  providing  the  accotnmodation,  but 
whetlier  in  the  Courts  as  they  were  now 
coni^trnefed  and  arranged  certain  seatt* 
should  or  should  not  be  reserved  for  the 
representatives  of  tfie  Press,  He  did 
not  himself  see  bow  the  Bill  could  deal 
WMth  that  matter.  It  was  only  a  question 
of  how  tiie  aecommoilation  which  at 
present  existed  should  he  apportioTjeil 
among  the  meoibers  of  the  Press  and 
others.  He  thought  his  bon.  Friend 
wotdd  be  willing  not  to  press  his  Motion 
for  Progress  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wonld  represent  to  the  authorities,  who- 
ever they  were,  who  had  the  power 
of  apportioning  the  space  in  the  Courts 
Hmoug  the  members  of  the  Press  and 
othtTS,  that  the  Press  did  not  consider 
the  present  accomuiotiation  satisfactory. 

Mr.  J,  MORLEY:  It  is  for  the 
Judges  to  grant  better  aeeommotlation 
to  the  Press  if  they  tintl  themselves  able 
to  do  BO.  I  will  take  care  that  the 
representations  made  and  opinions  ex- 
presseil  in  this  House,  that  it  is  desirable 
that  the  Press  should  have  better  ac- 
commodation, are  conveyed  to  the 
Judges. 

Mr,  bodkin  (Roscommon,  N.) 
thought  tt  might  be  advisable  to  make 
some  slight  structural  alterations  in  tlie 
Courts  for  the  accommodation  of  the 
reporters.  Hitherto  they  bad  only  had 
places  by  the  courtesy  of  the  solicitors 
and  sotne  other  gentlemen,  and  they  bad 
110  definite  accommodation  of  their  owd 
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in  the  Courts,  A  very  slight  alteratioo 
in  the  arrangements  would  supply  the 
re(|uisito  accomuKxlatioe,  The  difficulty 
had  largely  arisen  from  the  fact  that  ^ 
new  hrauch  had  been  added  to  the  train- 
ing of  law  students.  They  were  now 
required  to  attend  in  Court  and  tiike 
notes  of  cases,  and  they  bad  appropriated 
the  seats  vvbicli  were  heretofore  occupied 
hy  the  reporters, 

Mh.  DANE  (Fermanagh,  N.)sai»l,  the 
members  of  the  Press  in  Dnblitj  bad 
brought  this  lack  of  accommodatioo 
before  the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  who 
brought  it  before  the  Judges,  and  he  bad 
alretujy  in  his  two  Courts  of  the  Queen's 
Bench  provided  accommodation  for  tbe 
Press.  The  members  of  the  Press  tisid 
since  then  held  a  meeting  at  whicb  they 
passetl  a  unanimous  vote  of  thanks  to 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice  for  the  course  he 
had  adopted,  aui!  tliey  expressed  the  hope 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the  other 
Judges  might  see  their  way  to  act  in  th© 
same  manner, 

Mr.  p.  a,  M^HLGH:  1  accept  The 

promise  of  the  Chief  Secretary  that 
adequate  accommodation  will  be  pro- 
vided, 

Mr,  J,  MORLEY  :  I  did  not  say  that 
adoquHte  accomtnodation  woubl  be  pro- 
vided, but  I  said  tliat  1  would  take  care  that 
the  representations  made  and  the  opinions 
expressed  by  some  Members  of  ibis  House 
that  better  accommodation  shoiddbe  pro- 
vided fur  the  representatives  of  the  Presa 
should  be  conveyed  to  the  profier  quarter.. 

Motion    {Mr.    P.   A.    UPHugh),    by 

leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  (J/r,  «/,  Morhy)  agreed 
to. 

Clause,  as  amended^  agreed  to. 

Remaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Thursday, 

KKLIGIOUS    TB8TS    (IRELAND) 
BILL,— (No,  48.) 

SECON'D    READING* 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made*  and  Question  proposed^ 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  secand 
time,"— (iVr-  P.  A.  M'llugh.) 


I 
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•Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
uhjefit  to  the   possibility  of  a  Jesuit 
being  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland* 
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Objeclion  being  takeu,8eeond  Reading 
deferred  till  To-morrow. 


the  same  time  should  be  oceupied  up^ 
stairs  with  the  discussion  of  the  principles 
aud  practitie  of  tbe  Land  Acts,  and 
occupied  dowiistairs  with  ii  Bill  on  the 
same  subject.  He  bad  always  expresaod 
his  desire  that  tiic  Committee  should  be 
appointed,  and  he  thought  that  his  hon, 
Frieuds  would  bo  well  advised,  in  view  of 
the  erroneous  interpretation  which  had 
l>een  put  upoa  their  action,  to  withdraw 
their  opposition.  What  they  wanted 
was  a  Committee  to  make  the  iiK|uiry  aa 
soon  as  possible.  He  did  noi  believe 
timt  any  serious  progress  could  he  made 
with  the  Bill  read  a  second  time  on 
Wednesday  pending  the  incpiiry  which 
was  to  he  held.  As  an  expression  of 
opiuion  hiid  been  given  on  the  last  occa- 
sion oij  which  the  matter  was  before  the 
House  that  the  Bill  would  iu>t  be  pro- 
ceeded with  pending  the  Report  of  the 
Committee,  he  would  suggest  that  there 
siiould  be  no  further  block  to  tbe  Motion 
for  the  appoiutmcut  of  tbe  Committee. 

MotioQ  Agreed  to. 

LONDON-    STREETS   A\"D    BUILDINGS    BILL, 
Mr,  KiniljeTt  Dr.  Hunter,  Mr.  Lough^  Captaia 


I^KD  ACTS  (IRELAND). 
MOTION    FOR    A    SELECT   COMMITTEE, 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposeil, 

**  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  '  to 
inquire  into  and  re^iort  Ufion  the  prineipleB  and 
practice  of  the  Iriah  Land  Commisfiionera  and 
County  Court  Judges  in  carrying  out  the  fair 
rent  and  tree  s.*ile  provisions  at  the  Latul  Acts 
of  1870,  18^1,  and  1H87,  and  of  the  Reayraptioii 
of  Ul' lit  Act  of  1891,  ami  to  sug^i^est  such  Im- 
provetoents  in  Law  or  practice  as  they  may  deem 
to  he  ttcsirably.* '' — (J/r,  J.  MttrlryJ) 

Mr.  a,  J,  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  observed,  that  it  would  be  in  the 
recollection  of  the  Flo  use  that  a  discua- 
flioii  took  place  the  other  iiigbt  upon  the 
Adjournment  of  the  Honsc  in  connection 
witL  this  Motion.  He  could  not  help 
feeling  that  they  discussed  it  nuder 
ci  renins  tan  ces  which  made  it  natural 
that    a    misunderstanding"    should     arise  J  i^inckiir,  Mr,  WhitiiK>re,3*utl  Mr,  i^tuart-WoVtlej 

*-    *^     ♦Lii     \Tr.*;nn         If     wo  a     T-^t^r-r^    ^'^^  nomiiiBteil  Members  of  the  S<3iect  Gom- 
ag    to    tbe     Motion,       It     was    repre-    ^^^^^^^^  ^^  ^^^  j^^^^^^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^j  Buildings 

sented  by  some  that  there  was  BiiL— (J/r.  T.  X  MIIm.') 
a  desire  tx>  prevent  tbe  Committee  lieing 
appointed,  aud  that  the  Idoek  to  the 
Motion  was  put  down  for  no  other  pur- 
pose than  to  stop  investigation  into  the 
working  of  the  Irish  Land  Actn.  From 
soch  inquiries  as  he  had  beeu  able  to 
make  from  those  who  bad  put  down 
notices  of  objection,  be  was  able  to  say 
tbal  no  such  in  ten  lion  was  ever  enter- 
tained  by  them.  They  did  desire  that 
there  should  be  some  discussion  as  to 
the  terms  of  the  Reference  before  tbe 
Reference  was  agreed  to,  but  they  never 
expressed  in  this  House  nor  entertained 
tbe  slightest  desire  that  the  inquiry  should 
be  burked.  He  would  poiut  out  that  on 
last  Wednesday  a  Land  Bill  was  brought 
forward  with  far-reach iog  proposals  with 
regard  to  Irish  land  tenure,  which  passed 
its  Second  Reading,  and  it  was  thought 
by  many  Members  of  tbe  House  that  it 
wa»  not  consistent  with  the  couduet  of 
PurliameDtary  business  that  the  House  at 

VOL.  XXIII.  [fourth  series,] 


FEUS  AND  BUILDING  LEASES 
(SCOTLAND), 
Orderwl.  That  the  Mi  nates  of  Evidence  taken 
before  the  >5eleef,  Cf>mtnittee  on  Feus  aad 
LiMUtes  (Scotland),  in  Seasion  18D3*4,  be  referred 
to  the  Select  Committee  on  Feus  and  Building' 
heBaea  (Scotland).— (7 A-e  Lord  AdroeateJ) 

FINANCL\L  STATEMENT  C18«>4-fi), 

Copy  ordered — 

**  Of  Statement  of  Revenae  and  Expenditure 
as  laid  before  the  Houbg  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  when  opening  the  Budget."^ 
iSir  /,  r,  IlibhrrL} 

Copy  presented  accordingly  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Tahle,  aud  to  be  printed. 
[No.  68.] 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS, 
That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled 
"  An  Act  for  Amending  the  Law  with 
respect  to  the  Time  for  holding  Mid- 
summer Quarter  Sessions."  [Quarter 
Sessions  (Midaummer)  Bill  [LordaJ,] 
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QUABTEB  SESSIONS  (MIDSUMMER) 
BILL  [Lordi]. 

Read  the  first  time  ;  to  be  read  a  second 
time  upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  162.] 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILLS,  &c. 

Lords  Message  [12th  April]  relative 
to  the  appointment  of  a  Joint  Committee 
on  Statute  Law  Revision  Bills,  &c.,  con- 
sidered. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  of  Six 
Members  be  appointed  to  join  with  the  Com- 
mittee appointed  by  the  "Lords  (as  mentioned 
in  their  Lordships'  Message  of  the  12th  April), 
to  consider  all  Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and 
Consolidation  Bills  of  the  present  Session. 

Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the  Lords 
to  acquaint  them  therewith. 

Committee  nominated  of  : — Mr.  Ambrose,  Mr. 
Bryce,  Sir  Edward  Clarke,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy, 
Mr.  Howell,  and  Mr.  Solicitor  General. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quorum.— (iTr. 
T.  E.  Ellu.-) 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
Meuchant  Shipping  Bill, — That 
they  do  concur  with  this  House  in  their 
Kesolution  '^  That  it  is  expedient  that 
the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill  be  committed 
to  a  Joint  Committee  of  Lords  and  Com- 
mons," as  desired  by  this  House  ;  and 
have  further  Resolved,  That  it  is  ex- 
pedieut  that  the  said  Committee  be  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Statute  Law  Revi- 
sion Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills. 

Lords  Message  to  be  considered  forth- 
with. 

Resolved,  That  this  House  doth  concur 
with  the  Lords  in  their  further  Resolu- 
tion. 

Ordered,  That  the  Merchant  Shipping 
Bill  be  committed  to  the  Joint  Committee 
on  Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Con- 
solidation Bills. 

Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  sent  to 
the  Lords  to  acquaint  them  therewith. — 
{Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis.) 

COMMONS  ACT,  1876  (LUTON  COMMONS). 

Paper  [presented  13th  April]  to  be 
printed.     [No.  66.] 


DIVORCE  AND  MATRIMONIAL  CAUSES. 
Return  [presented  13th  April]  to  be 
printed.     [No.  67.] 

ARMY  (MILITIA). 
Copy  presented, — of  Further  Regula- 
tions relating  to  the  Militia  [by  Act]  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

ARMY  (RESERVE). 

Copy  presented,^-of  Further  Regula- 
tions relating  to  the  Army  Reserve  [by 
Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

FOREIGN  TRADE. 
Copy  presented, — of  Statistical  Tables 
relating  to  the  Progress  of  the  Foreign 
Trade  of  the  United  Kingdom  and  of 
other  Countries  in  recent  years ;  with 
Report  to  the  Board  of  Trade  thereon 
[by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

COUNTY   TREASURER'S   FEE   FUND 
(IRELAND). 

Account  presented, — for  the  year  ended 
25 th  March  1894  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

AMERICAN  MAIL  SERVICE. 
Return  presented, — relative  thereto 
(in  continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper, 
No.  170,  of  Session  1893)  [ordered  4th 
April ;  Sir  John  Leng"]  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 


PUBLIC    RECORDS    (CITY    OP 
BIRMINGHAM). 

Copy  presented, — of  Schedule  of  Docu- 
ments in  the  Offices  of  the  Clerk  of  the 
Peace  for  the  City  of  Birmingham  which 
are  not  considered  of  sufficient  pnUie 
value  to  justify  their  preservation  in  the 
Public  Record  Office  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

EDUCATION    (ENGLAND  AND   WALES). 

Copy  presented, — of  Minute  of  the 
I7th  April,  1894,  by  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education,  modifying  Article 
73  of  the  Day  School  Code  (1894)  [by 
Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 
Two  o*clock. 
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ARMY  (ANNUAL)  BILL. 
^      Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  Read  1* ; 
to  be  printed.  (No.  24.) 

.  Lord  SANDHURST  gave  uotice  that 

I  he  would  on  Thursday  move  the  suspen- 

i  sion  of  the  Stauding  Orders  with  a  view 

^  to  passing  the  Bill  through  all  its  stages 

I)  forthwith,  so   that  it  might   receive  the 

S  Royal  Assent  on  Mondav. 

gi  The  Marquess  ok    SALISBURY  : 

e  I  am  loth  to  comment  on  the   voice  and 

I  tone  of  the  noble  Lord,  but  that  is  rather 

I  au   imp3rtaat   Motion,    and    I    hope  the 

C  House  uuderstands  that  if  there  are  any 

i  Amendments  proposed  in  the  Bill   objec- 

g  tion  must  be  taken  to  the  Motion  of  the 

g  noble  Lord.     I  have  none  of  my  own. 

8  Lord  SANDHURST  said,  he  did  not 

g  propose  to  provoke  any  controversy  upon 

S  the  Bill  in  their  Lordships^  House. 

tt  7KND0WED  SCHOOLS  ACT,  1869,  AND 
^  AMENDING  ACTS,  AND  WELSH  INTER- 
g  MEDIATE      EDUCATION      ACT,      1889 

I  (SCHEME      FOR      THE      COUNTY    OF 

I  ANGLESEY). 

I  MOTION    FOR   AN  ADDRESS. 

e  J     The  Bishop  of  BANGOR  moved— 

S  ^  That  an  humhle  address  he  predentod  to  Her 

«  Ifajesty,  praying  Her  to  withhold  Her  Assent 

S  from  the  Scheme  for  the  administration  of  the 

«^  fands  applicable    to    the    intermediate    and 

Q  technical  education  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
p     County  of  Anglesey." 

^  He  said,  the  Scheme  had  been  framed 
•^  in  pursuance  of  the  Welsh  Intermediate 
^  Education  Act  of  1889,  which  was  passed 
^  as  a  compromise  hetween  two  conflicting 
le  opinions  at  the  time.  Under  the  Act  a 
^  Joint  Committee  was  constituted,  and 
proposals  for  a  Scheme  were  made  bj  a 
Joint  Committee,  three  members  of 
which  were  appointed  bj  the  County 
Council  and  two  bj  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, and  afterwards  submitted  to 
the  Charity  Commissioners  to  be  drafted 
and  put  into  shape  with  or  without  modi- 
fication ;  and  the  Scheme  was  finally 
approred  by  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education.  If  those  three  bodies  had 
treated  those  who  differed  from  them  as 
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to  the  details  of  thi»  Scheme  for  the 
county  with  some  fair  amount  of  sym- 
pathy and  consideration,  there  would  be 
no  necessity  for  him  to  call  attention  to 
the  matter.  The  chief  blame  he  threw 
on  the  Charity  Comminsioners,  who, 
although  they  sent  down  an  Assistant 
Commissioner  to  hear  the  view.s  of  the 
trustees,  paid  no  attention  to  their  repre- 
sentations. The  Charity  Commissioners 
had  adopted  throughout  an  uncompro- 
mising attitude,  much  to  be  regretted, 
because  it  had  estranged  the  sympathies 
of  many  who  had  the  educational 
interests  of  the  locality  closely  at 
heart.  What  were  the  objections  ? 
There  were  two  main  objections  to  the 
Scheme,  the  first  relating  to  the  Head 
Master,  and  the  second  to  the  existing 
hereditary  feoffees  of  Hughes's  Charity, 
Beaumaris.  Under  the  Scheme  the 
Head  Master,  who  had  for  many  years 
conducted  the  school  with  considerable 
success,  would  find  his  income  reduced 
from  £600  to  £300  a  year  or  less.  No 
compensation  had  been  offered  him,  and 
he  had  not  been  treated  in  an  equitable 
manner.  Two  new  bodies  were  to  be 
created,  one  the  County  (Toverniug 
Authority  and  the  other  the  Local 
Governing  Body,  the  former  holding  the 
purse,  and,  in  fact,  having  the  power  of 
appointing  and  *  dismissing  the  Head 
Master.  But  how  did  the  Scheme  deal 
with  the  existing  trustees  ?  They  did 
not  claim  that  they  should  be  a  majority 
of  the  County  Governing  Body,  but 
only  that  they  should  have  a  voice  in  the 
future  management  of  the  charity. 
The  Scheme,  however,  swept  away  the 
existing  trustees  altogether,  and  did  not 
give  them  a  single  representative.  They 
only  asked  that  they  should  have,  say, 
two  representatives  ;  if  even  one  had 
been  offered  they  should  have  been  satis- 
fied. He  had  discussed  this  matter  with 
many  extreme  Radicals,  but  he  had 
never  found  one  who  defended  this 
action,  and  he  was  anxious  to  hear 
whether  any  Member  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  defend  their  action 
in  sweeping  away  the  existing  trustees. 
The  Scheme  was  unjust  to  the  Head 
Master,  and  most  unjust  to  the  present 
trustees,  and  accordingly  he  submitted 
that  it  should  be  rejected  by  their  Lord- 
ships. Objection  had  been  made  that 
delay  would  be  caused  ;  but  practically 
the   delay   would   only   be    for    a    few 
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months,  and  the  Siiheine  would  be 
broiiglit  into  workint;  order  Qext  year. 
It  was  diffit^ult  for  Clmrchtiieii  iu  Wales 
to  help  iy  the  promotion  of  inter- 
mediate and  higher  edticaiiou,  auJ  f<ir 
thit*  reaBoii— thiit  wherever  there  was  a 
body  with  a  majority  even  of  one 
against  them  C-hnrch people  would  be 
exehuied  from  their  fair  siniro  in  the 
formation  of  these  iiistitiitioiis,  and  lie 
wai*  afraid  that  of  hite  Her  Majesty'*^ 
Govern  meat  bad  given  some  support  to 
that  narrow  and  exelusive  policy,  AH  he 
could  say  was  that,  in  spite  of  all  this,  they 
had  done  and  would  do  their  ntmosst  at 
all  times  to  obtain  a  Scheme  utider  wdiieh 
they  should  have  fair  represeiitatiou. 

Moved — 

"  That  an  Immble  AtMres^  be  prcHentiicl  tn 
Her  MajcMj^,  praying  Her  to  withhold  Her 
Assent  from  the  Scheme  for  the  atiminisiratjon 
of  the  funds  applicable  to  the  iat-erme<liate  and 
technical  educiition  of  the  InliftbitantB  of  the 
County  of  Auglcftcy," — (f/i/'    L<trd  Bhhop  vf 

•Lord  PLAYFAIK  said,  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  had  moved  his  Motion  tn  a 
xtvy  temperate  speech,  and  be  hoped  to 
convince  him  that  it  was  not  netiessary 
or  desirable  to  ask  their  Lordships  to 
take  a  Division  upon  this  Sehtmie,  be- 
cause it  was  in  no  respect  di  lie  rent  from 
the  others  ^vhich  the  House  had  already 
confirmed^  espetdally  the  Carnarvou 
Scheme,  in  which  the  noble  M*<r4uess 
opposite  took  very  considerable  interest. 
The  next  Scheme  eontHiiie«l  a  clause 
which  was  outside  the  Welsh  Jnterme- 
diate  Act  w^iih  regard  to  religious  obser- 
vance, but  here  there  was  no  sucli 
clause  ;  it  was  all  within  the  statutory 
powers  which  their  Lordships  joined  in 
passing  in  184*9  for  the  proinotimi  of 
intermediate  education  in  Wales,  The 
Beaumaris  Grammar  School  Endowment 
was  formed  so  long  ago  as  164)3.  It 
was  an  extremely  Jiberul  plau  at  that 
time,  there  being  uo  restriction  as  to 
h>calities.  There  w^ere  no  religions  ol:*- 
gervauces  to  be  follow^ed.  There  'ivaa 
nothing  said  ahout  religious  instruction 
except  the  fact  that  tlie  Bishop  of 
Bangor  was  to  be  ex  officio  ime  of  the 
trustees  iof  the  echool,  and  was  also  to 
give  approval  to  the  Regulations  under 
which  it  was  conducted,  aud  this  might  be 
gaid  to  amount  hy  implication  to  a  sort 
of  stipulation  as  to  the  kind  of  religion 
that    was   to  be  taught.    For  50  years 

The  Biihop  of  Bangor 


afterwards     notldng     w^as      added       to 
the  foundation    in     regard    to    religion. 
The    amount    of    the    cndow^ment    was* 
£90(X     The  great  diflicvdty  iti  promoting 
intcnnediate  education  in  Wales  was  that 
the    amount    of  the  endowments  was  so 
small  com|mred  with  that  of  the  educa- 
tional    endowments     of     England,      la 
Anglesey  the  total  endowment  amounted 
to  £2,220,     Originally,  the  Scheme  pro- 
posed by  the  Joint  Committee  wiis   that 
only  £330  should  he  given  to  the  .school 
atBeaumarisjbut  that  was  thought  by  the 
Charity  Commissionei^s  to   be  too  little, 
and  one-half  of  the  endowment  was  given 
to  the  school.     The  Intermediate  Educa- 
tion Act  said  that  endowments  were  to 
be  rtsed  for  the  benefit  of  the  county  at 
large  and  not  of  any    particular  school, 
and  under  the  Schenu'  the  benefits  of  the 
endowments    were    to    be    extended    to 
schools   at  Holyhead  and   Llangefni,    at 
which  U>0  hoys  and  100  girls  were  to  be 
taughf »    It  was  quite  true  that  none  of  the 
trustees  of  the   existing  schools  were  to 
he   upon  the  co^inty  government.     How 
could  they  be  with  any  propriety  ?    They 
had  ceased  to  have  any  educational  fuuc- 
tions    w^ba lever,    aud    nil     they     would 
now    have    to    do    w*as   to    manage    the 
almshouses    which    were    part     of     the 
origitial    foundation.     They    had,    how- 
ever, two  re  pre  sen  tilt  ives   on    the    Local 
Governing  Body  of  the  Beaumaris  school. 
The   Bishop  ot   Bangor  was   er  officio  a 
trustee  of  Beaumaris  school,  bm   in   ihe 
general  county    system    into  which  that 
school  had   been  merged  there  w^cre   no 
Bishops  as  ei^  officio  representatives,  and 
therefore    the   right   rev.    Prelate    could 
not  be  placed    on    the    new    Governing 
Body    in    that    capacity.      The   Charity 
Commissioners  had  no  power  to  give  the 
Heat  I  Master   of  the   school   compensa- 
tion, but  they  did  the  best  they  could  for 
him  by  making  him  the  Head  Master  of  the 
scliwd  under  the  new  arrangement,     He 
did   not  think  the  question   of    religious 
teaching  came  into   this   case  with  any 
strength — it  w  oiildj  no  doubt,  in  the  next 
Scheme  to  come  before  their  Lordships* 
There  was   nothing  in  this  Scheme  with 
reference    to   religious    education    which 
Imd   not   been    in    the   Schemes  already 
passed  by  the  House,  and  it  was  exactly 
on  all-fours  with  the  Carnarvon  Scheme, 
in   whicii    the  fnrther  difficulty  occurred 
that  it    comprised  a  school  founded  by 
the   Deuu   of    Bangor^    but   the    House 
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ihoiigbt  it  ^hoult!  be  treate<i  as  a  Coniity 
♦School  ill  tlie  Geiienil  County  Seliemp, 

The  BisiiDi*  of  BANG'OH  saitl,  in 
tlitit  case  he  hud  objceted  to  tlie  Comity 
Authority  forming  part  of  the  Governing: 
Body. 

Lord  PLAYFAIK  hoped,  as  on  tiiat 
occai^ion  tlie  n;rht  rev*  Frolale  did  not  iro 
to  a  Division  on  the  qm^stiou,  he  aUo  woidd 
refraiij  from  doioi!^  so  in  regard  to  tiji» 
Soil  erne,  affecting  inter  moil  iate  cdncation 
in  one  of  the  most  iroportarit  comities  in 
Wales,  ami  there  being  tiotliing  iti  i( 
contrary  to  the  priueiples  whieli  had 
guided  the    House  on  previous  ot*easiouti. 

•Lord  STANLEY  hk  ALDKULEY 
said,  Le  would  not  aild  anything  as  to 
the  injustice  to  the  Head  Master,  or  that 
done  by  disturbing  this  srhool,  whteh 
bad  performed  good  work  for  nearly  300 
years,  for  the  very  prohlematieal  lienetil 
to  be  derived  from  this  new  Sciieme,  The 
large  unmbor  of  (governors  for  the  various 
schools  wai?  tinsatisfaetory,  and  in  one 
tnst4ineeof  late  at  the  Bangor  Col  lege  cou- 
siderable  scandal  hfid  arisen  tinough  the 
action  of  tbe  Governors,  The  proniotorsof 
the  Scheme  appeared  uot  to  have  ealcu* 
lat©<l  how  far  their  money  won  Id  go,  and 
w  ere  too  ambition  s,  w  h  i  I  e  1 1 1  ey  would  pay 
finmJl  gsalariea  though  ref|uirhig  high 
qaah'ficatious,  and  imposing  bard  eondi- 
tious.  The  Govcrrjors  appointed  by  the 
County  Council  would  be  able  to  interfere 
too  much  in  the  school  management ;  antl 
what  was  the  use  of  the  daugbters  of 
Aoglcsey  farmers  learning  French  ami 
other  inoderu  languages  ?  though  those 
subjects  in  igli  t  be  of  use  t  o  t be  boy  s  as  com- 
mercidi  travellers.  The  noble  Lord  had 
said  tbe  endow^ment  was  worth  £2,220, 
but  the  Scheme  did  not  meutiou  more 
tliaii  £1,207,  and  a  low  calculation  of  ex- 
peoses,  formatters,  mistresses,  aud  so  on, 
came  out  at  £1,680  to  £1,860,  without 
taking  into  consideration  either  taxes, 
repairs,  or  insurance*  The  Scheme  con- 
templated the  }>09sibility  of  tbe  trustees 
of  tbe  Hugh  Hughes  Charity  Bequest 
giving  £1,000  to  tbe  Holybeiid  Building 
Fund,  but  tbe  late  Attorney  General  (Sir 
R.  Webster)  bad  draw^u  up  a  Scheme 
for  that  charity,  which  the  trustees 
could  uot  alter. 
•The  Earl  of  CIIANBROOK  :  My 

I^rds,  1  have  great  sympalhy  with  what 
has  l>een  said  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate, 
but  I  am  quite  unable  to  see  auy  grouud 
for    upsetting    tbis    Scheme,    which  has 
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been  p  re  j  hi  red  iu  the  ordinary  way,  and 
i.H  in  couformity  with  ot her Sebcmes  which 
have  been  passed  by  this  House  without 
objection,  I  regret  very  much  that  tbe 
Master  should  have  doubt  as  to  hia 
future  ineonie,  but  the  Charity  Commis- 
si nuers  should  under  tbeir  great  powers 
have  a  mission  to  devise  a  paoper  dis- 
tribution of  tbe  eductitional  eudow- 
ments.  With  regard  to  the  trustees 
appointed  to  form  a  Local  Body  for 
the  Kovernmeut  of  the  scbool  in  Beau- 
nuiris,  the  old  feotfees  will,  to  a  certain 
extent,  be  represented.  Parliament  has 
given  tbe  Charity  Commissioners  power 
\o  deal  with  these  educahonal  endow- 
ments, and  I  understand  that  in  this  case 
they  have  exteiKled  the  bench  is  to  tbe 
whole  county,  reserving  a  certaiu  part 
fur  the  existitig  school  at  BeannuirtB^ 
which  is  not  wry  large.  I  am  afraid 
that,  under  all  these  Schemes  passed  by 
tbe  Chainty  Commissioners,  there  will 
always  be  a  eore  feeling  among  those 
who  would  &eem  to  be  dispossessed.  But 
in  this  case  it  seems  to  me  there  is  no 
such  special  ground  for  putting  an  end 
to  a  Scheme  which  has  beeu  so  elabo- 
rately prepared,  w^hich  lias  gone  through 
all  the  forms  of  examination  required, 
aud  is,  at  the  end,  in  conformity  with  the 
plan  which  has  been  adopted  by  this 
House. 

On  f|uestiou,  resolved  in  the  negative, 

ENDOWED     SCHOOLS    ACT.    186l^     AND       \^i 
AMENDING  ACTS,  AND    WELSH   IN- 
TERMEDIATE EDUCATtON  ACT,  1889, 
(St'HEMK     FOR    THB     COUNTY    *0F 
FLINT.) 

MOTION    FUE    AN    Al3t>HES8. 

The     Bishop     of       St.     ASAPH 

moved — 

**  That  aa  humble  Addre«  be  presenteii  to  Her 
Majesty,  prajiag  Her  to  ^vfthhnlrl  Her  Asseat 
to  the  following  portion  of  the  Flhitsliire  E4a- 
eatiyn  Sdjctoc  :  Claiiwe  93,  Sub^Bcetion  (ft),  from 
the  word  *  boainling  hoase  '  to  tbe  end,  aud  the 
whok  uf  Suh-sectioa  (r) ." 

He  said  that,  lief  ore  coming  to  the 
Motion^  be  desired  to  point  out  that  the 
WcUh  Intermediate  Education  Act  was 
in  prineiple  and  purpose  accepted  by  both 
political  Parties,  and  it  was  a  matter  of 
regret  that  iu  tbe  administrntion  of  that 
Act  provisions  had  been  put  forth  in 
some  of  the  County  Schemes  which  were 
nt  variance  with  the  i^pirit  aud  intention 
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of  the  Act  itself.  The  Motion  which  he 
proposed  woiikl  not  deUiy  tbeiidoption  of 
this  partiLHiljir  Cminty  Srlninie  hy  one 
day,  while  it  would,  in  liis  opinion, 
greatly  improve  tlmt  Scliemc^  in  principle 
and  praetiee.  Fortunately,  liis  Motion 
was  won!  for  wort!  tlie  sftiiie  as  the 
Amendment  |jassed  by  tlnu  Ilon^^e  on  tl>e 
4th  of  last  September  in  the  ease  of  tlie 
Merionethshire  Seheme,  and  lie  only 
asked  the  Honseto  re-affirm  their  decision 
in  the  case  of  Flintshire.  The  provis^ions 
omitted  in  the  Mc^rionetli shire  Scheme, 
and  whieli  be  now  proposed  shonld*l>e 
omitted  in  the  Flint.*^bire  Scheme,  intro- 
dneeil  the  nmlenominational  system  of 
religions  teaching  and  wxnship  into 
board iii|;^  bouses.  The  system  was  di?^* 
tiiictly  and  decisively  rejected  in  another, 
place  when  the  Welsh  Act  was  diseiirfsed 
in  Committee  on  July  23,  1889.  The 
provisions  which  he  proposed  to  omit 
attempted  to  set  aside  that  decision.  Tlio 
following  were  sections  (p)  and  (c)  of 
Clause  93  of  the  P'lint  Scheme,  with  the 
words  he  proposed  to  omvi  enclosed  in 
brackets — 

*'  Of)  Christian  family  worahi|i  shall  Ik?  held 
daiJy  in  the  hostel  or  twantiog  liouse,  [hul  m 
tlie  family  wor&hi[j  bo  held  the  formularies  of 
any  imrticular  denomination  sb:dl  not  tx? 
usefl. 

**  (/♦)  In  the  course  of  any  general  Christian 
religious  t^achiDj^r  given  in  the  hostel  or 
boarding  house  the  formularies  of  auy  particular 
denomination  Khali  not  be  used,  nor  shall  the 
distinc!tive  tenets  of  any  piirticular  denomina- 
tion be  taught,  i^nnided  that  the  fienioa  in 
charge  of  a  boarding  houHc,  il  the  county 
governing  bo  allow,  and  subject  to  any  regula- 
tion they  may  make  on  the  subject,  may, 
separately  from  «uch  general  rehgiouH  teaebirif,^ 
(if  any),  gi%'e^  either  by  himself  or  by  deputy- 
religious  instruetiijn  uf  a  denonitnational 
character,  but  only  t^o  those  scholars  who^^e 
parentd  have,  in  writing,  expressed  a  wiab  for 
»tirh  instruction,"] 

The  question  of  the  religions  teaching  of 
hoarders  wa.H  left  to  be  regulated  in 
W  a  I  e  s ,  a  ti  i  n  E  ug  1  and ,  \  \j  C  lau  so  1 6  q  f 
the  Endowed  Schools  Act  of  18t>9.  He 
could  not  recall  the  pro  \  is  ions  of  that 
Act  in  any  better  way  than  by  qnoting 
the  word**  used  by  the  late  Mr,  W.  E, 
Foreler  when  he  introduced  the  Seeonil 
Reuding  of  the  Act  of  1869— 

"  But  while,"  he  aafd,  *'  we  give  the  greatest 

pusnible  power  and  latitude   to  the  ^mrentH  to 

^ensure  that  they  may  share  the  advantage  of 

j^theee    pul>Iic    schools     without    having    their 

religious  views   interfered    with,  we   have  al*!io 

borne  thin  in  mind — that   the   position   of  day 

,  «iid  boarding'  achools  ia   very  tlifferent.      The 

The  Bishop  of  SL  Asaph 


master  of  a  day  school  hnn  the  care  and  superin- 
tendence of  the  boys  while  they  are  iti  the  school, 
but  tlie  iiarentti  have  tlie  real  charge  of  their 
moral  and  spiritual  welfare.  But,  when  you 
send  a  boy  to  a  boarding  school,  you  give  the 
uiajsiter  the  trust  and  the  responsibility  of 
KUjierintendiog  the  moral  and  spiritual  teach- 
ing of  the  Ixjy  in  your  place." 

This  was  the  jjriueiple  of  the  Act  of 
1869,  and  was  the  principle  adinitled  id 
the  Act  of  1873.  It  was  mlmitted  after  a 
distinct  proposal  to  the  contrary  iti  the 
Welsh  Intermediate  Act,  Surely  no 
[irineiple  could  liave  received  more  dis- 
tinct and  decisive  legislative  expression. 
This  principle  and  compact  were  of  siicb 
commanding  importnnce  thai  if  it  wa.s  to 
lie  set  aside  the  question  ought  to  he 
tkalt  with  openly  ami  deliberately  in  Par- 
Hament,  and  such  a  revision  of  the  Scheme 
might  not  to  be  adroitly  slipped  into  il 
corner  of  the  Scheme  for  a  Welsh  county, 
and  so  permitted  tube  decreed  by  authority. 
This  was  not  a  Welsh  question  merely. 
It  WHS  not  a  question  of  the  Welsh  Acl 
alone,  but  it  was  a  deliberate  and  re- 
peated attempt  to  set  aside  the  principle 
and  distinct  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
1869.  In  the  Debate,  when  a  similar 
Amendment  was  moved  to  the  Merioneth- 
shire Scheme,  the  noble  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack  said  that  these  provisions,  if 
passed,  would  not  destroy  religious  be- 
lief or  promote  infidel ity,  and  that  the 
dilhcuities  would  be  more  imaginary  than 
real.  The  family  worship  which  was 
prohibited  any  delinite  or  denominational 
expressioii  of  its  faith  was,  he  thoaght, 
hardly  likely  toeondnce  to  theBtreiijgthen* 
ing  of  religious  l»elief  in  the  tniiid  and 
heart  of  a  boy.  His  experience,  as  He^nl 
Master  of  one  of  the  largest  schools  iu 
Wales,  would  induce  him  to  plead  for 
absolute  freedom  of  contract  in  the  re- 
hgious  teaching  of  lioarders  between 
mas  i  er  a  ml  parent.  T  b  e  d  i  th  i*  u  1 1  i  es  o f  s  u  ch 
freedom  were  more  imaginary  ihan  real. 
He  failed  to  uiidersrand  wfiy  an  attempt 
to  upset  the  compact  of  1 869  should  again 
be  thrust  into  one  of  the  Welsh  Sehemei* 
after  it  had  been  deliberately  exchided 
from  the  Welsh  Act  of  1869  and  also  in 
the  Merionethshire  Scheme.  He  appealer] 
to  their  Lordships  to  uphold  the  principle 
of  the  Act  of  1869,  and  to  mark  with 
their  disapprobation  this  persistent  and 
most  ill-advised  attempt  to  introduce  into 
our  educational  system  a  change  of  far- 
reaching  importance  by  a  side  wind.  If 
the  question  of  the  religious  teaching  of 
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boarders  in  our  public  schools  was  to  be 
raised,  lot  it  be  niiactl  openly,  go  that  nil 
might  know  whiit  was  veMy  beiog  pro- 
posed. 

Moved — 

**That  aa  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  MajestT,  praying  Her  tu  withhold  Her 
Anient  fxj  the  following  portiun  of  the  Kliattihire 
Eilucarion  Scheme  : — Clause  y:H,sub-8ectiuu  (£►), 
from  the  wonl  'boan ling-house'  to  the  end, and 
the    whole    of    sub-BectiQu    (f}:'—(Tkv    Ij^rd 

•Lord  PLAYFAIR  said,  the  chantrc 

which   tlie   right  rev.   Prelnte  had  made 

in  the    form  of    km  Motion    rendered   it 

much  more  en^y  to  discuss  the   Sciieme 

before  the   llonw,     Ori^^inally,  the  pro- 

Ipoisal  of  the    right  rev.   Prelate  wa^  to 

Jrejeef    the   whole   8 e heme,  hut    he    was 

jlad  that  the  preseni  proposal   was  only 

reject  part  of  ClaUHe  93. 

The  Bishop  of    St.  A8APII   said, 
tiat   had    beeu    put    down    by    mistake. 
(Be  never   iuteuded  to  propose  the  rejec- 
^ou  of  the  whole  Schemo. 
•Lord  PLAYFAIK  said,    he  hmh  of 
ttiirae,    taken    it   in  the  form    in   whieh 
|lt  appearetl  on  the  Paper.     It  was  rather 
itartling,  l>eeiius^e    it    .ho    happened   that 
9t  a  partiele  of  opposition  ha<l  appeared 
the  Coimty  of  Flint  to  the  Scheme. 
^ot  ooe  of  the  Governing  Bodies  of  the 
'Bchools  in  Flint  had  made  any  complaint 
of  the  Scheme.     The  right  rev.  Prelate 
was    ri^ht    in    saying    that   Clau^^e    li3, 
which   he  proposed    to  amend,    was  not 
^^ contained  in  many  of  the  Schemes  which 
^Hiail    eome  t>efore   their     Lordships.       It 
^mras.    however,    in     tlie     Merionethshire 
^^^^cheme,  and  was  rejected  by  their  Lord- 
ships' House*     The  Welsh   people  natu- 
rally have  a  great  desire  that  they  shonld 
obtaiu  teaching  without  foniinlarics  and 
without  any   distinctive    denojiiinatioual 
character.       The    Committee    of     1881 
poiotetl  out   that,  although   three- fourths 
of  the   people    of   Wales   were  Noncon- 
formists,  the  religious  services  kept  iip 
in  the  grammar  schools  hjul  appeared  to 
make    the    pupils    of    the    schools   two- 
thirds    Churchmen    and    only    otie-third 
Noiicotiformi:sts.       The   mainienance   of 
particular  religious  servieesin  the  sehools 
had    prevented    Noneonformists    receiv- 
ing     higher      and       seeondary      educa* 
tioD.      The  Joint  Committee  appohited 
by     the     Flint     Couiity    Council    pro- 
posed   a   more  exclusive   proposal   than 
that  now  contained  in  Clause  93 »     They 
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proposed  that  under  no  condition  should 
there  be  denominational  educalion  in  the 
iKuirding-house — that  there  should  be 
Christian  teaehing,  hut  no  formnlaries  or 
catechisms.  That  was  not  accepted  by 
the  Department.  The  Department  in 
this  93 rd  clause  gave  pcrrnissiou  to  the 
master  or  head  of  the  Ijoarding-house  or 
lodging-house  to  give  religious  education 
according  to  his  own  views  provided  the 
parents  w^ere  willing  their  children  should 
accept  such  education.  Therefore,  they 
modified  the  proposal  of  the  County 
Council  considerably,  and  that  was  cou- 
Tttined  in  the  Merionethshire  Sr^beme 
which  their  Lordships  rejected.  He  liad 
only  to  say  that  the  people  of  Wales 
were  extremely  anxious  that  there  should 
be  no  difficult  ies  in  regard  to  the  secondary 
education  of  the  country,  and  that  the 
compromise  which  the  Education  De- 
partment had  made  sbouhl  not  bu  inter- 
fered witb.  This  compromise  would 
enable  the  Welsh  peujile  to  obtain  educa- 
tion without  any  of  those  disqualifying 
iuHuences  whicli  attended  the  grammar 
schools  before  the  Edu(?atiun  Act  was 
passed.  He  hoped  tiieir  Lordships  would 
consider  that  there  had  been  a  fair  com- 
promise come  to,  and  would  not  consent 
to  the  mutilation  of  Clause  93. 

•The  Archbishop  of  CANTER- 
BUHY  said,  he  did  not  understand  that 
it  was  proposed  to  reject  the  whole 
t«f  Clause  93,  hut  only  one-half  of  sub- 
clause (i),  from  the  word  "  boardiug- 
house  "  lo  tlie  end. 

Lord  PLAYFAIR  said,  that  was  so. 
•The  AKCHiiisHup  of  CANTER- 
BURY said,  that  all  over  England  and 
Wales  the  Prayer  Book  of  the  Church  of 
England  was  eonstiintly  used  in  family 
worship,  not  only  by  Church  people,  but 
by  Nonconformists.  There  were  large 
denominations  in  which  the  chief  part  of 
the  service  was  selected  from  the  Church 
Prayer  Book,  and  he  w^as  sure  that  the 
masters  of  boarding-houses  themselves 
wouhl  feel  that  their  liberty  in  dealing 
with  the  moral  and  spiritual  education  of 
l)oys  in  their  schools  would  be  seriously 
interfercHl  with  if  they  were  told  that  they 
might  not  use  the  formularies — even  a 
few  of  the  beiintiful  Collects,  or  the  Con- 
fession contained  in  the  Prayer  Book  of 
the  Church.  If  boys  going  to  the  board- 
ing-houses found  the  Prayer  Book  might 
not  be  used,  it  would  cast  a  consider- 
able slur  upon  that  which  at  home  and 
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iti  their  public  worsliip  tbey  had  been 
tuiigbt  to  regard  ns  venerable  aod  siicrecl 
from  their  earliest  years.  Tlie  next 
«tage,  then,  would  be  that  people  won  Id 
uatural ly  desire  to  provide  board iiig- 
hfHises  for  themselves,  where  Chureli  of 
England  elrildren  would  be  received, 
and  would  get  the  spiritual  iiistriie- 
tioD  to  which  they  had  been  nsed 
from  their  cliiUlhocMb  lint  this  elan  ho 
poaitively  prevented  even  that.  Tht^ 
claiiee  woukl  prevent  the  establitsb- 
ment  of  any  sehool  board ing-bnnse  in 
Wales  where  Chnreb  of  England  hoy^ 
coiibl  be  gathered  together  in  worsliip 
under  a  Chnreb  of  England  master,  lie 
coil  Id  speak  w  i  t  b  e o n  s ul e ra h  1  e  ex  pe r  i e  n i?c 
on  this  matter.  When  be  was  connected 
with  iL  large  scbwd  be  never  knew 
oljjeetion  to  be  taken  to  the  nsc  of  the 
Engbsh  Prayer  Book  by  Presliyterian  or 
Nonconformist  parents,  or  even  hy  Uonmn 
Cathoiies.  If  this  clanse  were  'igreed 
to,  the  nse  of  the  Chureli  of  England 
Prayer  Book  for  Chtircb  of  England 
boys  won  Id  no  longer  he  permirtttd,  and 
they  wonld  not  even  Ite  allowud  to  muki} 
a  "camp  of  refnge''  for  tljcim^elves.  It 
wonld  not  be  possildc  to  gather  in  a 
boarding-bourfe  children  of  the  Chmch 
of  England  nnder  the  tni^strnction  of  a 
Cbnrcb  of  England  teacher,  and  the 
Christian  rrdigion  n^  bnmght  out  tn  the 
Church  of  Enghtnd  formnhiries  of 
Worship  wonld  not  bo  id  lowed  to  be 
taught. 

•The  Bishop  of  LONDON  *iaid,  after 
the  remarks  made  by  the  Primate,  he 
would  only  ndd  that  forbidding  the  use 
of  Chnreb  of  Enghmd  pniyers  or  any 
prayers  thonght  stii table  for  wori»hip 
anion n toil  to  intolenihle  tyranny.  lie 
admitted  at  once  tliat  it  was  right  that 
in  these  board ing-hi>n8es  means  shonld 
be  provided  for  not  putting  nuy  at  a 
disadvatitage,  by  placing  them  nnder 
masters  and  worsldp  of  a  religion  to 
which  they  did  not  belong,  lint  the 
Scheme  provided  for  sneh  cases,  and  the 
Governor:^  were  to  deal  with  them  uheii- 
ever  they  arose.  He  hoped  their  Lord- 
fihips  wonld  mainfain  the  lilkcrry  of 
Church  of  EiiglaiMl  masters  t«»  have 
family  worship  according  to  the  Cbiireb 
of  England,  where  if  would  not  of  neces- 
eity  interfere  with  the  wot  ship  and 
teaching  of  those  wito  did  not  belong  to 
the  Church* 
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•Thb  Eakl  of  CR  an  brook  :  My 

Lords,  T  had  hoped  from  the  tone  of  the 
remarks  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Play- 
fair)  that  we  should  not  have  been  called 
npon  to  answer  further  iu  this  matter. 
The  qncstion  really  is  whether  the  En- 
dowed Schools  Acts  are  to  be  ignored, 
and  a  proposal,  which  was  negatived  in 
the  discussion  on  the  Welsh  Interme<iiate 
Education  Act,  should  be  introduced  io 
this  Scheme  contrary,  if  not  to  the  termg, 
to  the  spirit  of  the  Acts.  At  all  events, 
to  enact  that  the  formnhiries  of  the 
Chnreb  mtist  not  be  useil  in  schools 
wbieb  may  be  entirely  composed  of 
Chyrcb  of  England  pupils  is  great  in- 
tolerance— an  intolerance  which  I  have 
never  heard  proposed  liefore  to  f»e  im- 
poseil  upon  any  subject  in  this  Kingdom, 
If  thf  thing  IS  to  be  done,  let  us  take 
care  that  it  is  done  hy  Act  of  Parliftment, 
and  not  in  the  way  now  proposed.  I 
believe  that  the  arrangement  is  absobirely 
ille^rul,  and  certainly  contrary  to  the 
Endowed  Schools  Act  of  1H69.  The  pro- 
posal involves  a  bigotry  ahnost  tinpre- 
ceil  cut  ed,  the  bigotry  of  tal  iindinarianisni. 
Why  shonld  a  niaster  who  wishes  to 
offer  thanksgiving  he  delmrred  from 
using  the  Prayer  Book,  and  be  comiieUed 
to  use  words  of  his  own  wiien  the  fonnw- 
laries  of  the  Church  of  England  would 
suit  bis  purpose  far  better?  In  Scotch 
Presbyterian  cbnivhes  whole  pnssagos 
from  the  Chnreb  of  England  Service  are 
constantly  used  ;  but  in  these  schools  the 
use  of  thein  would  he  wholly  proliibiteil  by 
this  chiuse.  1  trust  that  the  noble  Earl 
at  the  head  of  rhe  Government  will  not 
supi>orf  this  extraordinary  proposal,  and 
will  not  divide  the  House  npon  a  clause 
founded  on  bigotry  in  a  degree  I  have 
never  seen  ex  am  pled. 

Thk  FlkST  LOHD  oi  the  TREA- 
SURY AMt  LORD  PRESIDENT  OF 
Tir  K  COUNC I L  { The  Earl  of  Ro8ehkrt): 
My  Lords,  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  glvo  the 
promise  which  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
asks,  because  after  the  Division  which 
was  taken  last  year  on  the  same  subject 
iu  this  Honse  1  shonld  feel  compelleil  to 
proceed  in  rhe  sjime  direction  thin  year. 
I  (juite  admit  that  the  ijuestion  ia  not 
wholly  free  from  complexity  ;  but  I 
would  ask  your  Lonlsbips  to  consider 
that  the  measure  under  which  this  Sclieme 
is  drawn  np  is  intended,  and  wisely  Ui- 
tended,  to  give  etfect  to  tlm  wishea  of 
the  Welsh  people.     And,   after  all,  this 
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particulAf  Scheme  may  have  blots  and 
fftnlta,  but  it  actually  f«Hs  short  of  the 
wishes  of  the  people  of  FHutshirG  as 
€xpreasod  by  the  Joint  Coram  it  tee 
formed  under  the  Act,  It  falls  short 
of  their  wishes  iu  regard  to  the 
exclusioD  of  all  forraii lanes.  The  Go- 
vernment, are  hound  under  the  Act  to 
respect  the  wishes  of  localities  in  that 
respect,  whether  we  share  those  wishes 
in  all  their  fulness  or  noL  There  is 
another  ques^tion  which  arises  in  nij  mind, 
I  sympathise  very  nuicli  with  what  was 
aaid  first  by  the  Primate,  next  l*y  the  ri^ht 
rev,  Pr  chile,  and,  lastly,  hy  t  lie  noble  Ear  I 
opposite.  1  should  regret  very  much  any 
Scheme  which  won  hi  ahaohitely  prevent 
a  perison  from  reading  auy  family  or 
public  prayers  in  a  school  board ing-housci 
from  using,  in  short,  any  pra>X'ra  that  are 
contained  in  the  Prayer  Bi>ok,  But  is  it 
quite  certain  thut  this  clansc  to  which  so 
much  objectiiMi  iias  been  niised  tneditafes 
such  a  complete  exclusion  as  that  ?  The 
uoble  Earl  who  had  spoken  last  practically 
contra<iif!tei!  Ids  own  proposition,  hecanse 
while  he  dechired  that  this  exclnsion 
must  be  a  tenihle  thing,  ho  at  the  same 
time  admitted  that  in  the  Presbyterian 
Church  ijf  Sfodand,  which  is  not  in  unity 
with  the  Church  of  England,  tlic  prayers 
of  the  latter  were  eonstatitly  used.  Now, 
1  have  taken  some  pains  in  trying,  but 
I  hove  been  fpiitc  unaiile  to  discover  any 
de6futiou  of  tlu^  term  *"  formulary,'*  which 
gives  it  the  sense  whirh  is  now  snught  to 
lie  put  niton  it.  If  interprett?d  as  some 
noble  Lords  interpret  it,  the  Lord's 
Prayer  woidd  he  excluded  from  use  in 
school-hon^es  iu  VV'ak^s  because  it  is  found 
within  the  four  corners  of  the  Prayer 
Book.  1  venture  to  think  that  it  wonhl 
not  be  a  wise  course  for  your  Lordships 
to  vote  attains t  flie  <?hinse,  arid  thtts  to 
run  counter  to  the  deli  berate  and  express 
Wishes  of  the  people  of  Flintshire,  and, 
what  is  more,  to  tie  tlown  and  bind  the 
the  word  "  formulary ''  lo  41  nuuining 
which,  to  roy  mind,  it  cannot  bear. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  :  I 
hop©  your  Lordships  will  not  endorse  the 
curious  priueiplea  of  statutory  interpre- 
tation laid  down  by  the  noble  Earl  the 
Prime  Mioisien  His  argument  is  this  : 
*^The  Act  of  IM«9  was  intended,  and 
wisely  intcmled,  10  l>e  in  aeeordance  with 
the  wishes  of  the  Welsh  people.  We 
thii]k    this    particular    pro  vis  ion     is    iu 


accordance  with  the  wishes  of  the  Welsh 
people  ** 

The  Eakl  of  ROSEBERY  :  We 
'know  it  is. 

The  MAUtiiTEss  oti-  SALISBURY: 
1  do  not  know  whether  you  know  it 
justly  or  not.  We  have  always  been 
refnsed  information  as  to  the  wishes  of 
the  Welsh  people.  But  tiuit  is  the  argu- 
liietit — *'  We  think  it  is  iu  accordance 
with  the  wishes  of  the  Welsh  people  and 
therefore  you  are  hound,  under  pain  of 
departing  fmm  the  Act  of  1 HH9,  to  accept 
our  interpretation  of  it  now.''  There  is 
110  Act  in  the  Statute  Book  which  might 
uot  be  twisttnl  to  any  purpose  to  suit  the 
Goverument  of  the  day  if  they  were  to 
1m3  allowed  to  say  that  the  Act  was  in- 
tended to  o^>erale  iu  accordance  with  the 
wishes  of  the  jico^de  of  a  hx^ality,  and 
if  their  iuterpretatiou  of  the  wishes  of 
tlie  locality  were  lo  be  accepleil  without 
demur.  Equally  little  can  I  accept  the 
tifjfil  argnmeui  of  the  noble  Eatl,  who 
said  tliat  he  was  uot  tpiite  certnin  that 
**  formularies  "  mean  wljat  the  opponents 
of  the  clause  aver.  Tlie  noble  Earl  lias 
apparently  aske  I  all  the  legal  Imninaries 
be  can  Hnd  what  the  word  '*  formulary  " 
fiieaus,  and  has  been  unable  to  obtain  an 
answer — nobody  know(<  what  it  mejins. 
Undeterred  by  that,  however,  lie  actually 
asks  your  Lordships  to  put  it  iu  the 
StatntL*  Book  a  nil  to  watch  what  the 
result  will  lie.  That  is  not  a  fair  way 
of  dealing  with  ihe  fonstdcmjes  of  the 
pt^iple  for  whom  you  are  legislating  and 
whom  this  change  would  aifecf,  even  if 
those  people  are  iu  a  minority  iu  the 
popnlatiun  among  whom  they  tind  them- 
selves. Acts  of  l^arl lament  oiight  to  he 
so  framed  that  there  ran  he  no  doubt  as 
to  their  meauiug.  The  noble  Earl,  how- 
ever, asks  yotir  Lonlships  to  put  delil^e- 
rately  in  this  Act  an  ambiguous  phrase, 
and  to  do  wtuit  we  believe  will  be  con- 
trary to  the  spirit  aod  meaning  of  the 
Act  of  I8(i9,  and  will  result  in  gross 
injury  to  imd  tyranny  over  tiie  consciences 
of  tlie  Welsh  people  ;  aud  the  only  con* 
sohition  he  offers  ns  is  that  he  is  tiot 
([uitc  certain  that  our  view  and  intorpreta- 
tjon  will  be  correct. 

The  LORD  CHANX^ELLOR  (Lord 
Hkkschicll)  :  My  L^rds,  the  discussion 
has  turned  entirely  ufion  one  jtortiou  of 
the  words  which  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
proposes  to  omt,  auil  that  the  omission 
shall  he  contincil  iit    *'>■'   >' trtion    To   the 
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use  of  the  word  "formularies  of  any 
particular  denomination."  The  right 
rev.  Prelate  proposes  also  to  strike  out 
another  provision  in  Sub-section  (c.),  and 
he  desires  that  the  distinctive  tenets  of 
any  particular  denomination  shall  not  be 
taught  unless  with  the  wish  of  the 
parents  of  the  children.  It  seems  to  me 
that  none  of  the  arguments  which  have 
been  used  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate  by 
the  most  rev.  Primate  or  by  any  noble 
Lords  who  have  spoken  have  furnished 
any  real  objection  to  the  clause  or  have 
shown  that  these  words  should  be  omitted. 
They  are  very  important  words,  and  the 
result  of  striking  them  out  would,  as  I 
understand,  be  that  it  would  then  be 
possible  for  the  head  of  a  hostel,  where 
the  majority  of  the  children  might  be 
Nonconformists  or  might  belong  to  the 
Church  of  England,  to  confine  himself  to 
the  religious  teaching  of  one  particular 
denomination  without  reference  to  the 
wishes  of  the  parents.  That  is  a  more 
important  matter  than  the  question  of 
the  use  of  a  particular  formulary  for 
family  worship. 

On  question  ?  their  Lordships  divided  : 
— Contents  38  ;  Not-Contents  24. 

Resolved  in  the  aflSrmative. 

Ordered  that  the  said  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  by  the  Lords  with 
White  Staves. 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILLS  AND 
CONSOLIDATION  BILLS. 
Message  from  the  Commons  to  ac- 
quaint this  House  that  they  have  ap- 
pointed a  Select  Committee  of  six 
Members  to  join  with  the  Select  Com- 
mittee appointed  by  this  House,  as 
mentioned  in  their  Lordships'  Message 
of  Thursday  last,  to  consider  all  Statute 
Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation 
Bills  of  the  present  Session. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  BILL. 
Message  from  the  Commons  to  ac- 
quaint this  House  that  the  Commons  do 
concur  with  their  Lordships  in  the 
further  Resolution  communicated  in  their 
Lordships'  message  of  yesterday  relative 
to  the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill. 

BEHRING  SEA  AWARD  BILL. 
Amendments   reported    (according   to 
Order)  :    Then     Standing     Order    No. 
XXXIX.  considered  (according  to  Order), 
The  Lord  Chatwellor 


and  dispensed  with :  Bill  i*ead  3%  with 
the  Amendments,  and  passed,  and  re- 
turned to  the  Commons. 

COPYHOLD    (CONSOLIDATION)    BILL 

[H.L.]-(No.2.)  '^ 

Referred  to  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Conaoli- 
dation  Bills  of  the  present  Session. 

COLONIAL  OFFICERS  (lEAVE  OF  ABSENCE)  ^ 
BILL  [h.L.] 
A  Bill  to  regulate  the  conditions  as  to  leave 
of  absence  for  certain  colonial  officers— Waa 
presented  by  the  Marquess  of  Ripon  ;  read  !•  ; 
to  be  printed ;  and  to  be  read  2*  on  Friday  next. 
(No.  26.) 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five  minateft 

before  Six  o^clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock^ 


HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  17th  April  1894. 


QUE  S  TIONS. 


CROWN  LANDS  AND  COTTAGES. 
Mr.  YERBURGH  (Chester)  :  I  b^ 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasurj 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  Special  Report  of  the  English  Land 
Restoration  League,  1893,  entitled, 
Among  the  Agricultural  Labourers 
with  the  Red  Vans,  in  which  it  is  stated 
that  the  Commissioners  of  Her  Maje8tj*» 
Woods  and  Forests  are  the  principal 
landowners  and  Lords  of  the  Manor  of 
Bishops  Cannings,  Wilts  ;  that  thej  let 
out  the  land,  as  other  Wiltshire  landlords 
do,  in  large  holdings  ;  and  that  they  let 
the  cottages  with  the  land,  instead  of 
retaining  them  in  their  own  control  and 
allowing  the  labourers  to  hold  their 
cottages  from  and  pay  rent  to  the  Crown ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  in  his  Report 
upon  the  agricultural  labourers  of  Wilt- 
shire, furnished  to  the  Labour  Com- 
mission, the  Assistant  Commissioner 
expresses  the  opinion  that  it  is  desirable, 
in  the  interests  of  labourers,  that  farmers 
should  not  have  many  cottages  at  their 
command  ;  and  that  practically  the  same 
opinion  has  been  expressed  by  the  other 
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Assistant  Coirimissiouers  ;  atid  whether 
he  will  miderttike  that  on  the  Crown 
Estiitesi  only  such  eottuges  sluill  be  let 
with  the  farms  asiireahsohitely  uecewsary 
for  their  requiremeuts^  and  thut  in  the 
case  of  cottages  so  let  the  Crown  shall, 
»«j  is  dooe  oil  Lord  BristoPH  Estate  in 
Suffolk  {vide  Report  of  Mr.  Wilson  Fox, 
A.C.,  page  18),  reserve  tlie  ri^ht  of 
taking  posseasioo  of  them  by  giviiig^  oiio 
month *s  notice  in  order  to  prevent  aity 
possible  improper  condnet  on  the  part  of 
the  farm  tetiaot  towards  the  cottage 
tenant  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  .L  T.  IIuiHEKT,  Oldham)  : 
I  have  not  seen  the  papers  rererred  to, 
but  I  Hhoiild  explain  that  it  is  the  nsual 
practice  on  the  Crown  Agrienltnral 
Estates  to  let  with  a  farm  kucIi  cottages 
only  as  are  reaaouably  needeil  for  the 
labourers  required  for  the  proper  working 
of  the  farm.  That  lieiug  the  ease,  it  is 
uo  t  cons  id  ered  e  x  pc  d  i  e  n  t  to  r  ese  r  \  e  poiv  e  r 
to  reiiume  possefision  of  such  cottages, 
and  i*neh  a  condition  might  serion!*ty  pre- 
judice the  letting  of  a  farm.  There  is  no 
desire,  subject  to  supplying  the  wants  of 
a  farm,  to  prevent  labourers  from  taking 
their  eottages  direct. 

Mr.  C.  HOBHOUSE  (Wilts,  De- 
vizes) :  May  I  ask  whether,  in  reference 
to  these  Crown  Land**,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  take  the  firat  opportunity 
of  providing  a^  far  as  possible  the  meanw 
for  the  cottage  tenants  to  obtain  plots  of 
land  at  a  reasonable  rent  ? 

8tK  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  am  unable 
to  say  what  powers  the  Commissioners 
have  to  provide  holdings  for  their 
cottager»,  but  I  will  iacpiire  into  the 
matter  and  inform  the  hon.  Member  at 
an  early  date* 

•Mr.  YERBURGII  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  awiiro  that  the  Report  of  the 
Assistant  Commissioner  for  the  Counties 
of  Norfrdk  ami  Suffolk  statej?  that  on 
Lord  Leicester's  Estate  1,000  cottages  arc 
held  by  the  occupiers  direct  from  the  land- 
lord ?  And  is  be  aware  thut  the  same  is 
the  ease  on  the  Lytham  estate  in  Lanca- 
shire ? 

Siu  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  That  may  be 
SM  ;  and  I  re[ieat  we  have  no  desire,  sul> 
ject  to  supplying  the  wants  isi  a  farm,  to 
prevent  labourers  from  taking  their  cot- 
tages direct. 


SUTHEELANDSHtRE  HHERIFF 
SUBBTITUTE. 
Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  ;  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  wliether 
Mr,  Charles  H.  Urquhart^  the  newly-ap- 
pointod  Sheriff  Substitute  for  Sntlier- 
lanilshire,  bus  a  knowledge  of  Gaelic? 

•The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr. 
J.  B,  Balfoue,  Clackmannan,  &c.)  :  Mr. 
Urqnhart  was  appointed  by  the  Sheriff 
an  Honorary  Sheriff  Substitute,  to  act 
only  tluri ng  the  absence  of  the  Sheriff 
Substitute.  He  has  not  a  knowledge  of 
Gaelic- 

SCOTTISH    FISHERY    BOARD    CRTISER. 

Mr,  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  if  he  will  state  when 
the  additional  cruiser  for  the  Scottish 
Fishery  Board,  referred  to  in  the  Esti- 
mates, will  he  ready;  and  whether  her 
speed  will  be  greater  than,  or  at  least 
e*|  ual  to,  thatof  the  fastest  steam  trawlers  ? 

The  SECRETARY  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelvan,  Glasgow, 
Bridge  ton)  :  The  Fishery  Board  is 
actively  engaged  in  procuring  a  steam 
vessel  ifor  the  t)rotection  of  the  fisheries 
on  the  West  Coast.  I  will  inform  the 
hon.  Member  as  soon  as  the  arraiigements 
are  completed.  The  Fishery  Board  and 
its  proiessionai  adviser  will  satisfy  them- 
selves as  to  a  sufficient  rate  of  speed. 

INSANITAUV   CONDITION    OF    RUABON, 
Sir     G.     OSBORNE      MORGAN^ 

(Denbighshire^  E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  (government 
Board  whether  liis  attention  has  been 
called  to  tht'  extremely  uusaidtary  state 
of  Ruabon  parish,  caused  l«y  the  dehiy  in 
dealing  with  the  ilisposal  of  the  sewage 
of  the  district,  and  lo  the  danger  to  the 
health  and  lives  of  the  inhabitants  caused 
thereby  ;  and  whether  he  will  take  im- 
mediate steps  to  remedy  this  condition  of 
things  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre,  Bradford,  Central)  :  The 
Local  Government  Board  are  aware  of 
the  urgent  need  of  a  system  of  sewerage 
for  Rmibon,  The  Rural  Sanitary  Autho- 
rity submitted  a  scheme,  but  when  tho 
inipiiry  wa>  held  With  regarti  to  it  by  one 
of  I  he  Board's  Inspectors  considerable 
objection  was  offei'cil  lo  the  proposal  of 
the  Sanitary  Authority  on  the  ground  of 
the    cost   whifdi    it    would  entail.     Two 
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aJteraativo  aeheiuea  bave  sitioe  l>eeii  eon- 
«ideretl  by  ihe  iiuthority,  and  at  tlieir 
request  one  of  the  Inspectors  of  tbe  Board 
ajyfain  viisitod  the  district  lastn^oiitb.  Tbe 
Board  bave  itiforracil  tbe  authority  that 
it  appears  to  them  that  tbe  scheme  origi- 
nally proposed  should  lie  adopted,  at  the 
saine  time  suggesting  some  modifications 
with  a  view  of  difoiiiishing  tbe  coi^t.  The 
Boanl  have  no  doubt  that  the  Sanitary 
Au!liority  will  come  to  an  early  decision 
in  the  matter* 

UNIVBR8AL  POSTAL  DKLIVKKV. 

Mil  WICKHAM  (Hants,  Peter^tield): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  there  are  not  only  single  houses 
lint  gronps  of  houses  at  which  the  Post 
Ortice  de<diue  to  tleliver  letters  ;  aud,  if 
so,  whether  he  will  endeavour  to  provide 
that  there  be  at  least  au  oeeasional 
delivery  for  every  inhabited  bouse  in  tbe 
Unite<I   Kiugdom  ? 

TtiK  PO>STMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoKLEV,  iS'ottiiighaiii,  E.)  : 
Tbe  boa,  Meuihei's  statement  is  i]uiio 
eoneet  ;  but  the  houses^  which  do  not 
enjoy  an  tiffichd  ilelivery  of  letteis  are 
bocomiDg  fewer  every  dii,yt  owing  to  the 
constant  attention  wliiidi  is  being  given 
by  njy  Department  to  the  exteiiHiiHi  of 
deliverie.H  in  rami  districts.  An  arrange- 
metit  for  attoiding  even  an  i»eeasional 
delivery  at  every  inbaliitetl  bouse  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  however  inaccessible, 
wouhl,  I  fear,  entail  a  vory  heavy  outlay 
and  a  large  addition  to  the  stat!",  such  as 
1  should  not  feel  justified  in  saneiioaing  : 
but  if  tlic  bon.Memher  bars  In  h\#  nundany 
pariieuhir  Ijoujse  or  group  of  houHet?  that 
is  now  excdnded  from  delivery  and  will 
lot  me  know  [mrticidars,  I  slmll  l^e  happy 
to  eon!?ider  whether  the  desired  accom- 
modation can  be  at!  on  led. 

EX^OFFH'ERS  AND  THKIlt  UNIFOIiMS. 
SiK  J.  LENCr  (Dundee)  :  I  bog  ta 
ask  the  Secretary  to  I  he  Admiralty  why 
officers  in  the  >iavy  are  not  permifteil  on 
their  resignation,  involving  the  Iosh  of 
retired  |iay  nnd  willows'  pension,  to  re- 
Uim  their  rank  and  wear  their  imiforms 
the  same  as  officers  in  tlie  Army  who 
resign  in  similar  eireiimstHnees  ;  atid 
whether,  as  the  removal  of  this  grievance 
would  cost  nothing  while  it  would  do 
ftway  with  a  feeling  of  injustice  ex- 
perienced by  many  officer:*  who  have 
»pent  the  best  years  of  their  lives  in  tbe 
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Na\ry,  the  Admiralty  will  ptaee  naval 
officers  in  this  respect  on  the  same  foot- 
ing  as  those  in  tbe  Army  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttle- 
wotiTH,  Lancashire,  CI  i  tbe  roe)  :  The 
questions  suggested  by  my  boa.  Friend 
appear  to  be  fully  answered  by  the  fact 
that  if  au  officer  resigns  his  commission 
in  the  Navy  be  ceases  to  bave  any  con- 
nection with  Her  Majesty '?*  Service. 
Military  officers  who  lesign  tbeir  eom- 
rai.«?sion  cannot  wear  tiie  tmiform  and  re- 
tain ibcir  rank.  The  Rule  perrairting 
retention  of  rank  and  uniform  applies  to 
militarj'  officers  who  retire  after  15  years' 
service  with  gratuity  or  retired  pay. 

•8iu  J.LENG  :  Is  the  ri^^ht  bon.  Gen- 
tleman aware  that  it  is  tbecustoiii  to  allow 
naval  officers  to  resign  in  order  to  avoid 
a  Court  Martial,  and  that  all  who  da 
resign^  from  whatever  cause,  are  under 
the  suspicion  that  they  have  resigned  to 
avoid  Mu  investigation  into  their  conduct  ? 
Is  not  that  tbe  grievance  of  wliicb  tbe 
officers  have  eompbiined  ? 

Siu  V.  KAY-8IIUTTLEW0RTH: 
I  am  not  aw  lire  of  that. 

AKFUAV  UKTWEEN  WATER  BAILIFFS 
ANl*  FISIIEKMEX  IN  MOUAY  FlUTH, 
Mr.  weir  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  whether  be  will  cause  inquiry 
to  be  made  into  the  circn instances  maler 
which,  on  Tnesilay  the  3rd  instant,  a 
number  of  water  bailiffs  attacked  some 
fishermen  in  the  Moray  Firth,  near 
Jemimaville,  autl  tirc^l  upoii  them  j^everal 
times  ;  and  whether  he  will  state  what 
justification  tbe  water  bailiffs  had  for 
attacking  tjsbermeii  engaged  at  sea  ? 

•Mu.  J,  B.  BALFOl'R  :  From  tbe  in- 
formation which  I  have  thus  far  ob- 
tained, it  appeat*s  that  while  the  water 
bailiffs  appointed  by  the  Conon  Fishery 
District  Hoard  were  preventing  what 
they  believed  to  be  illegal  fishing,  they 
were  resisted  by  the  fishermen,  and  one 
of  the  bailiffs  was  bailly  injured,  1  learn 
to-diiy  that  the  fishermen  have  been  com- 
mitted for  trial  for  assault,  hut  that  no 
charge  has  been  loil ged  against  the 
bailiifs.  A  gun  seems  to  bave  been  dis- 
charged in  tlje  air  by  one  of  the  bailiffs 
without  tbe  intention  or  efteet  of  in- 
juring anyone,  l>ut  there  docs  not  appear 
to  have  been  any  other  firing.  The 
whole  facts  of  the  case  will  doubtless  bo 
brought  out  at  the  trial. 
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LEWIS  PROCCRATOli  FISCAL. 
Mu.  WEIE:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advociitu  if  iio  will  state  for  wlmt  s^er* 
vioeti  tho  Procimitor  Fiscal  for  the  Ij?ianJ 
of  Lewis  received  the  sum  of  £oO  lOiJ.  as 
extra  remiiiiemrioii  diiritig  tlio  yctir 
euded  March  3U    |H93  't 

•Mu,  J.  B.  BALFOUR  :  The  sum  of 
£oO  reprejieiits  a  ^oiiiimited  allowauoe 
pit  id  to  the  Procuriitur  Fisejd  bj  the 
CouDty  Council  of  Koss  iirid  Croumrty, 
in  respect  of  services  rcridcred  aud  out- 
lays disbursed  by  biin  ou  travelling  ex- 
peoses  aud  payments  to  wi messes  in 
couuectiou  with  crimiual  iuvestigatioiit* 
conducted  by  hini,  which  did  not  rci^iilf 
ill  trial.  This  armugemeot  was  adopted 
by  the  County  Ciuuicil  as  the  best  mode 
of  settling  payiiieuts  wbich  were  formerly 
defrayed  out  of  the  County  Rogue 
Moucy,  The  addilioual  10^.  repret*t*uts 
tUree  suiall  fees  of  3s.  4d*  each  due  to 
the  Fiscal  iu  respect  of  three  prose- 
calioDs  to  which  his  eoucnrreuco  was 
Docessury. 

CHEADLE  Srnndj.s.  STAFKORDSIUHE, 
Mr.  C.  MCLAREN  {Leicester^  Bos- 
worth)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  Frt^sidcut 
of  tho  Comniitfeo  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion whether  the  Edncatiotj  Department 
will  takestepHto  jeqnrre  the  managers  of 
ihe  national  Hcbools  of  Clieadle,  Stntfbrd- 
dhire,  to  make  the  structural  alterations 
in  their  schools  without  further  delay  ? 
At  the  same  time,  I  tuny  alsii  ask  tiic 
right  iion.  t4ent!en*an  vvbcther,  in  carry- 
ing-out the  refpvirements  of  the  Educa- 
tion Department,  in  regard  to  the  National 
Schools  of  Chcadle,  StaffonlshirCi  the 
maoagers  are  pro] losing  to  encroach  on 
the  graveyard,  either  for  a  playground  or 
any  other  pur[iose  ;  and,  if  so,  wli ether 
they  will  receive  the  sanction  of  the  Oe- 
partTOcnt  ? 

The  vice  PRESIUENT  hf  rriE 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Aclakis  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  :  The  f*tructural  defects  of 
these  schools  were  no  titled  to  the 
managers  last  Jnnc,  and  they  informed 
the  Department  in  Septenil»er  that  plans 
were  l>eing  prepared  fo  rerru'dy  them. 
Flans  were  submifted  last  month,  autl 
have  since  been  under  revision,  and  the 
managers  state  tlmt  the  sum  required  to 
carry  them  out  is  being  raised  by  snb- 
ncfiptions.  The  Department  will  see 
that  there  is  no  undue  delay  in  carrying 


out  the  work.  With  regard  to  i\\e  second 
question  asked  by  the  hon.  Member,  the 
Department  have  no  information,  but  I 
will  have  inquiry  made. 

KILL YB EOS  PIER. 
Mk.DANE  (Fermaiiagb,  N.):  I  beg  U* 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  what 
is  the  cause  of  the  delay  in  tiie  con 
struction  of  the  deep-water  pier  at  Killy- 
l»egs  ;  and  if  he  is  aware  that  the  town 
and  neighbourhood  have  suffered  mueli 
loss  and  ineonvenionee  owing  to  the 
demolition  of  ibo  old  quay  before  the 
building  of  a  new  pier? 

♦Sir  J.  T.  IIIBOERT  :  The  delay  in 
dealing  with  the  question  referred  to  is 
due  to  the  fact  that  no  agreement  has  yet 
been  come  to  with  the  Congested  Dis- 
tricts Board  as  to  the  njiiure  of  the  work 
to  l»e  uuilertaken,  ami  the  fimmeial 
arrangements  which  would  be  necessary, 
I  am  not  aware  of  the  cir 'umstances 
alleged  in  the  second  paraj:r:iph,  and  I 
mu:4t  point  out  that  a  new  bimt-slif> — a 
conveniem'e  never  l>efore  enjoyed  by 
Killybegs — was  built  down  to  low  water 
of  spring  tides  at  tlie  time  rlnit  part 
of  the  ultl  pier  was  af>sorbed  \\\  the 
station  ground. 

•Mr.  DANE:  May  1  point  out  that 
the  right  hon,  (Jentleman  has  not 
answered  my  last  qnostioj  ?  What  is 
ih**  iMUse  <*f  the  delay  ? 

•Sir  J.  T.  UIBBEUT  :  No  agreement 
has  been  conni*  to  with  the  Congested 
Districts  BoanL  Hi  ere  is  also  a  legal 
diffit'uity, 

Mk.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  8.)  :  Is 
it  not  a  fact  that  the  right  lion.  Gentle- 
man, so  far  back  as  last  *Septcmber,  gave 
a  distinct  undertaking  that  this  work 
should  be  expedited  with  the  utmost 
possible  haste  ?  What  is  the  legal 
difficulty  ? 

'Sir  J.  T.  IIIOBERT  ;  It  is  quite 
true  that  I  expressed  a  desire  that  some- 
thing miglit  bo  done.  The  legal  diffi- 
culty has  reference  to  the  powers  of  the 
Board  of  Works  and  of  the  Congested 
Districts  Board  rospectively. 

Mr.  DANE  :  Having  regard  to  the 
serious  resnlts  of  this  waste  of  time,  will 
the  right  hoti.  Gentleman  rmw  do  his 
best  to  expedite  the  work  : 

•Sir  J.  T,  HIBHEKT  :  Certainly,  I 
am  anxious  it  shouhl  be  pushed  forward, 
hut  J  fear  it  will  rei(uire  legislation. 
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SOUTHERN  IRISH    COAST  FISHERIES, 

Mr.  DANE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  LieiiteDatit  of  Ire- 
land what  is  the  cxiuse  of  delay  iti  lay  log 
upon  the  Table  of  the  Ilouae  the  Rr^port 
of  Her  Majesty's  Irish  Fishery  Inspeetor?^ 
re^pet-'tiiig  the  Inquiry  hehl  by  them  in 
Scotland  relative  to  tiio  fishing  by  Scotch 
fisberraen  off  the  Southern  Irish  Coa^t  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Report  has 
been  laid  on  the  Table, 

Mr.  DANE  :  I  inquired  at  Dnldin 
Castle  the  otlier  day,  and  was  informed 
that  it  had  not  been  lahl, 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber cannot  have  htiard  that,  because  it  was 
laid  on  the  Table  oii  the  20tb  of 
February,  Wherever  the  delay  m  print- 
ing and  circidatiiig  it  has  occurred  I 
carnuit  say,  TIjo  Irish  Office,  at  any 
rate,  are  not  responsible. 

*Mr,  DANE  :  I  was  made  aware  for 
the  firi^t  time  this  morning  that  it  ha^l 
been  laid.  Last  week,  wdien  I  called  at 
the  Castle,  the  Secretary  to  the  Fishery 
Inspectors  told  me  it  had  not  been  laid* 
He  promised  to  ascertain  the  reason,  and 
he  telegraphed  to  London,  1  iKjlieve,  and 
heard  that  it  had  not  been  so  laid.  On  the 
evening  of  my  call  at  the  Castle  I  received 
a  letter  from  him  timt  same  evening 
stating  tliat  it  had  not  been  laid. 

Mr.  J.  :^IORLEY  :  Well,  it  was  kid 
on  the  20th  of  February. 

Mi:.  CARSON  (Dublin  University)  : 
Do  the  Government  propose  to  bring  iti 
a  Bill  dealiiitr  with  the  suggestions  con- 
tained in  the  Report  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  As  soon  as  we  can, 

CONSULAR  APPOINTMENTS. 
Mr.  W.  ALLEN  (Newca^tle-under- 
Lynie)  :  I  beg  to  aak  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether, 
wdieu  the  Com^nlate  at  Augora  was  esta- 
blished, and  the  Vice  Consulate  at  Mos- 
Boul  revived,  the  |K>st  at  Mossoul  was 
given  to  a  resident  native  ;  whether 
Angora  had  been  a  full  Vire  Consulate 
till  1887  ;  whether,  when  the  CouHulates 
were  revived,  those  of  Adrianople  and 
Mogador  were  suppressed  ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  Manchester  Chamber 
of  Commerce  Las  protested  against  the 
suppres.sion  of  the  Coni»nlat«  at  Moga* 
dor ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
political  com  plications  likely  to  ensue 
from  the  supprestiion  of  the  former,  and 


the  detriment  to  trade  that  may  follow 
the  supprejfsion  of  the  latter,  he  will 
eon  aider  the  expediency  of  reviving  these 
Consulates  ? 

•The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  for  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Gbet,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) ;  Mr,  Nimrod  Rassara,  a  resident 
native,  has  been  appoiuted  Consular 
Agent  at  Mossoul.  The  appointment 
had  no  connection  with  the  appointment 
of  a  Conaul  at  Augora.  Tbe  post  at 
Angora  was  a  .salaried  Vice  Consulate 
till  1887,  when  a  Vice  Consul  was 
appointed  without  salary.  In  1893  a 
salaried  Consul  was  appointed.  The 
Consulate  at  Adrianople  was  suppressed 
when  the  Consulate  at  Angora  was 
created.  The  previous  organisations  in 
Morocco  had  tio  bearing  on  the  arraDge- 
metit  in  Tiirkey,  A  representation  was 
received  from  the  Manchester  Chamber 
of  Commerce  about  the  transfer  of  the 
Consulate  from  Mogador  to  Dar-el- 
Baida.  The  British  trade  w^ith  the  latter 
place  i^  slightly  greater,  on  the  average, 
than  that  with  the  former,  and  the  latter 
was  considered  to  be  the  better  position 
for  the  Consulate.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
verni[n?nt  have  not  lieard  of  any  political 
complications  likely  to  ensue  from  the 
suppression  of  the  Adrianople  Consulate, 
As  regards  the  Mogador  Consulate,  tbe 
creation  of  two  paid  Consulates  would 
lead  to  an  increase  of  expenditure,  whicli 
would  not  be  Justifiable  unless  it8  neces- 
sity were  proved,  but  the  question  of 
detriment  to  British  trade  from  the 
altered  system  will  l»e  watche<l. 

ADMERALTV  trONTHACTS, 
Mr.  CALDWELL  (Lanark,  Mid)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  (be  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty whether  be  is  aware  that  James 
and  George  Thomson  (Limited),  en- 
gineers and  shipbuilders,  Clydebank, 
near  Glasgow,  holding  an  Admiralty 
contract,  had  sub-contracted  with  the 
Clyde  Bridge  Steel  Works  and  Mosseod 
Steel  Works  for  the  supply  of  steel  plates 
for  the  Government  contract ;  wbether 
these  firms  employ  non-Union  men,  and 
pay  their  workmen  less  than  Trndeft 
Union  rate  of  wages  ;  and  whether,  in 
issuing  contracts  and  sanctioning  suIh 
conlracts,  the  Admiralty  had  made  in* 
quiry,  and  taken  full  precautions  io 
act'tndani^e  with  thi^  Resolution  of  the 
House  of  the  13th  of  February,  1891  ? 
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Sni  U,  KAY.SHCTTLE WORTH  : 

Order!*  have  been  jihictHl  with  the  Mof<s- 
euil  Works,  but  not  with  Cljtk;  Brid^'e, 
so  fur  US  w^e  know,  Botb  Hrms  are  on 
the  Admiralty  list  of  approvetl  stet:?l- 
workers.  Tbo  Ailmiralty  have  no  infor- 
mation on  the  points  raised  in  the  second 
paragrapli  of  the  ifnestion.  Tlie  Rewohj- 
tion  of  the  House  is  rommnnieated  to  al! 
Admiriihy  eon  true  tor?*,  and  to  tirnis  on 
Admirrtlty  lists  for  !inp|ilie^  of  niatenals. 
Both  Moi^send  iiinl  Clyrlo  Bridge  liavc 
been  aequaitited  tlmt  the  A^lniinitty  ex- 
pect thos^e  en t runted  witli  contracts  to 
adhere  to   the  cotiditionr;  of  the  Kei^oht- 

LABOURERS*  COTTAGES  IN  THE  DINGLE 
UNION. 

SirT.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W.)  :  1 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lientenant  of  Ireland  how  many 
echemes  for  the  construction  of  hibourers' 
eottages  have  been  sanctioned  in  the 
Dingle  Union  since  the  passing  of  the 
Labourers  (Irehinil)  Acts  i  whether  any 
of  tbe^Q  schemes  have  been  earned  out  ; 
and  whether  any  of  them  will  he  car- 
ried out  ? 

Mr,  J.  MOHLEY  :  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  inform  itie  that  a  scheme 
for  the  erection  of  10  cottages  has  been 
ganetiooed  in  the  Dingle  Union,  hut  that 
this  scheme  has  not  been  carried  out  l)y 
the  Guardians,  The  scheme  appears  to 
have  been  abandoned  in  consequence  of 
the  financial  state  of  the  Union  ;  and,  so 
far  as  the  Local  Government  Board  are 
awarc^  there  is  do  intention  of  carrying  it 
into  effect. 

MORTALITY  IN  INDIAN  PRISONS. 

Mr.  S.  smith  (Flintshire)  :  I  bog 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  fact  that  the  rate  of  mortality  in  tiie 
8hikapnr  Prison^  in  the  Bombay  Presi- 
dency, (hiring  the  laj?t  three  yearft,  has 
exceeded  100  deaths  per  1,000,  whilst  in 
most  of  the  prisons  the  rate  is  below  50  per 
1,000  ;  whether  he  can  assign  any  reason 
for  this  high  death  rate,  and  will  he 
cause  inquiries  to  be  made  w4iether  it  is 
in  any  way  attributable  to  the  system  of 
prison  disciplino  in  force  in  India  ? 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston):  Before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers,  1 
should  tike  to  ask  him  if  he  knows  of 
iiaoiher  instaoce  where    the  death   rate 
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i!^  on  so  very  heary  a  scale  ?  Is  not  50 
per  cent,  largely  in  excess  of  the  mor- 
tality in  English  prisons  ?  Is  the  death 
rate  in  Indian  prison?^  not  increasing  ? 

♦The  SECllETARY  of  STATE  von 
INDIA  (Mr.  II.  IL  Fowleu,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  :  1  am  informed  that  the 
rate  of  mortality  in  Shikapur  Prison  has 
not  during  the  last  three  years  exceeded 
100  per  1,000-  but  that'it  has  done  so 
f>n  three  occasion.*  during  the  last  15 
yeiirs,  the  last  of  those  oecasioiis  Ijoing 
in  the  year  1892.  Tiie  cause  of  this 
high  deatli  rate  in  }b92  w.as  nu  epi- 
demic of  pneumonia,  which  at  the  same 
time  quadrupled  the  death  rate  among 
the  free  population  of  the  (own.  It  is, 
how^evcr,  recognised  !»y  the  Indian  autho- 
rities that  the  Shikapur  Prison  h  an 
unhealthy  one.  Steps  have  accordingly 
been  taken,  and  further  steps  are  con- 
templated, which  will  enable  thcnt  before 
long  to  accommodate  elsewhere  the 
prisoners  who  are  now  confined  there. 

Sm  J.  FKRGUSSON  (xManehester, 
N.E.)  :  la  it  not  the  fact  tlnit  attempts 
have  Viecn  nnide  to  improve  matters  by 
giving  extra  warm  clothing,  in  ^rrder  to 
guard  against  this  increased  mortality  ? 
Do  not  the  official  Reports  show,  too,  *hat 
the  death  rate  in  the  prisons  has  been 
brought  down  nearly  to  the  average 
mortality  of  the  ordinary  population  ? 

Mu.  IL  H.  FOWLER  :  I  believe  that 
is  so. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  my  ques- 
tion. Is  not  the  death  rate  double  the 
rate  of  mortality  in  English  prisons  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  I  cannot 
answer  such  a  question  without  notice. 

OFFENCES  UNDER  THE  MERCHANDISE 
MARKS  ACT* 

Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  (Shef- 
field,  Ilallam)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Pre-?i- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  w J  ether  ho 
will  cause  to  be  printed  and  distributed 
to  Members  the  Regulations  made  oti 
the  2Ut  of  May,  1892,  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  under  Section  2  of  **  The  Mer- 
chandise Marks  Act^  1B91,"  and  shortly 
thereafter  presented  to  Parliament,  re* 
lating  to  the  prosecution  of  offences  under 
the  Merchandise  Marks  Act  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mt;Ni>ELLA,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  Yes,  Sir, 
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THE  ABRAN  EVICTIONS, 
Mil  field  (Dublin,  8l  Patriek^:^)  ; 
I  l>eg  to  ask  tbi'  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieuteuuiit  of  Irclaud  wliether  any 
of  the  8htirifl''8  officers,  Constabulary,  or 
other  pei-sotis  engaged  in  serving  uotit-esi 
of  eviction  upon  the  Arrau  ishinders, 
spoke  Irish  ;  and  whether  the  contents  of 
those  notices  were  e.\|ilained  by  tlie  legal 
officers  to  those  tenants  who  s'pciik  Irisli 
only  ? 

ilu.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  mw  ainiid  I 
must  ask  the  bon.  Gentleman  to  defer 
this  f|nestion  till  Thursday  next.  It  wa> 
only  phiecd  on  the  Paper  this  morning 
for  tht?  lirst  time,  and  local  inquiry,  wbicb 
will  iii voire  some  time,  is  necessary. 

THK  IIIISH  LIGHTS  BOARD. 

Mn.  FIELD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  lloartl  of  Traile  whether,  iti 
view  of  tlie  unanimity  amongst,  all  sec- 
tions of  Irish  Members  respecting  tlie 
immediate  necessity  of  amending  the 
constitution  of  the  Irish  Liglits  Board, 
ho  will  iiitrodiTce  a  Dili  this  iSeaaion  upon 
tliftt  subfect  ? 

Mil  iirXDELLA  :  We  arc  in  com^ 
munication  with  die  Irish  Lights  Board 
on  tlie  suhject  of  the  Memorials  sent  to 
the  lioanl  nf  Trade,  and  iti  due  course 
the  (luestion  will  receive  full  considera- 
tion. I  cannot  promise  to  introduce  a 
Government  liilluntil  I  see  some  prospect 
of  its  being  dealt  with  by  the  House. 
A  Bill  has  already  been  introduced  by  a 
private  MtMiiber,  wh  ich,  as  soon  as  printed^ 
shall  be  considered. 

Mil  field  :  Arising  out  of  that 
reply,  may  I  ask  the  right  hou.  Geutle- 
manwiicther,  considering  that  all  sections 
of  the  Irish  Re[Jreseiitatives  are  united 
in  agreeing  as  to  the  necessity  of  this 
Bill  being  passed  into  law,  he  will  press 
the  Government  to  pass  it  ? 

MilMU^S'DELLA:  That  is  exactly 
the  question  I  have  answereil.  As  soon 
as  we  can  see  a  prospect  of  passing  it  it 
sbalt  be  clone. 

IRLSH  EDUCATION  ACT,  18J>2, 
Mil  FIELD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  can  now  definitely  state 
the  dale  upon  which  he  wmH  introduce 
the  Bill  to  remedy  the  defects  in  the  Irish 
Education  Act  of  1892;  and,  if  not, 
when  will  he  be  in  a  position  to  make 
the  a imoini cement  ? 
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Mk.  J.  MOHLEY  :  1  hope  to  be  able 
to  introduce  it  on  Monday, 


INTEILMKDJATE  EOrCATION  IX  WALES* 
Mjt.  KNATCHBCLL^HrGESSEN 
(Kent,  Faversham):  On  l>ehalf  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Denbigh,  tVc,  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Vice  President  of  tlie  Committee 
of  Council  on  EducHtion  if  he  could 
state  how  many  of  the  County  Schemes 
framed  under  the  Intermediate  Education 
Act  (Wales)  have  now  the  validity  of 
law;  what  is  the  precise  position  of 
those  Schemes  w^btcb  were  suspentled  by 
the  action  of  the  House  of  Lords  last 
year:  and  whether  the  (loverumcat  con- 
template any  steps  to  provide  for 
Schemes  being  more  rapidly  carried  into 
law  ? 

MrL  ACLAND:  Out  of  14  Schema's 
which  have  been  submitted  to  the  Edu- 
cation Department  seven  have  so  far  be- 
come law,  and  an  eighth  only  awaits 
Her  Majesty's  approval  at  the  next 
Council.  These  seven  schemes  include 
those  for  the  Counties  of  Cardigan  aud 
Merioneth,  out  €*f  which  clauses  were 
struck  by  the  Ifonse  of  Lords  last  Sep* 
temhtr,  and  wluch  have  become  law  iu 
tlieir  altered  foruL  Two  Schemes  are 
now  on  the  Table  of  lK»tii  House^i, 
against  which  Addresses  are  to  be  moved 
in  the  House  of  Lords  to-day.  The 
process  by  which  these  Schemes  become 
law  is  certainly  tedious,  but  I  do  not 
think  any  alteration  of  the  Intermediate 
Edncation  Act  can  be  now  contemplated 
by  the  Government. 

UQAXILV, 
MtL  MATTHEWS  (Birmingham,  E.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  Govern- 
ment are  in  possession  of  a  Keport  from 
Captain  Macdooald,  the  officer  specially 
appointetl  to  ascertain  from  reliable 
sources  the  causes  of  the  outbreak  of 
hostilities  in  Uganda  in  January,  1892; 
and  wbetiier  he  will  lay  this  Report  upou 
the  Table,  or  stiite  the  reasons  why  it  is 
not  communicated  to  the  House  ? 

•Siu  E.  GREY  :  This  Report  has 
been  received,  but,  as  I  stated  last  week^ 
it  cannot  be  regarded  as  dis^wsiug  finally 
of  the  questions  either  of  fact  or  of 
principle  with  regard  to  the  only  point 
arising  out  of  this  war  wdiiclt  is 
still  in  dispute — namely,  the  claim  to 
compensation  put  forward  by  the  Catbolk: 
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Alia^ioimrieH.  Her  Majesty 'f*  GoverLi- 
ment  arc,  therefore,  not  prepaietl  to 
present  the  Ueport  to  Purlianietit. 


SUSSEX  PARLUMENTAKY  ELECTOKS 
KKTUKN. 

Mk.    he V wood    JOHNSTONK 

(SiiJ^sex,  Horsham):  I  l^eg  to  ask  \\m 
President  of  the  Local  Goverumetn 
Board  if  the  foliiniii  headcjid  "owuert?'* 
iu  the  Returu  of  ParliumeiJt*iry  Electors 
lately  issued  iuchiJes  residetit  owners  m\A 
duplicate  entries  ;  if  he  is  aware  that  in 
the  Horsham,  or  uorth-wei*tem  ilivis^ion 
of  the  Connty  of  Snsi^ex,  tbere  are  only 
339  oon-refeiideut  voters  on  the  Register, 
whereas*  the  nnnrher  of  ownei>hip  voters 
18  given  in  the  Kotnrn  hj*  1^037;  if  lie 
has  any  ohjeetion  to  give  a  fnrther  Re- 
turn showing  the  miniber  of  owiter:>hip 
electors  on  the  Register  in  eath  Parlia- 
mentary county  or  division  tiiereof  wIhj 
neither  reside  nor  carry  on  hoRiness  within 
the  division  where  they  are  registered, 
and  showing  the  nnmher  of  sucli  electors 
who  actually  voted  in  each  division  at 
the  last  election  held  therein  ;  and  if, 
until  such  furtlier  Return  is  obtained,  he 
will  witluJraw  a  Return  which  niighi 
lead  persons  to  suppose  that  the  497,247 
eleetors  returned  as  ^*  owners,"  or  a 
majority  of  them,  are  not  resident  or  do 
not  carry  on  business  within  the  division 
for  which  they  are  so  returned  ? 

Mk.  SHAW-LEFEV^iE:  The  Re- 
turn to  which  the  hon.  iloiuber  alhities 
includes  both  resident  and  noii-resideut 
ownership  voters.  It  is  not,  I  think, 
misleading,  for  it  does  not  profess  1  ogive 
only  the  tJOi»-resident  owners.  The  hon. 
Member  will  Hud  a  Return  presented  to 
the  House  iu  1883  in  which  the  number 
of  non-resident  ownership  voters  is  given 
for  each  division.  It  states  the  number 
for  West  Sussex  to  be  589.  iSince  then 
the  division  has  been  sub-divided,  uud  I 
think,  therefore,   the  hon.  Metuk^r  may 
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cost,  and   I    fear,  too,  that  could  not   be 
forthcoming  within  a  reasonable  time. 


Tin:   MATARELE  WAII. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottinghani,  Rush- 
el  iffe)  :  I  heg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether 
investigation  has  lieen  made  into  the 
occurrence  ulluded  to  by  Captain  C«  H, 
W.  Donnvjui,  when  ho  stated  at  a  lecture 
un  the  Matabele  War  at  Aldershot  on 
the  2Uth  of  March,  at  which  the  iJnke  of 
Counaught  presided,  that  it  was  painful 
to  remember  that  all  their  gallnnt  com- 
rades, as  well  as  Lohengula  himself,  mlgljt 
liave  been  saved  but  for  the  cowardly, 
avariciinis  ireachery  of  a  couple  of 
the  police  ;  and,  if  so,  by  whom  the 
investigation  has  been  made,  and  w^ith 
wlmt  resnlt  ? 

TitK  TNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  iMK  THK  COLONIES  (Mr.  S. 
Ik'XTuN,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  :  The 
matter  i-eferred  to  is  being  investigated. 
On  tliG  2otli  of  March  Sir  IlcJiry  Locb 
informed  ns  by  telegraph  that  the  report 
was  based  on  a  statement  made  to  Mr. 
Dawson  by  natives,  that  Lohengula  had 
sent  two  messengers  WMth  a  box  of  gold, 
saying  that  gold  was  the  only  thing  that 
would  stoj>  wliitc  men  ;  hut  that  Lohen- 
gula hail  not  sent  any  message  saying 
that  he  would  surrender  if  Major  Forlies 
stopped.  Sir  H.  Locb  further  staled  that 
the  two  messengers  in  quest  ion  were 
known,  and  that  one  bad  returned  to  his 
kraal,  but  bad  been  sent  for.  Two 
troopers  have  been  arrested  on  suspicion, 
and  will  be  tried  by  the  civil  power  if 
sutticient  evidence  h  forthcoming  against 
tiicm.  But  I  gather  from  the  Local 
Authorities  that  np  to  the  13th  instant 
evidence  was  not  forthcoming,  1  pre- 
sume that  Ca]>tain  Donovan's  assumption 
of  the  guilt  of  the  men,  and  the  inference 
he  draws  from  it,  are  merely  founded  on 
the  newspaper  telegrams  of  the   alleged 


bt!  accurate  iu  saying  that  the  number  of '  occurrence.    If  he  has  any  special  know- 


non-resident  owners  in  the  Horsham 
Division  is  only  339,  It  would  be  im- 
possible to  obtain  a  Return  from  official 
sources  in  the  form  asked  for  iu  the 
third  paragraph  of  the  hon.  Meiuher's 
fjuestion. 

Uh.  HEYWOOD  JOHNSTONE: 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentlenmn  C4irry  the 
Returu  of  which  he  sj^eaks  np  to  date  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  The  Re- 
turn  can  only  be  obtained  at  considerable 


ledge  on  the  subject,  it  would  be  an 
advantage  that  he  should  bring  it  to  our 
notice. 

THE  MANORHAMILTOy  VETERINAKY 
INSPECTOR. 
Mit.  P.  A.  M*HUGH  (Leitrim,  N.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aw^are  that  Mr.  John  Darcy,  Veterinary 
Inspector  for  Manorhumilton  Union,  haa 
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beeu.  or  is  about  to  be,  dismissed  by  order 
of  the  Veterinary  Department  of  the 
Privy  Council,  although  he  has  been  15 
years  in  the  service,  of  the  Board  of 
Manorhamilton  Union,  with  the  sanction 
of  the  Privy  Council,  and  has  always  dis- 
charged his  dutes  in  a  satisfactory 
manner  ;  is  there  any  reason  for  thinking 
that  he  is  not  at  present  as  well  able  to 
discharge  the  duties  attaching  to  his 
office  as  ever  he  was  ;  is  he  aware  that 
the  Board  of  Guardians  unanimously  re- 
quested the  Veterinary  Department  to 
retain  Mr.  Darcy  in  his  office  ;  and  does 
the  Veterinary  Department  now  insist 
on  the  dismissal  of  Mr.  Darcy  on  the 
ground  that  he  does  not  possess  sufficient 
knowledge  of  the  proper  means  of  dis- 
tinguishing swine  fever  from  other 
diseases  by  post  mortem  appearances  ; 
and,  if  so,  what  provision  does  the  De- 
partment propose  to  make  for  a  man  who 
has  given  it  15  years'  service  1 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Board  of 
Guardians  have  called  upon  Mr.  Darcy, 
their  Inspector  under  the  Contagious 
Diseases  (Animals)  Act,  to  resign  his 
office.  This  step  was  taken  at  the 
request  of  the  Veterinary  Department,  it 
having  been  reported  by  two  of  its  pro- 
fessional Inspectors  that  Mr.  Darcy,  who 
is  not  a  veterinary  surgeon,  does  not 
possess  such  a  knowledge  of  the 
oontagious  diseases  of  animals  as  would 
enable  him  to  sufficiently  discharge  the 
duties  of  the  office,  and  Mr.  Darcy  ad- 
mitted his  inability  to  detect  swine  fever 
by  post  mortem  examination.  The 
question  of  the  efficiency  of  this  Inspector 
only  came  under  the  notice  of  the 
Veterinary  Department  in  connection 
with  the  work  of  the  Swine  Fever  Act 
of  1893,  and  the  Veterinary  Department 
consider  it  specially  important  that  the 
Local  Authorities  should  have  the  ser- 
vices of  the  most  competent  officers  ob- 
tainable to  aid  in  the  suppression  of  the 
disease.  It  is  the  fact  that  the  Guardians 
passed  a  unamimous  resolution  in  favour 
of  Mr.  Darcy,  but  they  subsequently 
called  for  his  resignation.  These  In- 
spectors are  not  entitled  to  either  pension 
or  gratuity  on  ceasing  to  hold  office. 

IRISH  TEACHERS'  GRATUITIES. 
Mr.  p.  a.  M*HUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief    Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of    Ireland    whether  a  Memorial 
has  been  received  by  the  Commissioners 

Mr.  P.  A.  M'Hugh 


of  National  Education  in  Ireland  from 
three  children,  praying  for  the  gratuity 
which  was  lost  to  them  by  the  untimely 
death  of  their  father,  Stephen  Walsh , 
for  30  years  teacher  of  Glacka wn.  County 
Leitrim,  National  School ;  is  he  aware 
that  the  teacher,  Stephen  Walsh,  handed 
in  his  resignation  to  his  manager,  and 
applied  for  the  usual » retiring  allowance 
before  his  death,  and  that  the  National 
Board  refuses  his  gratuity  to  his  children 
on  the  ground  that  their  father  died 
before  the  District  Inspector  reported  on  his 
application,  and  that  the  mother  of  these 
three  children  also  died  on  6th  March 
last ;  and  will  he  take  steps  to  have  the 
gratuity,  claimed  to  be  due  to  their 
father  at  the  time  of  his  death,  handed 
over  to  the  school  manager  or  other 
person  or  persons  for  their  benefit  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  facts  appear 
to  be  generally  as  .stated  in  the  question. 
The  provisions  of  the  Act  of  Parliament 
dealing  with  applications  of  this  kind 
require  the  Commissioners  of  National 
Education  to  certify  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant that  they  are  satisfieil  that  a  male 
teacher  who  would  be  entitled  to  a  re- 
tiring allowance  under  the  Act  has 
become  incapable  from  permanent  in- 
firmity of  mind  or  body  to  discharge  his 
duties,  and  if  such  certificate  be  forth- 
coming the  Lord  Lieutenant,  with  the 
consent  of  the  Treasury,  may  grant  to 
such  teacher  a  gratuity.  In  the  present 
case,  the  teacher  died  on  the  28th  of 
August,  and  the  application  for  the 
gratuity  was  not  received  by  the  Com- 
missioners until  the  31st  of  August,  and 
they  had,  therefore,  no  legal  power  what- 
ever to  certify  to  the  application  for  a 
gratuity  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act. 
The  Act  also  provides  that  if  a  teacher 
dies  in  the  service,  the  premiums  paid  by 
him  shall  be  paid  to  his  legal  representa- 
tives with  interest  at  £3  per  cent,  per 
annum.  This  provision  of  the  Act  has, 
I  am  informed,  been  complied  with. 

FORT  VICTORIA. 
Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  the  investigation  instructed  by 
the  Marquess  of  Ripon,  in  his  Despatch, 
No.  28,  of  15th  February,  1894,  into  the 
occurrences  at  Fort  Victoria,  has  now 
been  made,  by  whom,  and  with  what 
result  ? 
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Mit.  S.  BUXTON  :  The  inquiry 
will  be  tsoQtlucteil  by  Mr.  SnrmoD, 
Asi^istjitit  Cuiuuiisj^ioiier  of  But^bmtiiiduikL 
As  liiia  been  uireM<Iy  Btutatl  more  tbaii 
once,  it  would  Imve  bet!ii  ijj^eless  to  Imve 
begun  tbe  iuvestigatioQ  uuiil  tbose  eou- 
cerued  \\m\  mostly  rotutued  to  Masboaii- 
land.  But  tlie  time  for  tlie  investigation 
to  lake  i>lai*e  seeinii  now  to  Uavc  arriveJ, 
and  eoudequeiitly  ins  true  tioun  were  sent 
about  a  forinight  ago  to  that  etfect. 

LED  HORDES, 
Mr,  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea)  :  1 
beg  to  ask  the  Prenideirl  of  the  Local 
Governmeut  Board  whether  tlie  Local 
Goverunient  Board  will  recoiiiniend  to  all 
Municipalities  and  Local  Authorities  the 
advisubilitj  of  dit<continuiug  the  practice 
of  several  horsas  in  separate  carts  being 
cbiiined  together  head  to  cart  tail,  antl 
being  led  or  <lriven  by  a  single  caniian, 
to  the  injtiry  of  the  horses,  iueonvenience 
to  traffic,  and  danger  to  pedestrians  ? 

Mr.  SHA  VV-LEFEVRE  :  There  is  no 
provision  in  the  existing^  law  under  which 
Local  Authorities  can  prohibit  a  practice 
of  this  kind.  Last  year  the  Corporatiou 
of  Salford  in  a  Private  Bill  proposed  a 
clause  prohibiting  the  practice.  The 
clauHe  wa8  opposed,  on  the  ground  that  if 
would  add  to  the  cost  of  coal.  It  waj*  re- 
ected  by  the  Select  Committee.  This 
ye4ir  the  Corp>ratioii  of  Manehcster  has 
made  a  shiiilar  proposal  in  a  Private 
BiJb  If  the  clause  should  Ije  adopted 
by  the  Committee  in  the  House  it  may  he 
worthy  of  consideralioo  whether  Muaici- 
pall  ties  should  not  lie  empowered  to 
make  a  bye-law  on  the  subject. 

THE  CENTRAL  TELEGRAPH  OFFICE, 
Mr.  KErU4IARDIE  (West  Ham, 
8.)  :  On  behalf  of  the  bon.  Member  for 
the  Wahvorlh  Divii^ion  of  Newiugtou,  I 
lieg  to  »isk  the  Poiitmaiiter  Geueral  whe- 
ther the  telegraph  clerks  of  tlie  Foreigu 
Branch  of  the  Central  Telegraph  Office 
have  sent  in  a  Petition  complaining  of  the 
unsanitary  condition  of  the  room  in  which 
they  are  engaged  ;  whether,  in  despite  of 
this  fact,  some  of  the  clerks  have  l>een 
placed  on  duties  necessitating  their  attend- 
ance  for  o4  hours  weekly  instead  of  48  ; 
and  whether  he  ctiti  suspend  these  long 
duties  at  least  until  the  utisanita^ry  con- 
ditioiis  of  the  branch  have  been  reme- 
died ? 

VOL.  XXUL  [fouhth  sertkb.] 


Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  The  officers  iu 
question  did  send  in  a  Petition,  and  the 
matter  is  being  investigated.  Before  the 
receipt  of  this  Petition  no  complaint  had 
reached  me  of  the  condition  of  this  room 
which,  on  the  contrary,  has  of  late  years 
been  materially  improved  by  the  substitu- 
tion of  the  electric  light  for  gas.  Eleven 
officers  out  of  2o0  were  called  upon  to 
perform  54  hours  of  duty  iti  one  week 
and  42  in  the  next,  making  an  average  of 
48.  This  was  the  case  in  two  successive 
fortnights.  Since  then  the  alternation  of 
long  and  short  duties  has  been  daily 
instead  of  weekly.  The  arraiigement  is 
necessary  to  prevent  waste  of  force,  and 
I  see  no  reason  for  altering  it. 

BOOK  POST, 

Mr.  KEIR-IIARDIE  :  On  behalf  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Walworth 
Division  of  Newiugtou,  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  if  the  weight  of 
single  newspapers  passing  tbrougli  the 
Post  Office  for  id,  stiimp  frequently 
reaches  six  or  eight  ounces,  as  compared 
with  the  limit  of  two  ounces  for  Jd. 
stamp  l>y  hook  post  ;  and  if  he  is  prepared 
to  recommend  mi  increase  of  the  ]^d.  limit 
for  book  po.st  to  four  ounces  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  It  is  a  fact  that 
the  weight  of  single  newspapers  passing 
through  the  post  for  ^d.  frec|ue!itly  ex- 
ceeds six  or  eight  ounces  ;  the  postoge 
on  registered  new::^ papers  being  fixed  by 
law  at  ^d.  each  iriespective  of  weight  ; 
Looking  at  the  loss  ahwtdy  incurred  on 
postal  packets  carried  at  the  halfpenny 
rate,  I  am  not  prepared  to  recommend 
that  the  \A.  limit  for  book  packets  shoidd 
be  increased  from  two  to  four  ounces. 

MATABELKIiAND, 

Mr,  LABOUCHERE  (Northamp- 
tcm)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  the 
"  Settlement  "  in  regard  to  Ma  tube  lei  and 
will  be  laid  before  the  House,  and  an 
opportunity  be  given  for  its  discussion 
before  it  is  finally  adopted  by  Her  Majesty *6 
Government  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON:  "The  political 
Settlement"  of  Matabeleland  is  now  iq 
an  advanced  state  of  preparation  ;  but 
the  necessity  of  communicating  with 
South  Africa  by  post  will  prevent  its 
presenUition  before,  at  earliest,  the  end 
of  the  montb.  We  propose,  as  soon  as 
the  scheme  for  settlement  is  finally  com- 
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pieted,  to  circulate  it  to  Piirliament  in 
the  form  of  a  Blue  Book,  before  the 
Onier  iii  Coiuieil  bused  upon  it  is  ii^aned. 
The  Order  in  Council  will,  however,  be 
then  prepared  and  submitted  to  an  early 
Council,  in  order  that  the  new  form  of 
administration  may  come  into  operation 
at  the  earliest  poissible  date, 

Mr.  LABOLCHERE:  I  be^  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whetber  there  is  any  copy  oi"  the 
Code  of  Laws  now  existing  in  Matahele- 
land  in  the  Colonial  Office  ;  and  whether, 
m  legard  to  corporal  punish  men  ts  for 
offences  or  crimes,  any  distinction  is 
made  between  white  men  and  black  men? 

Mr,  8,  BUXTON  :  The  laws  iu  force 
in  Matabeleland  are  the  customary  native 
laws,  aud  ihose  in  force  iu  the  Cape 
of  Good  Hope  prior  to  the  lOtb  of  June, 
1891.  There  are  in  the  Colonial  Office 
treatises  on  the  Common  Law  (that  is, 
the  Roman  Dutch  Law)  and  copies  of 
the  Statute  Law,  m  force  iu  the  Cape  of 
Good  Hope,  I  cannot  pledge  myself  to 
say  whether  or  not  there  is  auy  instance 
of  a  distinction  in  these  laws  as  to  case« 
iu  which  corporal  punishment  may  he 
inflicted  oti  men  of  one  colour,  hut  not  on 
men  of  another  colour.  Bnt  my  impres- 
siou  is  that  there  is  not  ^ucli  a  disliuction, 

Mr.  LABOUCIIEliE  :  Will  the  hon, 
Geutleiuau  inquire  whether  there  is  such 
a  distinction  or  not  ? 

Mr.  8.  BUXTON  :  I  will  sec  that  the 
matter  is  looked  into. 

THK  FINSBURY  ESTATE  OF  THE 
ECCLESIASTICAL  rOMMJSSIONEKS. 
Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Fiusbnry,  E.): 
I  beg  to  a!^k  the  Comptroller  whether,  apt 
ttie  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  have 
allowed  the  demolition  of  a  large  number 
of  houses  on  their  Fiusbury  estate,  which 
has  resulted  in  uuhousing  a  great  many 
of  the  workint;  classes,  it  i«  the  intention 
of  the  Commissioners  to  set  aside  a 
portion  of  the  estate  for  working  elass 
dwellings,  so  that  some  of  these  people 
may  be  re-hoUBcd  within  a  reasonable 
dii^itance  of  their  employment  ? 

The  COMrTEOLLER  ok  the 
HOUSEHOLD  (Mr,  Leveson-Gowek, 
Stoke-upou-Trent)  :  The  Eeelesia.stical 
Commissioners  have  from  time  to  time 
devoted  coufiiderable  portions  of  their 
estate  in  Fins  bury  to  the  erection  of 
artisans'  dwellings.  There  has  been  no 
importaut  removal  of  dwellings  recently, 

Jfr.  S.  Buxion 
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but  the  Commissiouers  have  in  the  years 
1891  and  1893  sold  rather  more  than  an 
arre  of  land  to  Guiniies8'*s  Trust  at  a 
reduced  price  for  the  erection  of  lalionrers* 
dwellings.  The  Eeclesiastieaf  Commia- 
f^ioners  are  of  opinion  that  they  have 
made  provision  for  the  housing  of  a 
larger  population  than  that  displaced 
from  their  estate. 

Mk.  J:  ROWLANDS  :  Have  not 
fresh  huildiijgs  been  pulled  down  within 
the  last  few  months  ? 

Mk,  LEVESON-GOWER:  I  have 
no  in  format  toil  to  that  odVci.  If  my  hon. 
Friend  has  more  recent  iuftirmation  and 
will  give  it  to  me,  1  will  see  that  ^leps 
are  taken  in  the  proper  quarter  to  deal 
w  ith  the  matter. 


THE  8TEEET  PKEACHIKG  DIS- 
TURBANCES AT  CORK. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  I  beg  to  ask  th© 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu  ten  ant 
of  Ireland  whether  bis  attention  has  beeo 
eallod  to  the  resolution  recently  parsed 
at  the  Cork  Quarterly  Meethig  of  the 
Methodist  Church  protesting  against  the 
action  of  the  Police  Anthorities  on 
Sunday,  25th  March,  iu  allowing  a  mob 
to  freely  indulge  iu  what  the  re  solution 
describes  txh  savage  and  cowardly  attacks 
on  the  Protestant  preachers,  and  to  the 
allegation  in  the  said  resolution  that  the 
police  supplemenied  the  operations  uf  the 
mob  instcinl  of  affording  protei?tion  to  the 
Protest4iut  preachers  ;  whether  lie  hag 
caused  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  saiil 
aMegations  ;  and  if  he  has  asked  the 
represetitatives  of  the  Methodist  Chiircia 
at  Cork  the  grounds  of  such  allegation«, 
or  given  them  any  opportunity  of  proving 
the  same  ? 

Mii.  J.  MORLEY;  On  the  9th 
Histuut  my  attention  was  draw*u  to  the 
resolution  in  question,  which  embodies 
language  to  the  effect  quoted  by  the  hon, 
and  learned  Member,  The  resolution,  X 
may  observe,  appeared  to  me  to  be  fonnded 
on  reports  which  had  been  published  in 
certain  newspapers,  and  inasmueb  as 
previonsly  to  the  receipt;  of  the  resolution 
I  had  been  furnished  with  full  and  de- 
tailed Reports  by  the  police  relative  to 
tlie  several  allegations  preferred  by  these 
newspapers,  I  did  not  consider  it  neces- 
sary to  direct  a  further  investigation 
into  matters  wMch  were  maoifestJj 
founded  on  these  newspaper  reportg^ 
However,    the  Police   Authorities   have 
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now  acted  oo  the  auggesricm 
lioii.  aud  leiirried  Member  by  ititeiro- 
gatiu*^  represotitativea  of  the  Methodist 
Church  who  were  present  at  the  meetiug 
tit  which  the  reaohition  was  passed. 
Six  gentlemen  in  all  were  inter  viewed^ 
Hud  fb©  foHowiug  18  the  result  : — The 
chairman  of  the  meeting  states!  that  no 
evidence  of  any  kind  was  adduced  in 
support  of  the  reaoluLioii,  nor  is  he  aware 
that  any  such  evidence  exists.  IIo  also 
states  that,  so  far  as  liis  personal  observa- 
lioQ  of  the  police  in  this  matter  goes,  his 
evidence  is  in  favour  of  tbeir  conduct. 
The  proposer  of  the  resolution  says  his 
information  was  solely  founded  on  hear- 
say, deriv*ed  from  one  of  the  preacbcrs, 
his  cousin,  and  that  he  is  not  prepared 
to  bring  forward  ovidejice  in  support  of 
his  resolution.  The  proposer's  cousin 
litated  that  the  conduct  of  the  [jolice  was 
rough  on  the  date  mentioned,  but  that  he 
hml  no  charge  to  make  against  them  in- 
dividually or  collectively,  and  that  the 
police  on  all  occasions  protected  the 
preachers  to  the  best  of  tlieir  ]>ower. 
This  gentleman,  I  may  add,  violently  re- 
sisted the  police  on  the  occasion  in  ques- 
tion. The  seconder  of  the  resohition 
admitted  that  he  had  no  evidence  to  give 
or  charge  to  make  against  the  police, 
iudividiially  or  collectively.  Another 
gentleman,  who  was  present  at  the  meet- 
ing and  agreed  to  the  resolution,  stated 
he  personally  knew  nothing  about  the 
matter,  and  that  ho  took  for  granted  that 
whatever  the  proposer  and  seconder  of 
the  resolution  said  was  **all  right."  And, 
finally,  the  police  questioned  a  sixth 
gentleman  who  took  a  prominent  part  in 
passLug  the  resolution.  This  gentleman 
said  he  bad  no  charge  of  auy  kind  to 
make  against  the  police,  and  that  he  was 
not  present  on  the  occasion  of  the  alleged 
police  misconduct.  I  have  since  heard, 
however,  that  the  sixth  gentleman  now 
withdraws  this  statement  and  endorses 
the  fjerms  of  the  resolution,  but  it  is  clear 
that  the  withdrawal  loses  its  siguiHcance 
in  the  face  of  his  first  statement  that  be 
was  not  present  at  ail  at  the  proceedings 
of  March  25< 

PLATELAYERS  AND  THEIR  DANGERS, 
Mb,  JOHN  BURNS  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  bis  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  circumstances  connected  with  the 
death  of  Robert  Royal,  platelayer  on  the 


the  I  Loudon  and  South  Western  Railway,  at 
Vauxhall  ;  and  whether  he  is  prepared 
to  compel  ail  Haihvay  Companies  to 
carry  out  the  recommendation  of  the 
t;oroner*s  jury  and  appoint  look-otit  men 
whilst  gangs  of  platelayers  are  at 
work  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Yes,  Sir  ;  my 
attention  has  been  directed  to  the  case  in 
question.  The  Regulations  ns  regards 
Inspectors,  gangers,  platelayers,  and 
others  employed  on  the  permanent  way 
were  carefully  cousidered  by  tlie  Railway 
Companies  in  1889,  and  the  correspond- 
ence on  the  subject  was  presented  to 
Parliament.  From  these  Regulations  it 
will  he  seen  that  there  is  always  a  foreman 
or  leaili ng  ganger  over  each  gang  em- 
ployed on  the  permanent  way,  wlio  is 
provided  with  a  copy  of  the  time  table, 
and  phi tc layers  arc  ordered  to  protect 
their  operations  by  sending  out  flagmen. 
These  Regulations  are  witbin  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Railway  Companies,  and  I 
have  no  power  to  modify  them. 

Mil.  JOHN  BURNS  :  Arising  out  of 
the  question,  and  failing  the  iidoption  of 
the  reasonable  suggestions  of  the  corouer's 
jury,  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
authorise  his  Inspectors  to  direct  utten- 
tion  to  the  London,  Brtghtou,  and  South 
Coast  Railway  between  Ciaphiun  Junc- 
tion and  Battersea  Park,  with  a  view  to 
securing  more  escape  recesses?  Will  he 
also  have  examined  some  of  the  six-foot 
ways,  many  of  which,  to  my  knowledge, 
are  only  3  ft,  9  in,  on  some  of  the  South 
Loudon  Railways  ?  I  have  myself,  be- 
tween Clap  ham  Junction  and  Battersea 
Park,  known  the  plaielayers  to  straddle  a 
wall  in  order  to  get  out  of  the  way  of 
the  trains. 

Ma.  MUNDELLA  :  This  is  a  new 
suggestion,  not  arising  out  of  t he  hon. 
Member^a  question,  but  1  shall  be  hapjjy 
to  consider  any  facts  submitted  to  me  by 
the  hon.  Member. 

TRAINING  COLLEGES  FOR  SCOTCH 
TEACHERS. 

Captain  SINCLAIR  (Dnmbartoii* 
shire)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  if  he  will  be  good  enough  to 
state  what  Public  Bodies  iu  Scotland 
have  nrged  upon  the  Government  the  J 
necessity  of  training  a  larger  number  of  ■ 
teachers  ;  and  for  what  reasons  80 
additiomil  students  have  been  admitted 
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to  the  Training  Colleges  in  Scotland  in 
1894? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  Representa- 
tious  have  been  ma^le  by  some  School 
Boards,  including  those  of  Glasgow  and 
Govan,  urging  that  a  larger  number  of  stu- 
dents should  be  admitted  to  the  Training 
Colleges.  The  number  of  female  pupil 
teachers  qualified  for  training  was  tin- 
usually  large,  as  a  result  of  a  change  in 
the  date  of  the  examination  which  closed 
their  apprenticeship,  and  large  numl>ers 
would  be  disappointed  if  this  were  not 
permitted.  In  order  to  meet  this  special 
and  temporary  difficulty,  the  Training 
College  authorities  stated  that  an  in- 
creased number  of  students  could  be  ad- 
mitted without  any  increase  of  charge, 
and  the  Department  accordingly  extended 
the  number  of  admissions,  for  the  present 
year,  by  85. 

ST.  JAMES'S  NATIONAL  SCHOOL, 
HEREFORD. 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  St.  Jameses 
National  School,  in  the  City  of  Hereford 
(which  has  for  many  years  been  recog- 
nised by  the  Education  Department), 
has  been  condemne<l  because,  being  sur- 
rounded by  public  thoroughfares,  the 
managers  are  unable  to  increase  the 
playground  and  make  other  structural 
changes  ;  and  whether,  under  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  he  will  reconsider 
the  matter  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  This  school  is 
reported  by  the  Inspector  (who  pointed 
out  its  numerous  and  serious  defects  to 
the  managers  as  long  ago  as  November, 
1892)  to  be  inconveniently  and  unsuitably 
planned,  with  no  playground,  no  cloak- 
rooms, insufficient  site  for  enlargement, 
and  very  bad  offices.  The  Department 
have  warned  the  managers  that  the 
Inspector  will  be  unable  to  recommend 
any  grant  beyond  the  31st  of  January, 
1895,  and  have  asked  them  whether  they 
have  any  proposals  to  make.  I  will  take 
care  tbat  any  proposals  the  managers 
make  shall  be  fully  considered. 

LADY  VISITORS  TO  PRISONS. 
Mr.     PICKERSGILL     (Bethnal 
Green,  N.E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
what  is  the  total  number  of  prisons  in 
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England  and  Wales  in  which  women  are 
confined  ;  and  in  how  many  of  such 
prisons  lady  visitors  have  been  ap- 
point^ ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  fou 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
ArtQuiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  There  are  54  prisons 
which  receive  women,  and  29  of  these 
have  lady  visitors. 

RE-ELECTION  ON  APPOINTMENT  TO 
OFFICE. 

Mr.  PRIESTLEY  (York,  W.R., 
Pudsey)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  he  will  consider 
the  desirability  of  bringing  in  a  Bill  to 
repeal  the  Act  of  Parliament  which 
requires  a  Member  of  this  House,  on  his 
appointment  to  Office  under  the  Crowu, 
to  go  to  his  constituents  for  re-election  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.Harcourt,  Derby): 
The  Government  have  no  present  inten- 
tion of  dealing  with  this  question. 

LOCH   BROOM. 

Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Adiniralty  charts  show 
no  islets  or  rocks  in  the  course  of  vessels 
sailing  to  and  from  Ullapool  ;  that  the 
sailing  directions  state  that  Loch  Broona 
is  remarkably  free  from  rocks  and  islets, 
whilst  the  Report  of  the  Treasury  Com- 
mittee of  1891  on  railways  iu  the  north- 
west of  Scotland  states  Loch  Broom  to 
be  encumbered  with  islets  and  rocks  ; 
and  that  this  Report  of  the  Committee 
has  been  assigned  as  a  reason  for  refusing 
the  grant  in  aid  of  the  Garve  and 
Ullapool  Railway  extension  scheme  ;  and 
whether,  seeing  that  the  Report  of  the 
Treasury  Committee  is  wholly  at  variance 
with  the  Admiralty  chart  and  sailing* 
directions,  he  will  state  whether  the 
Treasury  Report  is  correct,  or  the 
Admiralty  chart  and  sailing  directions  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Hydro- 
grapher  to  the  Admiralty  informs  me 
that  there  is  no  inconsistency  in  the  two 
statements.  Loch  Broom  is  remarkably 
free  from  rocks  or  islets ;  but  the  state- 
ment in  the  Report  mentioned,  that  the 
**  approach  to  Ullapool  is  encumbered 
with  islets  and  rocks,^^  is  perfectly  cor- 
rect, as,  10  miles  outside  the  entrance  to 
Loch  Broom,  up  which  Ullapool  lies,  tad 
crossing  the  entrance  of  the  large  bfty  of 
which  Loch  Broom  is  an  arm,  a  Urge 
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CLOKAKILTV    I^VBOURERS'    COTTAGKS. 

Mil.  E.  BARRY  (Cork  Co.,  S,)  :  I 
bag  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer whether  he  is  aware  that  a  demand 
notice  hats  beeu  receiveil  l*y  the  Cloiia- 
kiltj  Board  of  Guardiatis  from  the  Income 
Tax  Dei>artmeDt  for  the  sum  of  £5  8s.  hh 
for  profits  arising  out  of  two  rents 
received  from  two  labourers*  cottages, 
built  under  the  Labourers'  (Irelaud)  Acts, 
in  the  ITuioD  ;  whetlier  he  is  UAvare  that 
for  the  past  seven  years,  euding  the  29th 
of  Septeml>er,  1893,  a  net  lostj  of  £\^HiO 
has  been  swstainetl  by  the  Board  of 
Guardians  on  the  cottages  erected  within 
the  Union,  and  that  an  aouual  loss  of 
£300  is  at  present  sustaiued  by  the 
Guardians,  being  the  difference  between 
the  reuts  received  and  the  amount  pay- 
able to  the  Board  of  Works  ;  and  whe- 
ther, under  the  circumstances,  he  will 
have  this  tax  remitted  ou  all  those 
cottages  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Boards  of 
Oaanlians  are  not  exempt  from  Income 
Tax  (Schedule  A)  in  respect  of  cottage 
property  ow^iied  })y  them.  It  is  reported 
to  me  that  the  assessment  referred  to  in 
the  question  is  on  120  (not  two)  bouses, 
Ac,,  described  in  the  Val  tint  ton  Lists  as 
the  property  of  the  Clonakilty  Board  of 
Guardians.  The  Poor  Law  Valuation  on 
thig  property  is,  in  the  aggregate, 
£191  los.,  the  duty  on  which  is  £o  Hs.  Id. 
A  certain  adjustment  seems  likely  to  be 
necessary  iu  respect  to  the  interest  paid 
to  the  Board  of  Works,  and,  if  the  rents 
receiveil  are  less  than  the  valuations,  this 
will  have  to  be  allowe^l  for.  These 
matterb  can  be  arranged  with  the  local 
Surveyor  of  Taxes  (Cork). 

Mr.  sexton  :  As  the  Guardians 
pay  to  the  Treasury  every  year  more  than 
they  receive  as  rent  for  the  cottages, 
there  is  manifestly  a  loss,  and  there  ought 
cousoquently  to  be  no  assessment.  Will 
the  right  hon,  Gentleman  not  com- 
municate with  the  Income  Tax  autho- 
rities, so  that  no  claim  should  be  made  ou 
the  Guardians  in  this  matter  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  will  inquire 
into  the  matter.  I  have  no  knowledge 
of  it  personally. 


SUERENDEUS  TO  THE  TREASURY. 

Mh.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  if  he  will  lay  U|>ou  the  Table 
of  the  House  a  full  copy  of  the  Paper 
from  which  he  read,  on  the  12th  April, 
descriptive  of  the  procedure  of  dealing 
with  snrrenilers  from  the  Spending  De- 
partments to  the  Treasurv  ? 

Sm  W.  HARCOURT:  The  notice 
from  which  I  read  was  an  inforniat  one, 
and  not  in  a  shape  which  can  be  presented 
to  Parliament,  hut  I  have  directed  a 
regular  Minute  to  lie  presented,  and  that 
I  will  lay  on  the  Table, 

EQUALISATION  OF  RATES  (LONDOK) 
BILL. 

SiH  J,  LUBBOCK  (Loudon  Uni- 
versity) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  he  will  postpone 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  E<jvudisation 
of  Rates  (London)  Bill  until  the  Return 
moved  for  by  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  on  the  16tli  April 
has  been  presented  to  the  House  ? 

Sm  W.  HARCOURT:  I  do  not  think 
WG  ought  to  delay  this  Bill,  and  we  must 
take  any  favourable  opportunity  of  press- 
ing it  on. 

Mr,  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  The  Return 
will  he  in  the  bands  of  Meml>ers  on 
Thursdav, 

Mu.  ^GOSCHEN  (St.  George's, 
Hauover  Square)  :  I  hope  that,  as  the 
Bill  excites  great  interest  Iwth  in  the  east 
itnd  w^est  of  London,  it  will  be  taken  at  a 
oonvenient  hour  and  not  late  in  the 
evening.  We  ought  to  have  full  notice 
as  to  when  a  Bill  of  this  magnitude  will 
be  taken. 

Sin  J,  LUBBOCK  :  As  the  Return 
will  only  he  in  our  bands  on  Thursday,  I 
think  Members  onght  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  the  Report. 

SiK  W.  HARCOURT  :  A  proper 
opportunity  will  he  given  for  discussing 
a  Bill  of  such  importance* 

Sir  J,  LUBBOCK:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  my  question 
whether  the  Bill  will  not  be  taken  this 
week.  He  can  hardly  expect  us  to  be 
prepared  to  discuss  it  this  werk  if  we 
only  get  the  Return  on  Thiirsdny,  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  the  Bill 
will  not  be  taken  this  week  ? 

SiH  W\  HARCOURT  :  I  can  give  no 
tindertaking  to  that  ellbct. 


ACHILL  SOUND  EAILWAV. 
Dr.  R.  AMBROSE  (Mayo,  W,)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
if  he  cftD  Btate  when  the  mil  way  between 
Newport  aud  Acbill  Sound  will'be  opened 
for  traffic;  is  he  aware  »hat  owing  to 
the  ptisitioti  of  the  site  on  which  it  in 
proposed  to  build  tlic  Mulranj  station 
the  approaeh  road  isi  rondereil  ahtiost  im- 
passable to  vehicular  tniftic  m eonseqiienee 
of  its  Kig-zag  eonstnietion  ;  and  will  he 
see  that  the  station  is  erected  on  a  more 
eiiitable  site  so  that  it  may  be  possible  to 
drive  to  or  from  it  with  safety  ? 

Sir  J/IMIIBBERT:  (L)Intrderstand 
that  the  seetiou  from  Newport  to  Mnl- 
muy  will  lie  opened  in  the  coming 
July;  and  tliat  from  Mulrany  to 
Acbill  Will  probably  rjot  be  completed 
before  Angn^tt.  (2.)  The  approach  road 
to  Mtilrauy  Station  not  havin^r  vet  lieeii 
detitiitely  located,  tlie  nitggestion  tlnit  it 
is  imprfieticalde  is  prcmatnre.  (3.)  The 
station  is  already  in  eonrse  of  eonstrne- 
tiou,and  the  hoa.  Member  may  be  assured 
that  suitable  access  to  it  will  be  pro* 
videtl. 


CANAL  BATES. 

Sir  J.  WHITEHEAD  (Leicester)  :  I 
\>eg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  wdietlier,  in  view  of  the  great 
coDiniereial  imjwrtance  of  canals  a?*  com- 
petitors with  railways,  and  Imving  regard 
to  the  information  id>taineil  by  means  of 
the  recent  Board  of  Tntde  fnqnirv  re- 
specting the  revision  of  Canal  Companies' 
tolls  aud  charges,  he  can  state  whether 
he  is  prepared  to  take  steps,  and,  if  so, 
ID  what  form,  to  free  the  canals  now 
owned  l^y  Railway  Companies,  so  as  to 
make  them,  as  formerly,  independent 
competitive  means  of  transport  ? 

Mr,  MITNDELLA  :  I  do  not  ntider- 
statal  wliat  steps  the  hon.  Baronet  eon- 
templates.  If  be  suggests  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  purchase  the  cauafs 
owned  by  Railway  Companies  J  am  not 
able  to  hold  out  any  Jiopes  in  that  direc- 
tion. We  are,  however,  fixing  maximum 
tolls  fur  canals,  whether  owned  hy  Rail- 
way Companies  or  not,  which  we  hope 
will  lead  to  an  expanstou  of  cannl 
traffic. 

Siij  J.  WHITEHEAD  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  IVade 
whether,  in  view  of  the  demand  for  the 
Reports  of    the  Proceedings  before  the 


DISCHARGED  SOLDIEHS  AJ5  POSTMEN. 
Sjk  J.  WHITEHEAD  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Pustmasier  General  whether  the  sys- 
tem of  ch Jelly  iippointing  disclmrged 
soJdiers  as  letter  carriers  has  been  satis- 
fnctory  ;  and,  if  not,  whether  bo  will 
any  longer  largely  exclude  civilians 
from  employment  in  that  service  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  The  system  under 
which  post  men  *s  appoint  men  ts  are  pre- 
ferentially given  to  discharged  soldiers 
!ind  sailors  has  now  been  in  operation 
for  about  three  years,  and  has,  ou  tlie 
wliole,  worked  fairly  well.  I  may  state^ 
however,  that  the  system  has  since  its 
introduetioti  been  moditied  to  the  extent 
of  providing  for  telegraph  messengers 
and  other  persons  who  have  claims  on 
the  Department. 

THE  rXt'ilEASED  WlilSKY  DUTV. 
Mk.  SEXTON  :  I  rise  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  a  question 
with  a  view  to  obtaiiiing  a  clearer  nader* 
standing  than  some  of  ns  at  present  have 
w  ith  regard  to  the  Budget  proposals.  It 
is  whether,  liaving  regard  to  the  in* 
creasing  yield  of  the  adjusted  Death 
Duties  in  future  years,  it  is  Intended  itt 
present  that  the  increased  tax  on  spirits 
should  be  enacteil  for  more  than  the 
present  finaiicial  year? 
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Joint  Select  Committees  of  1891-92  and  ^ 
1893  on  the  Railwiiy  and  Cftnal  Rates 
and  Charges  Provisional  Order  Contirma-- 
tion  Bills  and  the  present  importance  of 
those  proceedings  to  the  c(^mmercial 
community,  he  will  give  iustnictions  for 
the  preparation  of  a  full  aoalytical  index 
to  them,  similar  to  thnt  published  in 
regard  to  the  hearing  of  objections  to 
the  Railway  Compiinios*  proposed 
Schedules  before  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
1889-90? 

Mk.  M  UN  dell  a  :  The  Report  of 
the  healing  of  objections  before  the  Board 
of  Trade  in  1889-;>0  wae  a  Departmental 
Paper,  nnd  an  index  was  prepared  hy  the 
Board  of  Tratic.  The  Reports  of  the 
Select  Committee  of  1892-93  are  Parlia- 
mentary Pa  pern,  and  the  preparntion  of 
an  index  thereto  is  a  matter  for  the 
House,  As  a  mntter  of  fact,  however, 
an  i n de x  w« s  p u  h 1 1 s  h ec I  with  t  h e  R e j lorts, 
and  no  complaint  of  its  inadequacy  ha» 
been  received,  "" 
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8iR  W,  HARCOURT:  I  tbiuk  I 
rOHgbt  to  have  nottetj  uf  the  question.  I 
Id  not  auswer  it  otfluiml* 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  sliall  put  the  quei*- 
tiou  again  ou  Tliurtftluy. 

M«,"  CLANCY  (Dubliii  Co.,  No  : 
Woiihl  tlie  right  liou.  (4eLitlemati  Imvc 
any  objectiou  to  lay  ou  tbo  Tjtble  of  tbe 
Iloiise  a  Returti  sbowiiig  the  amount  be 
expects  to  re<;eive  from  Irelttud  aud 
Seotland  in  respect  of  tbe  iucrea.Med  tax 
OD  spirits?  Aud  will  be  also  promise  to 
take  care  tbat  tbe  accounts  will  be  so 
kept  ibat  we  sball  kuow  at  tbeeud  of  tbe 
year  what  eacb  couQtry  bat^  contributed  ? 

[No  answer  was  given,] 

THE  TWELVE  O'CLOCK  RULE. 
Mk.  a.  J,  BALFOrR  (Mnucljestpr, 
(E,):     I    witib    to    ask     tbe    rigid     boLi. 
Gentleman    ibe    Leader    of    the    House 
whether   lie  is  aware  that  Nidicc  of  the 
'Molion   Btanding    in   bis^   name  upon   the 
I  Paper  for  tbe  soi^pcnsiou  of  tbe  Twelve 
o'clock  Rule  to-uigbt  w^as  only  given  at 
balf-past  2   o'clock,  when  abnost  every- 
bo<ly  biwi  jrone  to  lied,  atid  lou'*^  after  the 
Whips  had  been  i!*sued  ?      1  would  ask 
tbe  right  bon.  Gentleman  whether  thai  is 
I  not  a  riitbor  i u con veu lent  custom  ?    T  also 
I  wish  to  ask  him  wbetlnT,  supposiuf^  the 
IdiBcust^ion  on  tbe  proposed  iScotch  Corn- 
mi  ttae  is  not  cone  hided  to-night^  he  in- 
tend?  to  ask  the  House  to  sit  late  next 
week? 

Sir  VV,  HARCOURT:  I  am  sorry 
Ithat  the  Sitting  was  so  lute  last  night : 
[but  the  Goverumetit  certainly  did  not 
I  anticipate  it,  and  that  was  tbe  reason 
I  why  tbe  notice  was  given  at  such  an 
lliour,  Tbe  usual  practice  is  to  give  it  {it 
|ihe  Adjournment  of  tbe  House. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  You  should 
Bt  the  Oj)position  know. 
Stu  W.  HARCOURT  : 
ttliat  earlier  notice  was    not 
I  will  take  care  tbat  it   shall 
[proper  time  in  future.     1   think  it  oitght 
jio  l>e  done.     I    hope  that   we    shall    be 
lable  to  conclude  tbe  discussion  at  a  rea- 
f  tonable  bonr  to-night. 

Mr.  a.  J,  BALFOUR  :  I  am  not 
^qulte  certain  tbat  I  nnilersfand  the  pur- 
Oft  of  tbe  right  bon.  Geullenian's 
reply.  Is  be  not  awar*'  thai  with  regard 
to  the  Amendment  now  before  the  House 
bat  no  Cabinet  Minister  bus  as  yet 
»keOy    aud     tbat     several     importiiut 


I  am  sorry 
given,  and  I 
given 


speakers  among  those  who  usmilly  act 
with  me  have  yet  to  give  tbeir  opinions 
upon  it  ?  I  have  every  hope  and  ex- 
peetation  tbat  the  Amendment  standing 
in  my  name  will  be  decided  to-night,  htit 
with  regard  to  later  proposals  of  great 
importance  I  am  not  so  certaiii. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  1  propose  to 
place  a  Cabinet  Minister  at  tbe  disposal 
of  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  at  an  early 
hour  of  tbe  Debate,  I  hope  that  we 
may  be  able  to  tinally  dispose  of  this 
Motion  to-i light. 

PR  I  VILE  GS, 


♦Mh.  PRH  CHARD-MORGAN  (Mer- 
thyr  Tydvl)  :  I  desire  to  bring  under  the 
notice  of  Mr.  Speaker  and  of  tlie  House 
certain  facta  and  incidents  which  have 
lately  transpired  with  regartl  to  the  con- 
duct of  business  in  this  House.  Before 
referring  to  tbe  particular  incidents,  per- 
haps it  will  be  necessary  for  me  to  say, 
for  the  l^ienofit  of  those  lay  hon.  Memliers 
who  may  not  have  stndie<l  the  matter, 
tlnit  an  Act  of  Parliament  passed  at 
the  time  of  Klizabetb  has  been  found  to 
be  exceedingly  oppressive,  and  that  Lord 
Macuagbten  introduced  in  the  House  of- 
Lords  last  year  a  Bill  for  tbe  purpose  of 
repealing  that  Act.  The  Honse  will 
perhaps  better  appreciate  the  point  if  I 
use  Lord  Macnaghten^s  words  instead 
of  my  own.  Lord  Macnaghten  said  upon 
that  occasion — 

**  Tlie  law  woalfl  liold  that  ti  vendor  liad 
doin;  nothini^  WTonpin  fulluaion  with  the  iiuthor 
of  a  voliintary  ronveyanoe  to  defeat  this 
eolcani  instrument*  It  was,  j>crhanR,  a  Blartling 
proposition  that  one  jnan  might  honestly  sell 
what  %vtu4  not  hiw,  athl  retain  the  price,  and 
that  ftiiother*  knowing:  iiH  the  ^'ircumsJances, 
iriight  lioncHtly  help  hini  to  rob  thts  owner,  a 
projiotiitioti  one  would  think  pu^jtling  to  a  lay 
mitiih  and  to  a  legal  mi  ml  not  wholly  satisfac- 
tnrj/* 

That  Act  of  Queen  Klizalieth  was  passed, 
as  all  the  Judges  have  admitted,  for  tbe 
express  purpose  of  preventing  frauds, 
w^bich  were  per] )et rated  somewhat  in  this 
fashion :  A  man  ot  mature  age  might 
settle  bis  huids  upon  his  wife  and  childreru 
and  subsequently  he  would  sell  bis  Iaud» 
and  after  his  death  his  family  wouhi 
claim  the  lands  nnder  the  prior  settlemout, 
and  the  Act  of  Elizabeth  was  intended 
for  tbe  sole  purpose  of  preventing  frauds 
of  this  character.  Hut  rn  the  light  of  day, 
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and  with  the  Jutl^e-made  law  which  we 
have  with    regard  to    this    Statute,   tlie 
effect  has  hceu  the   reverse,  ami  couvey- 
BTices  wbieb  Imve  been   made  bona   fide 
"for  loTc    wiiii   affeetiou  "  Irave  beeri  f*ot 
aside    by    perilous    wlio    liave     had    full 
knowledge  of  tbe  wliote  of  the  facts  aud 
eoooived  at  t\\h  fraud.     The  Bill  passed 
in  all  itw  stages  in  the  House  of  Lonl^  and 
w^as  sent  to  this  lloui^e,  and  I  underi^tand 
that  Lord  Maeuaghten  requenited  the  hon. 
and  leamed  Member  for   North    Norfolk 
to  take  eliar^e  of  it.      It  passed  through 
all   its  stages   in  this  House  up  to    the 
Third    Reading.     I    wish  the  Tlouse   to 
note  thfit  faet/    The  Thini  Heading  was 
fixed  for  May  t31  of  last  year  ;  and  when 
the  hoii,  auci  leiiruf  d    Meiuher   uioved  it, 
the  hon.  Member  for  ihc^  Louth  Division 
got  up  ill  his  pla«'e  fiud  blocked  the  Bill. 
The  block  was  suhsequentlj  withdrawn. 
The  particubir  iaeitleiit  to  which  I  desire 
to  draw  attention  oet-urred  at  this  moment* 
In    order    that   the  Housie  may  be  in  a 
poaitioti  to  grasp  the  matter,  I  must  now 
refer  to  a  settlemenr  made  in  I8tl5,  Mrs. 
Ingram,  a  widow  lady,  settled   upoij  her 
children,  with    rea^ainder  to  her  grand- 
chifdren,  some  property  in  Lincolnshire, 
which  cost  £60/KX),  arid   is  mm  of  the 
value  of  £30,000.       The  property    wag 
conveyed  by  an  ordinary  deed  of  convey- 
anee  to    rrustees  under    the    settlement, 
and  they  were  empowered    to  sell  it  and 
hand  the   proceeds   over  to  the  children. 
The   trustees    under    the    settlement    re- 
ceived the  rents  and  profits  on   behalf  of 
the  children,  and  heard  notbing  whatever 
reiipecting  the   matter  uiifil  February  17 
last,    when   a  fim^   of  solicitors  (Messrs, 
A^bnrst,  Morris,  ajid  Crispe),  carrying  on 
business    ii}    the    City   of  London,   gave 
notice   tbat   they  Inul   lieeii  iiistrneted  by 
Sir  Edward  Walkin  to  iid'orm  them  that 
on  May  30,  1893,  Mrs.  Ingrain   had  con- 
veyed all  these  properties  to  Sir  Edward 
Watktn     for     valuable    consideration.    I 
should  mention     that    a    marriage    tc*  ik 
place  between  the  kdy  to  whom   J  have 
referred  and  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Meml)er 
for  Hy the.     She,  l>eing  80  years  of  age^ 
married  the  hon.  Baronet  on  April  1, 1892. 
There  was  a  iiuirriage  settlement,  and   it 
is  eBsential  that  1  should   refer   to   it  for 
the  purpose  of  showing   the  House  tliat 
at  the  time  it    was  made  there  was   no 
desire  or  attempt  on  f be  part  of  the  parties 
to  the  marriage  contract  to  interfere  with 
this  Hettlement.     There  is  a  clause  in  it 
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which  tranftferp  certain  properties 
Edward  Walk  in, 

*'  Kxcept  any  properties  included  in  any  still 
isubsistinji?  settlement  heretofore  made  by  the 
*aiil  Aanc  Ingram," 

So  that  up  to  two  years  ago  the  settle- 
tnent  was  regarded  by  everybody  as  legal 
and  binding.  On  May  31  the  block  of 
the  Bill  took  place.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Louth  states  that  it  took 
place  at  the  instance  of  Mr,  John  Morri», 
who  wrote  to  bim  and  asked  Idiii  to  block 
the  Bill.  TheBillwasblockedou  the  3Ut 
of  M ay ,  tl I e  d at e  of  t h e  eon v ey an c e  from 
Lady  Wat  kin  to  her  husband  was  May 
30th,  and  the  deed  was  ostensibly  executed 
ou  that  date.  But  iu^tnictions  came  to 
block  it  on  the  3 1st  of  May,  and  it  wa^ 
so  blocked.  Subsequently,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Louth  wrote  to  Mr.  John  Morris, 
and  said — 

'*  r  have  had  an  opportunity  of  hx)king  into 
this  Bill.  I  soe  ao  objuctioa  Uy  it,  and  I  desire 
to  know  why  1  ani  requested  to  block  it." 

He  received  a  reply  from  Mr.  Morris, 
who  at  the  time  was  staying  with  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Hy  the,  and 
Lady  Watkin,  at  Snowdon,  stating  that 
there  was  no  further  necessity  (o  block 
the  Bili,  which  by  the  grace  of  Mr. 
Morris  was  allowed  to  become  the  law  of 
the  land,  J  regret  to  say  that  I  have 
not  been  able  tti  get  a  copy  of  the  initial 
correspondence  which  took  place  between 
these  gentlemen.  I  am  not  entitled  to  it 
|jerha[is,  I  shoidd  mention  that  whea 
the  Bill  was  blocked  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Boston  (Sir  W. 
Ligram)  asked  the  bon.  Member  for 
Nortii  Norfolk  (Mr.  Uozens-Hardy) 
who  it  was  who  hfockeil  the  Bill. 
Tiie  hon.  Baronet  did  not  know  the  hoiu 
Member  for  North  Norfolk  m>r  tbe  boa. 
Member  for  Jxaitli.  The  hon.  Meml>er 
for  North  Norftdk  replied  that  the  Bill 
bad  been  blocked  t»y  the  iion.  Meml>er  far 
Louth,  who  said  he  did  not  know  why  he 
had  blocked  the  Bill.  When  last  month 
the  boil.  Baronet  tlie  Member  for  Boston 
told  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  the 
etfect  which  bis  !)h)cking  of  the  Bill  had 
had,  the  hon.  Member  tor  Louth  denied 
all  knowledge  of  tbe  conveyance,  aud 
some  correspondence  took  place  between 
the  boti.  Member  for  Louth  and  Mr. 
Morris,  which  it  is  abaolufely  necessary 
I  should  read  to  the  House.  Th© 
letter  ran — 


I 
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•'  House  of  Commons  Library, 
12th  March.  18514. 
**My  Dear  Mr.  Murriii,  — Sir  William  Irtfrram 
has  been  ^o  me  tonlay  nncl  coiii|»lained  that  in 
the  interval  between  my  blocking  thstt  Convey- 
aociiig  Bill  of  Coztjus-Hartly  and  the  removal 
of  ray  block  some  deetl  wa?*  signtxi  by  Lady 
Watkin  depriving  Sir  W.  Ingram  and  liia 
brothers  of  certain  projjerty.  I  told  him  that  I 
was  not  aware  of  any  «iich  thing,  and  that  I  cer- 
tainly would  not  have  bkxsketl  any  Bill  to  serve 
any  personal  ciidti  of  anybody  hail  I  been  aware 
of  it.  1  feel  that  l  should  write  antl  aak  you 
what  is  fhtj  explanation  of  this.** — YourB  faith- 
fuUy,  '*  (Hiifncd)     R,  \S\  Pebks, 

**  John  Morrii,  \im\.*" 


from    Mr.    Morris    as 


A    reply    came 
follows  :— ^ 

"  R.  W.  Perks,  Ew^.,  U,\\ 

inth  March,  1H9I. 
•^  Dear  I*erk«, — In  reply  to  yrmr  note  you  are 
entitled  to  an  explanation^  and  after  \  have 
gtveo  it  you  may  show  it,  if  you  like,  to  Mr. 
CoeeDB-Hardy,  and  if  either  nf  yuu  ijay  what  I 
did  was  open  to  objection  1  shall  lie  suqiriscHh 

**  Some  years  ago  Lady  Watkin  ma^le  vohin- 
tary  Bettlement,'!  of  entatew  in  Linc^dnshire  m\ 
her  sons.  As  the  kw  stood  before  the  Act  in 
ouestion  was  pti^sed  these  Bettlcnieots  could  be 
aefieated  by  La^ly  Watkin  conveying  the  estates 
to  a  purchaser  for  value, 

**  In  the  course  of  negotiations  for  a  general 
asttlement  of  all  differences  Ijetween  Lady 
Watkin  and  her  »*ons  1  drew  the  attention  of 
the  flouh*  solicitors  to  the  subject  of  Ihesc  settle- 
ments, and  suggested  that  as  part  of  tlie  then 
proposed  com  promise  they  should  be  confirmefl 
and  made  absolute,  and  ttirras  were  provision- 
ally  arranged  between  myself  and  the  sons' 
solicitor  for  tbiw  being  done^  when  one  day  he 
told  me  that  Sir  William  Ingram  did  not  care 
about  it*  being  included  in  the  compromise,  as 
he  oonaiderefi  the  estates  of  no  value  in  eon  se- 
quence of  the  agricultural  depression,  and  that, 
tnerefore,  there  was  no  risk  of  Lady  Watkin 's 
making  a  sale,  as  nolKxly  would  give  anything 
for  them. 

**A  ehorttime  after  this  I  hapjiened  by  the 
merest  chance  to  see  that  a  Public  Bill  had 
been  intrrwluced  by  a  jirivate  Member  into  pjir- 
liament  for  abolishing  the  .4et  of  Elis^ahcth  re- 
lating to  the  subject,  and  at  the  time  I  applic<l 
to  you  it  was  lacing  hurrierl  throngli  the  Com- 
moHM^  and  I  have  since  l&irnc<l  that  Mr.  Coxens- 
Haniy,  who  had  charge  of  the  HiU,  was  Sir  Wil- 
liam Ingram's  counsel,  and  ha4l  Ijeen  a^ivising 
him  on  the  matter. 

**ETen  if  the  Bill  hail  been  brought  in  by 
Government  on  public  grounds  1  consider  I 
fihonld  have  lx!en  strictly  within  my  right  to 
take  the  steps  I  did  to  get  a  little  time  to  eon- 
eider  it ;  a  Bill  altering  the  law  on  the  snbje<::t 
of  Tolaotary  conveyances  which  had  been  in 
opentiOD  for  300  yeara^ 

*•  1  am  not  aware  that  any  different  rule  is 
applicable  to  a  Bill  itromote*!  by  a  private 
Member  and  so  framed  as  to  giv«  it  an  ex  post 
/tfr<ii  operation,  thereby  depriving  Lady  Watkin 
of  her  legal  right  as  to  these  estates. 

^*  I  prefer  putting  it  to  you  liroailly  ad  a  qnes* 
tion  of  principle,  tliat  the  few  days'  further  time 
obtained  by  your  block  was  really  a  pewonal 


convenience  to  myself,  as  !  wanted  to  confer 
with  l*ady  Watkin  on  the  8ub|e<*t  before  she 
executed  the  conveyance,  which  was  prepared 
anil  renidy  for  execution  Ijcfore  I  apj>Ue*i  to  you. 
Lady  Watkin  was  in  Wale^  at  the  time,  and  1 
was  unwell,  aod  it  was  a  convenience  to  me  to 
go  down  n  few  days  later  than  I  did  in  conae- 
(juenee  of  my  being  unsvell. 

"  1  will  only  add  that  you  knew  nothing  of 
any  of  these  circnmstanees.  You  simftly  com- 
jdied  with  my  request  as  an  act  of  courtesy  to 
me,  a  favour  which  I  should  not  have  hesitated 
to  aHk  of  any  Memlj»er. 

*'  &orry  to  trouble  you  with  so  long  a  storyi 
but  1  could  not  put  it  to  you  shorter. 
*^  Yours  truly, 

♦*OSigoeil)        J.  Mt>REi8/' 

1  hiive  Httle  more  to  say  ou  fhi?i  matter. 
What  Ide.sire  to  empbusise  Is  that  Mr,  J, 
Morri!^,  who  is  a  soHeitor,  t!imj>eretl  with 
a  Member  of  this  House  ;  tiisit  he  iachieed 
a  Member  of  this  House  to  block  a  Bill 
which  was  being  pat^sed  through  this 
House  for  the  general  benefit  of  the 
commuuitv,  in  order  to  gntu  a  piirticular 
object  for  a  personal  purpose,  and  for  a 
private  iudividual.  I  submit  that  there 
18  evidence  that  the  hon.  Barouet  the 
Member  for  Hythe  iuj^trticted  liis  solicitor 
so  to  act.  Sol iei tors  do  not  act  without 
instructions,  either  general  or  special.  If 
he  did  iuatruct  Mr.  Morris,  then  I  submit 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  was  guilty  of  a 
breach  of  thfi  Privilegen  of  this  House, 
or,  at  any  rate,  of  conduct  of  which  this 
House  will  take  coginsauee.  If  the 
j^olicitor^  Mr,  Morris,  bud  no  iastriietions 
whatever,  then  he,  I  submit,  h  guilty  of 
a  grofls  breach  of  the  Privileges  of  this 
House.  I  submit,  further,  that  the 
House  should  know  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  jjouth,  who  is  a  sotieitor,  ami  the 
frieiul  of  atiother  solicitor  in  the  City 
practiai ug  in  the  next  street,  has  acte<l 
for  the  hon.  Barouet  the  Member  for 
Hythe,  alfhough,  in  thi,s  instance,  Mr. 
Morris?  only  acteil,  I  find  in  *'  Mems. 
a bmi t  M e m  1  >e m  *'  in  Th e  Pa U  Ma II 
Gfizeiie  thii*  entry.  [ Cries  nf  "  Oh  !  '*] 
Then  I  will  not  read  it,  I  nssert  that  I 
understand  that  the  hou.  Memlier  for 
Louth  is  solicitor  to  the  hou.  Burou«3t  the 
Member  for  Hythe  in  regard  to  the 
Metropolitau  Railway,  Hie  Channel 
Tuunel,  the  Watkin  Tower,  and  "  other 
schemes  and  projects  of  that  great  man," 
I  submit  that  an  hon.  Member  has  been 
tampered  with,  and  I  ask  you,  Sir, 
whether,  under  these  circumstances,  I 
should  move  that  a  Committee  Ije 
appointed  to  consider  this  matter,  l>e- 
eau3e,  having  regard  to  the  complicated 
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nature  of  it^  it  would  he  better,  perhaps, 
tbal  a  Committee  shonltl  itifiaire  into  the 
Fitliject  rather  tlian  that  tht^  time  of  tlie 
HousiO  sljould  be  tiikeE  up  ? 
♦Mil.  SPEAKER  :  The  hon.  Member 
hae  not  fill  id  what  he  wa«ts  the  Selout 
Committee  to  inquire  into.  Will  the 
hon.  Gentleman  read  the  Reference  fo  the 
Committee  which  he  wislie:*  the  1 1  on  se  to 
appoint  ? 

Mr.  PRITCHAHD-MOKGAN  :  I 
move,  Sir — 

**  That  ft  Select  Committee  he  appointed  to 
luijuire  and  Report  to  this  House;  whether  any, 
find,  if  sOj  wliiit,  persons  have  been  gaiUy  of  a 
breach  of  the  Privileges  of  this  House  in  refer- 
ence to  the  blocking  of  the  Yoliintary  Convey- 
ances Bill  on  31  hi  of  May,  1893,  and  that  any 
two  or  more  Members  uf  Kuch  Committee  have 
power  to  exam i He  any  witnet»gesi  who  are  in- 
capadtnted  by  sickness  from  atteixling  ^jereon* 
ally  to  l>e  examined  by  such  Committee." 

Siu  W.  I>i(tRAM  (Bosjstuu)  seconded 
the  Motion. 


Motion  maJe^  and  Question  propoBed, 
♦*Thata  Sek'rt  Connnittee  lie  uppointed  to 
Inquire  and  Report  to  this  House  whether  any. 
andj  if  80,  what,  permns  have  been  e:uilt3,'  of  a 
breach  of  the  Privilegey  of  thk  House  in  refer- 
ence to  the  blocking  nf  the  Voknit;uy  Convey- 
ances Bill  on  3lKt  of  May,  1B93,  ami  that  any  two 
or  more  Membi'i's  of  such  Committee  have  power 
to  examine  any  witnesses  who  are  incapacitated 
by  sickness  fnnu  attendinj^  personally  to  be  ex- 
am ineil  by  sutjli  Committee,"— (J/r.  PrUchuni- 

Sir  W.  IIABCOURT:  I  think  the 
opinion  of  fiiis  House  is  that  we  a  hon  hi 
not  extend  iHeacheH  of  Privilege,  and  I 
am  bound  to  ^ny  that  the  Motion  which 
my  hoD.  Friciid  has  ma<le  has  gone  in- 
finitely bejoml  any  i^Jea  of  quei^tionw  of 
Privilege  evi-r  contemplated.  1  have  lis- 
tened to  the  statemeot  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  it  appears  to  mo  to  amount  to 
lliir? — that  there  has  in  ten  siome  domestic 
ditlerciice  in  certain  familieK  in  reference 
to  a  settlement .  VVliat  have  we  got  to 
do  with  tlnit  ?  As  regards^  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Mendier  for  Louth,  nobody 
imputea  to  Idtn  that  lie  knew  anything 
of  thii^.  That  was  stated  by  all  the  parties. 
It  appears,  as  I  gather,  that  a  ^tolicitm 
acting  for  a  gentleman  who  wan  unwell 
wanted  time  to  consider  a  Bill  ;  and  he 
asked  my  hon.  Friend  to  block  it,  in 
order  that,  there  might  be  some  further 
time  taken  for  its  discussion.  Well,  iSir, 
the  practice  of  blocking  Bills  it*  a  common 
practice,  and  if  we  were  Ui  appoint  a 
Committee  to  inc|uire  into  the  reass^ons  for 
*/r.  Priicha  rd-  Morgan 
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block iog  Bills  we  ehould  have  enough 
to  do.  I  have  observed  that  a  Bill  in 
which  I  take  great  interest  has  frequently 
been  blocked,  and  if  we  were  to  inqnire 
into  the  objects  of  the  people  wdio  block 
it  it  wonld  be  a  very  inconveiiieut  in- 
quiry. Therefore,  I  do  hope  that  the 
lionse,  without  further  discnssion,  will 
decline  to  entertain  this  Motion. 

•Mfi.  PERKS  (Lincolnshire,  Louth)  : 
I  wonld  a^k  the  House  just  for  one 
moment  to  give  me  the  opportunity  of 
offering  to  it  a  personal  explanation.  In 
the  iirst  place,  permit  me  to  say  tiiat  I 
am  entirely  ignorant  of  the  personal  con- 
troversies which  have  nnfortunately 
arisen  between  the  hon.  Member  for 
Boston  and  his  relatives,  and  I 
have  no  interest  in  them  directly  or 
indirectly.  So  far  as  J  am  con- 
cerned, the  facts  are  as  follows  :  The 
Voluntary  Conveyances  Act  was  set 
down  for  Committee,  not  for  Third 
Reading,  as  stateil  by  the  hon.  Member, 
on  Wednesday,  the  31st  of  Miiy,  The 
Bill  was  a  P*d.dic  Bill  in  charge  of  a 
private  Member,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Northern  Division  of 
Norfolk.  On  Monday,  tlie  29th  of  May, 
1  received  a  letter  from  Mr»  John  Morris 
(of  the  firm  of  Asharat,  Morris  aud  Co.), 
a  gentleman  w^elUkiiown  to  every  legal 
Memlier  of  this  House,  asking  me  if  I 
would  on  his  behalf,  and  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  fur  nytbe,oppose  the  Voluntary 
Conveyances  Bill  Mr.  Morris  did  not 
tell  me,  nor  was  1  aware,  why  he  objected 
to  the  Bill  ;  and  I  had  no  opportnnity  of 
seeing  him  before  the  Bill  cfune  into 
Committee  on  Wednesday,  Kot  know^ 
ing  what  the  objections  to  the  Bill  were, 
J  obtained  a  copy  of  the  Bill,  aud  found 
that  it  made  very  important  changes  ia 
the  law  relating  to  voluntary  con- 
veyances. I  also  ascertained  that  the 
Bill  had  been  read  a  second  time  in  this 
House  on  the  I7tii  of  May  without 
any  comment  or  explanation.  W^heti 
the  Bill  came  on  as  an  unopposed  Billon 
Wednesday,  the  .Hist  of  May,  and  was 
movetl  withouj  comment  by  my  hon.  uml 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Norfolk, 
I  olgected,  and  the  Bill  consequently 
stood  over.  My  btui.  anil  learned 
Friend  in  charge  of  the  Bill  came  to  ma 
and  asked  me  why  1  tdijceted  Xti  it  ;  and 
I  told  htm  that  Mr.  John  Morris  had 
asked  me  to  oppose  the  Bill ;  that  I  did 
not    then    know    Mr,   Morris'ii    reasoas 
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I  1  lia<l  Dot  seen  him,  but  that 
T  hml  reml  thv  Bill,  vvhicli  Hpeineil  to 
rne  too  important  a  Bill  to  pass  witlioiu 
eonsitlenitioti  and  cxpluuiitioii.  My  hoii. 
ami  l«iariied  Frterifl  tiskcnl  mo  to  g^o  witli 
hitn  ioto  the  Librarjaiitl  read  tiie  Report 
of  the  Debate  in  the  Lords  upon  the  Bill. 
1  did  ^o,  nod  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Morris,  saving 
thai  the  Bill  seemed  to  me  to  be  a 
readonahle  one,  atiil  that  I  shonld  be  glad 
to  knov%^  what  his  objections  to  it  were, 
and  I  iolortued  the  hon.  Member  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  that  I  would  not  tiike 
further  aetiou,  Tlie  Bill  was  net  down 
for  Corn  mitt  ee  on  the  following  Wednes- 
day, the  7th  of  June,  T  did  not  oppose 
it,  nor  did  I  takuanj  further  aetion  in  the 
matter.  The  Bill,  having  l»een  amended 
in  Committee,  hatl  to  pass  the  Third 
Reading  and  to  be  *<ent  baek  to  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  it  received  (he 
Hojal  Assent  on  the  29th  of  June, 
exactly  a  month  after  tlio  day  in  whieh 
it  is  said  I  blocked  it  in  the  interest  of 
the  parties,  I  heard  nothing  more  of 
the  subject.  I  had  no  conversxition  either 
with  Mr.  Morris  or  the  lion.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  liythL'  on  the  matter.  I  had 
not  the  Klightest  idea  why  they  objected 
to  the  Bill  ;  I  knew  nothing  of  their 
fatnily  dietpute^,  and  the  cirenmstauee 
paaeed  completely  out  of  mj  mind  until  a 
'  month  ago,  when  an  hon.  Member  eiime 
to  me  in  the  Lobby  and  toltl  me  substan- 
tially what  the  hou.  Member  for  Merthyr 
has  jnst  etiited  to  the  House.  I  wrote 
Mr.  Morris,  asking  him  for  an  exphuia- 
tiou,  and  1  received  the  reply  which  has 
been  read  to  the  House,  which  fully,  and, 
to  my  mind,  perfectly  satisfactorily,  dealt 
with  all  the  circumstances.  I  have  already 
stated  to  the  House  that  when  I  opposed 
the  Voluntary  ConveyaNces  Bill  I  hud  no 
knowletige  whatever  of  any  of  ibe  cir- 
ciimstaueeH  referre<l  to  l>y  the  lion.  Mem- 
ber for  Merthyr,  nor  did  I  know  what 
Mr.  Morris'^s  ol ejections  were.  I  have 
only  to  add,  while  thanking  tlie  House  for 
their  indulgence  in  permitting  me  to  make 
this  statement,  that  I  was  not  in  May, 
1893,  nor  am  I  now,  nor  Inive  I  at  any 
,  time  been  directly  or  indirectly,  ]>ro- 
fessioualiy  or  otherwise,  interested  to  the 
I  extent  of  one  single  farthing  in  any  of 
ibe^c  dispute**,  nor  do  I  professionally 
I  represent  any  of  the  parties.  It  is  tnie 
I  that  ill  years  gone  by  I  batl  the  honour 
I  of  acting  for  many  of  the  Railway  Com- 
L  panics  that  were  under  the  guidance  of 
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the  hon*  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Hythe,  but  I  am  not  his  private  profea- 
sional  adviser,  nor  have  I,  as  I  say,  a 
farthing  of  interest  in  auy  of  the  matters 
which  are  the  subject  of  this  unhappy 
familv  controversy, 

•Sir  R.  WEBSTER  {Isle  of  Wight)  : 
I  would  not  have  spoken  had  1  not  re- 
ceived a  communication  from  Mr,  Morris, 
who  is  known  to  many  as  a  member  of 
the  firm  of  Ashurst  and  Morris — a  Jirm 
of  the  highest  position  in  the  City  of 
Loudon,  in  practice  40  or  oO  years,  I 
could  not  help  being  Romewhat  surprised, 
and  I  was  at  a  loss  for  the  reaMtn  that 
could  have  induced  the  hou.  Member  (Mr* 
Pritchard-Morgan )  to  bring  forwtird  this 
question  until  1  saw  (hat  bis  Motion 
was  sectuided  by  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
W,  Ingram),  who  seems  to  be  personally 
connected  with  this  matter.  1  cannot 
help  thinking  it  unfortunate  that  such  a 
statement  si  ion  hi  have  been  miwle  in  the 
absence  of  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  E. 
Watkin),  who  is  too  ill  even  to  have  the 
matter  communicated  to  him.  The  sug- 
gestion is  that  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  E. 
Watkin)  committed  an  improper  act  in 
securing  the  blocking  of  this  Bill.  It 
appears  to  tue  that  if  such  an  arcusatiou 
was  going  to  be  made,  it  glionld  have 
been  made  when  the  hon.  Baronet  could 
have  been  present,  or  when  communica- 
tion could  have  bren  made  to  him,  in  order 
that  his  views  might  have  been  presented 
to  the  House. 

Mr.  PRITCHARD-MORGAN  t  I 
communicated  with  the  hou.  Baronet 
(Sir  E.  Watkin)  last  week,  when  he  was 
in  London,  He  travelled  from  London  to 
Manchester,  and  thence  to  Snowdon.  I 
am  not  responsible  lor  the  fact  of  the  letter 
not  having  reached  him.  His  secretary 
now  tells  me  that  the  hou.  Barouet  is  too 
ill  to  receive  letters.  I  did  what  I  could 
to  cMimmunicatc  with  him. 

Silt  R,  WEBSTER:  I  mentioned 
thi»  merely  to  show  the  exact  position  in 
which  the  matter  stiudt*.  With  regard 
to  Mr.  Morris,  the  explanation  that  ha« 
(►ecu  read  is,  I  submit,  a  complete  refuta* 
tion  of  any  suggestion  that  Mr.  Morris 
had  lieen  guilty  of  any  breuch  of  Privi- 
lege. From  Mr.  Morris's  statement  it  i* 
clear  that  this  matter  had  l>eou  in  pre- 
paration for  a  cotusiderable  titne,  that  the 
conveyance  was  actually  executed  on 
May  30^  that  the  block  on  the  Bill  did 
not  take  place  until   the  31  si,  that  that 
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wns  only  the  Committee  stage,  dtid  that 
the  Bill  did  not  receive  the  Royal 
AsseDt  uiJtii  H  month  afterwards.  The 
House  will  i^ee  how  absolutely  ground- 
less is  the  Fu^geiition  that  Mr.  Morrts, 
whatever  lie  may  have  ilane,  was  in  any 
way  tr  II  i  1  ty  of  »  brea  c  h  of  Pr  i  v  i  I  eg  o .  In 
communieating  wieh  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr,  Perkis)  1  veuttire  to  thiwk,  if  I  may 
couenr  w*ith  the  Clianeellor  of  the  Ex- 
cbecjiier,  that  if  the  motivci^  with  which 
Bills  ha%e  l*eeii  ami  are  lilocked  were  to 
be  examined  into,  the  House  wovdd  have 
un  endless  and  a  somewlint.  pt-qdexin^ 
task*  The  explanation  shows  that  there 
was  no  neeessity  for  occnpying  the  time 
<if  the  House,  or  for  bringing  before 
Memliers  the  name  of  the  solicitor,  who, 
as  far  as  I  know,  enjoys  the  respect  of 
those  with  wliom  he  is  acfjuaintet],  who 
has  done  notliitig  of  which  he  is  ashamed, 
or  of  which  he  is  not  prepared  to  give 
the  fullest  explanation. 

Sitt  WMNGHAM  (Bosttm)  :  I  wish, 
as  far  as  possible,  to  eliminate  from  the 
few  remarks  I  shall  make  all  comments 
of  a  personal  nature.  With  regard  to  the 
matter  involved  in  the  *|uestion,  I  feel 
sure  that  it  is  not  one  for  the  House  to 
decide.  That  is  of  a  private  nattire,  and 
will  he  referrt^d  to  the  proper  Court  for 
decision.  I  tlo  hope,  however,  that  hon. 
Members  will  allow  me  to  explain,  and 
to  assure  them  on  my  word,  as  a  Member 
of  this  House,  that  I  bad  n nt hi ng  to  do 
with  the  intrcnluctiou  of  this  Bill  into  the 
House  of  Lords.  It  w^as  in  trod  need  by 
Lord  Macnaghten^  without  my  know- 
ledge and  without  any  cominunicatiou 
from  futyWly  eonnected  with  me.  It 
was  fonked  after  in  this  House  by  the 
hou.  Meniber  (Mr.  Cozens- Hardy)  not 
in  my  interests  and  not  at  my  insti- 
gation, as  he  can  assure  you.  We 
ought,  I  think,  to  be  gratified  with  the 
explanation  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Perks),  I  feel  certain  that  he  was  not 
personally,  directly  or  indirectly,  in- 
teresieil  in  this  unit ter.  At  the  same 
time,  I  think  it  right  to  say  that,  taking 
the  eorrospondence  as  ii  has  Ixten  read, 
there  is  md  th*^  least  doubt  that  the  block 
on  this  Bill  enableil  the  bon.  Baronet  (Sir 
E,  VVatkin)  tii  obtain  th'i^  pruperty.  It 
is  as  fleai  as  jiossilde  that  the  property  was 
purchasi*il  mi  Mny  31,  This,  however, 
does  not  concern  Members  of  the  House, 
jind  1  shall  be  very  glad  if  these  personal 
Sir  R.  Webster 
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matters  can  bo  removed  from  the  notice 
of  the  House. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  PRITCHABD-MORGAN  :  I 
beg  to  give  notice  that  on  an  early  day 
I  will  move  to  make  valid  the  vohinlary 
settlement. 


SITTINGS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (EXEMPTION 
FHOM  THE  STANDING  ORDER). 
Ordered,  That  the  proceedings  on  the 
Motion  for  the  apjwintment  of  a  Stand- 
ing Committee  on  Scotch  Bills,  if  under 
discussion  at  Twelve  oWlock  this  night, 
be  not  interrupted  under  the  Standing 
Order  Sittings  of  the  House. — {Thr 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,) 

ORDEES    OF    THE    DAW 


STANDING   COMMITTEE   (SCOTLAND). 
RESOLUTION.      [AtUOrnNBD    I3KBATE*] 

Order  read,  for  resumed  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  to  Questioa  [2iid 
April], 

**Tbat,  ill  .i*ldition  to  the  two  Standing  Com- 
mittees iippointtal  under  Standing  Order  No.  47. 
a  Standing  Coniniittec  flhall  ha  appointed  for 
thecf>DHideration  of  all  Bills  rnlatinipr  exclusively 
t<j  Scotland  which  may*  by  order  of  the  Houses 
be  c-ommitted  to  them,  and  that  the  pro\risioii« 
€>f  Stamling^  Order  No.  47  aball  apply  to  the 
«ftiJ  {Standing  t^omaiittee  : 

That  the  said  Standing  Committee  do  consist 
of  all  the  MemlxTs  ropre-jicntin^  Rcotlisb  con- 
stituencies, together  with  tifteen  other  Membere 
to  Ije  nomlnnte<t  by  the  ('ommittee  of  Selection^ 
who  sbAll  have  i*ower  from  time  to  time  to  dis- 
charge the  MemberH  iio  nominated  hy  ihem,  and 
to  appoint  others  in  suhetitution  for  those  di«- 
rhttrged  : 

Thnt  Standing  Onlers  Nos.  4»  and  5(»  do 
jipply  to  the  said  Standing  Committee."— (Si> 

And  whkdi  Amendment  wii.s  to  leave 
out  from  the  word  *'  That/*  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words — 

**  This  House  declinoR  to  sanction,  in  regard  to 
Bills  relating  to  one  jxirtion  only  of  the  United 
Kingdom^  any  plan  by  whieh  the  ancjent 
practice  u  to  the  constitutLon  of  Committeoi 
of  thirt  HouHc  sihtHl  be  fundamentally  altered 
nntil  it  bait  hftd  an  opportunity  of  pronouncing 
n[)on  a  genaral  Hchenie  which  Mhall  extend  alilctf 
treatment  to  Bills  relating  to  each  of  the  other 
^Kirtions  of  the  Unit4?d  King^iom," — (Mr,  A.  /, 

QnestioQ  ngmn  propof*ed, 

**  That^the  word*  'in  addition  to  the  two  Stand- 
ing Commit  tees  appointed  under  Standing  Order 
Na  i7  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 


I 


649         Standing  Commit (ee 

Debate  resumed, 

•Sir  J,  LUBBOCK  {LoDclon  llQiver- 
sity)  :  Sir,  tlie  Goveruineut  cliiim  to  l>o 
a  Progressive  Pnrty,  Unt  the  Uiiioni^ts^ 
ure  the  true  Party  of  Progress  :  tbe  \jso- 
vertimeut  repres^eyt  retrogression  ;  they 
wish  to  revive  the  homidiirle?  hjnI  iHtier- 
ences  which  heparatetl  iis  formerly ,  They 
are  promoting,  nnintentionally  of  eoirrse, 
jealousies  whieh  weakentnl  us  so  mncli  in 
tbe  past,  which  retanled  the  progress  of 
this  country,  and  led  to  so  many  civil 
W&rB,  so  mtieh  bloodshed  mul  misery » 
As  between  England  and  Scotland^  the 
boundary  Hue  is  an  old  iifrutegieal  liue, 
but  represents  no  difference  of  raee»  habits, 
or  interests,  Tbe  wbole  eondition  of  the 
soutberu  iigricultural  counties  of  Scot- 
land resemble  innch  oiore  idoscly  tbe 
agricultural  districts  of  Northcru  Euglaud 
tban  the  Urban  or  Iligldand  districts  of 
ScotlainL  Ethuologieally.  the  line  of 
separation  lietsveen  Euglaud  and  Scot- 
land is  ijuite  imaginary.  There  js  no 
real  distinction  bcrwcou  the  ijopulation 
North  and  Soiitli  of  the  iine.  Tlie  real 
distinctiou  is  between  tbe  Higb landers 
iiiid  the  Lowbinders,  Tbe  true  bouudary 
line  is  not  from  East  to  West,  but  from 
North  to  Sftutb,  or,  speaking  more 
eraetly,  from  North -East  to  Soutli-Wesi. 
The  right  hon,  Gentlemau  the  Meml>er 
for  Midlothian  strougly  ecmdemned  the 
pro}K>s[d  now  made  by  Her  Mnjesty's 
Goverumeut,  Speiikiiigin  1882,  in  reply 
to  Mr.  l*arnell  hi  opposition  to  a  proposal 
for  geographical  Grand  Comuiittees,  he 
said — 

"Thcbon.  Member  invited  the  Government  to 
sanction  the  principle  that  certain  Iiiij>cml 
powers — the  powers  of  the  Iin],>criftl  Parliament 
—should  be  exercised  by  bwties  of  Mcinliers 
taken  exclusively  from  uiie  piirt  of  tlie  Unitett 
Kingiiom.  He  greatly  doul^ted  wlietlier  tho 
Parliatnent  would  ever  sanction  anything  of  tbe 

kind For  that  Hoti.se  to  tlivi<le  itself  in 

>be  manner  proposal  would  he  a  moKt  fiin^lar 
and  extraordinary  innovation,  and  an  in  hots - 
tion  which  the  Houm©  would  not,  tie  thon^ht^ 
utxlcr  any  eircuiiiHtaiioefi>  be  piepare«l  to  enter- 
tain/' 

Devolution  may  or  may  not  be  necessary, 
but  if  neeeseary  it  should  be  determined 
by  gubjectw,  not  hy  geographical 
lx»undarie8.  From  the  Amemlmeut  I  had 
on  tbe  Paper — ^and  which  the  Forms  of 
the  House  prevent  my  moving — it 
hafl  beeD  said  that  I  am  prepared  lo 
go  even  further  than  Her  Majesty^fi 
^  DTeniment.     That  ia  not  bo  ;  1  am  not 
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ill  favour  of  geographical  Graud  Com- 
mittees ;  but  I  maintain  that  if  Scotch 
liillfJi  are  to  be  referred  to  a  Scotch  Com- 
mittee, English  Billn  shouhl  be  referred 
toanEngli.sh  Commitiec,  and  that  if  Iri.^h 
Mend)ers  wish  it  a  Htmilnr  com;^e  shouhl 
be  adojilcd  in  that  ease  aho.  Grand 
Coimuittces  for  the  several  sections  of 
the  Uuited  Kingdom  are  a  mistake,  luit 
if  tliere  is  to  be  oue  for  Scotland  I  bold 
that  it  is  obvi.jusly  right  and  ju!?t  that  we 
should  have  a  (Trand  Committee  for  Eng- 
laiul  abo,  and  tbe  obligation  of  proof  rent^ 
with  those  who  oppose.  It  may  be  said 
that  England  has?  expressed  no  desire  forj 
such  a  course,  I  might  reply,  neither  ba 
Scotland,  Sojne  Scotch  Members  wisely 
wish  to  preserve  tbe  Uuiou  under  whieb 
the  crnmtry  has  flourished  mj  greatly  ; 
others  unwisely  ask  for  a  separate  Legis- 
lature ;  but  those  who  are  in  favour  of  a, 
Scotch  Grand  Committee,  niiless  as  a 
mere  stej>ping  stoue  to  se^jaratiou,  are 
a  small  minority.  1  will  not,  bow- 
ever,  dwell  upon  this  point,  which  is 
not  material  to  my  argument ♦  Butj 
though  England  bus  shown  no  desire  for| 
separate  Grand  Conmiittees,  still,  if  Scot- 
land is  to  have  one,  we  ought  to  be 
j>laced  in  the  same  position.  I  may 
refer  on  this  point  to  the  Manifesto  of 
the  Scotch  Home  Rule  Aggociation,  who 
say- — 

*'The  iMca  rUies  not  find  favour  in  Scotland, 
for  the  same  reason  as  rendereil  the  correHpond- 
ing  one  for  Ireland  unacccptahle  to  the  Irish 
p«M>|>le,  and  because,  in  ailtlition,  the  8yi<teni  of 
leyi^hition  in  National  Grand  Comn)ittec8  coidd 
only  Imve  heenentertninetlif  a[jplied  to  English 
tuid  Irish  as  well  as  to  Scottish  Ijegihlatures,'^ 

And  they  eotitiuue — 

'*  This  question  aifect«  the  vital  intcrcsta  of 
each  of  the  three  parties  to  the  present  Union. 
If  one  of  them  is  t(j  l*  entrusiteil  with  the  sole 
maaagen^ent  of  domestic  affairw,  the  other  two 
must  receive  the  same  privilege.  No  eon r*i dera- 
tion for  Ireland  woidd  justify  your  Memorialihts 
in  suhinitting  loaii  arraug^einent  untler  which  her 
ItepresentatiFes,  being  anovve<l  the  exclusive 
mana^^etnent  of  their  own  domestic  affairs^ 
Would  he  permitte<l  also  to  control  in  the  lin- 
|>erial  rarlianient  the  domestic  affairn  of  Scot- 
Jand/* 

That  seems^  to  me  to  be  a  very  sensible 
and  logical  arguraeut.  Indeed,  if  only 
one  such  Grand  Committee  h  to 
be  constittited,  I  should  claim  tbe 
p  r eced e  n  ce  f or  E  n  g  1  a  nd .  Well ,  S  i  r,  w  h  at 
waH  tbe  argumeiit  used  by  the  H0111& 
Secretary  (Mr*  Aj^qyith)  the  other  day  at 
Hudderfifield.     I  always  read  with  very 
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l^rent  'mteresit  and  atteotiou  everrthitig 
that  falls  from  liirn,  because  he  speaks 
witli  great  ability  and  ujoderutiou,  atul 
til  nays  makes  out  the  best  case  he  eau 
from  liift  own  point  of  view,  and  also 
lieeiiiiBe  he  is  one  of  the  most  intlnenthil 
of  (hose  wliom  I  have  iJio  lionour  of 
representing  in  thi.'^  House.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  told  us  that  a  >Seotch 
Bill  was  *'  beyond  the  powers  of  an 
Englishman  to  comprehend,''  That  was 
not  very  eomplinientary  ;  and»  if  correct, 
it  suggests  that  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Government  it  would  be  an  improvement 
if  Euglisb  Bills  also — not  to  say  Irish — 
were  referred  to  a  Scoteh  Corainittew 
rather  than  siibjeeted  to  the  stupid  criti- 
cism of  Knglish  Members.  TheUj  he 
continued — 

"How  tlisiappointiiig  when  we  hare  harl  a 
nice  i»L«tructivtj^  quiet,  fruitful  E^ebate,  in  which 
the  whole  matter  has  been  gone  into  frora  a 
pui-ely  Scotch  point  of  view  to  have  these 
English  fitnirjgers  overrule  our  opinion*  !  " 

Thinj^s  have  come  to  a  pretty  pass  when 
an  English  Home  Secretary  speaks  of 
Knglish  Members  in  our  own  House  of 
Commons  as  strangers  !  It  shows  how 
the  Goveniment  are  themselves  affbctoil 
by  the  Separatist  and  anti-uationiil 
feelings  which  they  are  rousing  all  over 
the  country.  If,  8ir,  we  turn  to  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land (Sir  G»  Trevelyan),  what  reason 
does  he  allege  for  this  proposal  ?  He 
gives  three.     He  says — 

"  Have  we  been  told  the  country  is  too  amali 
and  unimportant — a  country  with  a  popalation 
as  large  as  a  second-class  European  Kingdom — 
a  Kingdom  with  manners,  customs,  laws,  and 
aLlminiMtration  of  its  own  1  Have  we  been 
shown  that  the  population  to  whom  tho:«i 
iHiwcis  are  fiakwl  to  be  tintruHtcd  cannot  ]:>e 
truBtctl  with  them  ?  .  ,  ,  Have  we  been 
shown  that  Scotchmen  do  not  understand  or 
are  unfitted  to  niana^  their  own  education, 
their  own  Universities,  their  own  municipai 
affair**,  their  own  liquor  tratBc,  and  all  the 
other  matters  which  concern  the  morality,  the 
welfare,  and  the  pronperitj  of  the  country  7 
Let  our  opponents  show  that,  or  let  them  admit 
thnt  wc  hove  a  good  caae." 

Now,  surely  he  cannot  deny  that  those 
reasons  ttpp^J  with  ns  much  foree,  or 
even  more  force,  to  En  gland.  He  says 
that 

"  iScotlanrl  has  manners,  customii,  laws,  and  an 
achuiniHtration  of  its  own." 

So  hds  England,     Ho  says — 

"  Cannot  the  Scotch,  to  whom  the  powers  are 
asked  to  be  entrusted,  be  entrusted  with 
them  I " 

Sir  J.  Lubbock 


So  I  ask,  with  all  submission'  to  the 
Home  Secretary,  whether  we  Eoglish 
ure  not  equally  fitted  for  sneb  powers? 
He  af<ks  — 

"  Has  it  Ijieeri  shown  that  Scotchmen  are  un- 
tltted  to  tuanai^  their  own  educatioii,  their  own 
iijuniciiMil  affairs,  and  other  matters  which  con- 
cern the  welfare  of  the  country  1 " 

Well,  does  he  deny  that  the  English  are 
eonipeteni  also  ?  Lastly,  he  says  that 
'*  Scotland  is  not  small  and  unimportant/' 
Well,  I  will  not  ask  htm  to  admit  that 
England  is  more  importaut,  but  he  will 
uot  deny  that  she  is  larger.  And  when 
be  says,  in  conclusion — 

*' Let  our  opjxments  show  that,  or  let  them 
atlmit  that  we  have  a  gO(M\  ease,*' 

Englishnien  may  say  the  same  with  even 
greater  force.  I  will  not  do  Scotch 
Members  the  injustice  of  supposing  that 
tbey  would  refuse  to  ns  the  advantage 
they  claim  for  themselves.  If  Scotland 
ts  to  have  a  special  Grand  Committee, 
wday  not  Eugland  and  Ireland  also  ?  Mr. 
Paruell  was  of  the  same  opiuion.  In  a 
Draft  Heport  presented  to  a  Committee 
of  the  House  in  1868  he  proposed — 

*'That  whenever  any  l^bHc  Bill  relating 
exclusively  to  the  nilaira  of  cither  Bnglaail, 
Ireland,  or  Scotland  lias  heen  rexui  a  second 
time  it  shall  be  referred,  unless  otherwise 
directed  by  the  House,  to  a  L'ommittee  con- 
siating  of  the  Members  representing"  countries 
am!  places  in  England»orof  the  Mem beni  repre- 
senting Ireland  or  Scotlan<i  respecti  vely,  if  the 
UiU  referred  to  Ireland  or  Scotland." 

Who,  then,  la  there  who  objects  to 
thi«  proposal  ?  Lord  Rosebery,  in 
his  celebrated  speech  in  another 
place,  whieh  t^ecmod  quite  clear  till 
it  was  explained,  8poke  of  England 
as  the  predominant  partner,  Tho  Go- 
vernment are  doing  thetr  best,  however, 
to  reduce  us  to  a  position  of  degrading 
infenority.  Tbey  would  give  Ireland 
Home  Rule,  and  Scotland  a  Grand  Com- 
mittee for  Scotch  affairs,  and  then  allow 
Scotch  and  Iriah  Members  to  come  and 
vote  on  English  affairs.  In  fact,  we 
have  as  yet  heard  one  reason,  and  one 
reason  only,  why  a  Grand  Committee  is 
to  be  given  to  Scotland  and  withheld 
from  England — namely,  that  Govern- 
ment do  not  possess  the  conlblence  of 
the  people  of  England,  and  could  uot 
carry  their  measures.  But,  Sir,  why  are 
the  wishes  of  the  Government  to  prevail 
against  the  wishes  of  the  people  of  Eug- 
land ?  Why  are  we  to  be  overridden  by 
Scotch  and  Irish  votes  ?     As  long  as  we 
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are  all  treated  alike  we  cannot  complain. 
Of  course,  the  Union  ImB  some  drawbacks 
for  all  of  iiB  :  more  tbati  competihsatedi 
however,  by  the  advatifaged.  But  if  a 
change  is  innde,  It  is  moustrous  and  un- 
patriotic that  Scotch  Member.*^  are  i*ot 
only  to  legislate  for  themselves,  but  to 
override  the  wishes  of  Enn^land  on  Eng- 
lish atlalrs.  The  reason  given  by  sup- 
porters of  Goverument  against  the  pro- 
posal is  really  the  strongest  reason 
for  it,  May  I  say  one  word  with 
reference  to  the  prospects  of  tlie  Liberal 
Party  if  t\\i}y  have  a  Grand  Committee 
composed  of  Euglish  Memberji  ?  At 
present  tl*ey  bad  the  support  of  the  Irish 
Mem  be  fit,  hut  nobody  can  expect  that  to 
continue.  No  one  who  litis  watched  the 
course  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
cau  consider  that  in  the  future  her  weight 
is  likely  in  all  cases  to  be  thrown  into 
the  LiVjerai  scale,  and,  therefore,  T  think 
it  will  be  a  very  short-sighted  policy  to 
exclude  England  from  having  a  Grand 
Committee  of  its  own  by  any  cousideriition 
of  that  kind.  Finally,  I  would  ask  Hcoteh 
and  Irish  Members  to  place  themselves 
it]  our  positiou.  They  would^  I  am 
sure,  find  no  words  strong  enough  to 
denounce  a  policy  which  proposed  to  give 
English  Members  the  right  to  manage 
their  own  affairs  without  interference, 
and  then  to  vote  on  Scotch  and  Irish 
affau*s,  I  uppetil,  then,  to  them  to  look  at 
thiit  question  in  a  spirit  of  justice  and 
equity  :  and  if  English  Members  would 
also  approach  the  question  In  a  spirit  not 
of  Party  but  of  patriotism,  as  statesmen 
and  not  as  politicians,  and  with  a  sense 
of  what  we  owe  to  our  couutry,  I  should 
liave  no  doubt  as  to  the  vote  they  would 
give. 

Mr.  HlTNTEli  (Aberdeen,  N.)  said, 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman  hud  told  the 
House  that  there  was  no  more  difference 
between  Scotland  and  England  than 
there  was  between  Devonshi^re  and  the 
rest  of  England, 

•Snt  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  he  had  not 
said  anything  of  the  kind.  What  he  bad 
eaid  was,  that  there  was  a  greater  differ- 
ence l»etweoo  the  South  of  Scotland  and 
[4he  Highlands  than  between  the  South  of 
.Scotland  and  the  North  of  England* 

Mr.  hunter  said,  the  rigiit  boa. 
Gentleman  did  not  seem  to  l^e  aware  of 
the  fact  that  the  whole  legal  system  of 
L'Beotland   was    different    from    that    of 
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Enj^land ;  that  Scotland  had  her  own 
Courts  and  her  own  judicature,  which 
were  preserved  to  her  by  the  Treaty  of 
Union,  of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  seem  to  have  beard,  and 
that  her  ecclesiastifml  organisation  was 
totally  different  from  thai  of  England. 
Jn  Engbmd  one  ecclesiastic  was  paid 
£lo,Qt)6  a  year,  while  another  got  £50 
or  £1(K)  a  year,  and  there  wer  " 
grades  and  ranks,  aud  dignities, 
amongst  the  ministers  of  religion.  Of 
all  these  tbings  they  knew  nothing  in 
Scot  hi  wL  The  Scotch  ecclesiastieal 
system  was  based  upon  a  principle  of 
equality*  Scotchmen  had  always  ex- 
hibited in  their  institutions  a  passion  for 
equality.  Nobody  who  knew  anything 
of  the  history  o(  England  would  say  the 
same  of  Englishmen.  With  regard  to 
education,  what  con  hi  be  more  different 
than  the  ideas  of  Seotcbmen  and  English- 
man ?  An  Englishman's  idea  of  ed  neat  ion 
seemed  to  be  to  make  the  religion  of  the 
teachers  high  and  their  ssilaries  low.  The 
Scotch  Poor  Law  administration  was 
totally  different  from  that  of  England, 
and  so  was  the  municipal  governiiient* 
The  smallest  town  in  Scotland  bad  its 
own  supply  of  gus  and  water.  Scotch- 
men did  not  object  to  Euglislmien  allow- 
ing themselves  to  be  robbed  hy  Gas 
Companies  and  Water  Companies,  because 
tlnit  was  their  own  atlair,  but  they  could 
not  allow  it  to  be  said  thiit  there  was  no 
difference  between  Scot  land  and  England. 
There  was  a  profound  difference,  not  only 
in  the  institutions  but  in  the  education 
II nd  the  ideals  and  the  intellect  of  the 
people.  It  had  been  said  by  a  gentle- 
man sittitig  opposite  that  the  appoint- 
ment of  such  a  Committee  as  was  pro- 
posed by  the  Government  would  be  a 
grave  Constitutional  change.  That  was 
very  high-sounding,  sonorous,  awe* 
inspiring  language,  but  what  did  it  mean 
as  applied  to  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment ?  He  never  beard  the  word 
**Coustitntional  "  but  be  was  reminded 
of  the  observation  of  Hobba,  "  That  words 
were  the  counters  of  wise  men  and  the 
money  of  fools."  What  was  the  Constitu- 
tion ?  That  was  a  question  which  was  much 
more  easy  to  ask  than  to  answer^  One 
of  the  most*  able  critics  of  the  British 
Constitution,  De  Tocqueville,  who  also 
entertained  a  prodigious  admiration  for 
Enghshmen  and  English  instltntions,  said, 
iu  answer  to  that  c|uestion — 
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"There  ii^  no  audi  thing  as  the  liritigh 
Cnnstitutiou,  It  is  a  thing  which  him  im 
ixistence.'* 

He  Iwlieved  that  if  Professor  Di<'ey  were 
put  ihlci  oiitf  room,  liiid  three  ur  ftiiir 
equally  cuiiipeteut  iiicu  into  other  rooiiii^, 
II ud  tliey  were  all  asked  to  write  an 
Bceouiit  of  the  British  Cotistitntiori 
without  holding  iiiiy  eoininmiiejition 
with  one  another,  no  twt>  of  them 
would  agree  in  ail  ptirticular.s  hut  not 
one  of  them  would  drcaui  of  s^uggehtiug 
that  the  Hules  of  Procedure  of  the  House 
of  Com  III  on  5  were  jjarl  of  the  Coufiti- 
tiition.  In  i^onie  countries  a  Coti^ititution 
uudoulitedlv  existed,  as  in  the  United 
iSt^ites.  What  did  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  Slates  provide  with  regard 
to  the  question  of  procedure  ?  The  pro- 
vision was  eontainetl  in  one  short  seii- 
t e  n  ce,  w  h  i  e h  j  a  n  as  f o  1 1  o  w  s  ;  * '  E  ae  1 1 
House  njay  detertnine  tlie  Kules  of  its 
proceedings/'  If  it  were  to  be  said  that 
every  aet  which  was  dt>ne  iis  the  exereise 
of  that  power  was  part  of  the  CoDSti- 
tutiou  the  persoji  who  saiil  it  would  he 
talking  egregious  nonsense.  It  might 
as  well  he  said  that  every  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment was  part  of  the  Hritish  Constitution^ 
and  that  therefore  every  amendment  of 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  however  trivial, 
^vas  an  amendment  of  the  Constitulioi.^ 
Those  who  said  that  the  slight  t  hange 
HOW  ]}ro posed  in  tlie  form  of  prrKiedui*e 
of  I  he  House  of  Commons  was  a  Const  i- 
tntionnl  change  were  stretching  the  word 
*' ConstitulJoii ''  until  it  craeked  and 
hecame  wholly  ineaningless*  To  say 
that  this  was  a  great  Constitutioual 
ctiange  was  halderdiisli  and  nonsense. 
He  could  not  help  thinking  tliat  most  of 
the  speeches  which  had  been  mtule 
against  the  proposal  were  tnaile  Ijy  hoii. 
Members  before  they  had  seen  it,  Thej^ 
were  speeches  wliich  were  directed  nol 
against  the  jiroposal  before  the  House, 
but  a  totally  different  proposal— a  pro- 
posit!  which  owed  its  origin  to  a  very 
djjitinguished  atu!  respected  maii,  the 
late  Mr.  John  Bright.  What  Mr.  Bright 
proposed  in  1886  was  exactly  the 
opposite  of  the  pro|K>sal  now  before  the 
House*  Of  course,  his  reference  was  to 
Irehiud,  hut  every  word  that  Mr*  Bright 
said  of  Ireland  was  m  >re  true  of 
Scotlaiul,  because  hc>  might  have  enter- 
tained this  doubt  with  regard  to  the 
former,  that  the  Irish  Members  were 
not  loyal.  Whatever  might  be  said 
Mr.  Hunter 


alxmt  the  Scottish  Members,  the  ques- 
tion of  loyalty  did  not  apply  in  tlieirca^e, 
and  therefore  what  Mr.  Bright  said  of 
Ireland  was,  a  fortiori ^  true  of  Scotfaod. 
His  proposal  was  that  there  should  lie  a 
Statiding  Order — this  was  not  a  Staml- 
ing  Order— of  tlie  House  Ly  which  all 
Bills  relating  to  Ireland  or  to  Seotiaiiil, 
as  the  case  might  he,  should,  after  the 
First  Reading,  which  was  to  he  a  purely 
formal  transact  ion,  he  referred  to  a  Com- 
mit lee  exclusively  composed  of  Irish 
Members,  or,  as  the  case  might  be,  of 
Scottish  Meudjers,  There  were  thrtse 
leading  features  in  Mr,  Bright's  proposail 
— (1)  that  the  Committee  should  be  ex- 
clusively National  ;  (2)  that  it  shoylil 
have  the  Second  Hesi^ling  stage  of  a  Bill 
m  itsown  bauds;  (3)  that  all  Bills  should 
be compulsorily  referred  to thisCommittee^ 
if  they  referred  exclusively  to  those  two 
countries.  This,  therefore,  was  a  most 
impnrtant  and  vila!  change,  because,  so 
long  as  the  Standing  Order  was  in  force^ 
it  would  be  impossible  for  a  GovermueDt 
to  force  upon  Ireland  or  upon  Scotlautl 
any  measure  of  w  hieh  the  majority  of  ilie 
Scottish  or  Irish  ilembers  disapproved. 
From  the  negative  point  of  view,  it  pro- 
tected those  uationulitios  from  hostile 
legislation  by  majorities  in  the  House  of 
Commons  ;  and  from  the  positive  point  of 
view,  it  left  only  a  vetoing  power  to  the 
House  on  the  Third  Keadii^g  stage,  lu 
these  circumstances  iie  should  have 
thought  that  a  proposal  of  that  kind, 
emanating  from  so  great  a  man  and  so 
distinguished  a  statesman,  uot  to  say  &o 
pronounced  a  Unionist,  would  have  heea 
received  with  more  respect  by  the  fol- 
lowers of  that  Party.  More  than  a  year 
ago  the  Scottish  Menil^ers  asked  the 
Government  to  adopt  that  proposaly 
but  instead  of  doing  so  the  GovenimeDt 
had  proposed  something  c|uite  difrerent. 
This  Committee  wai  uot  to  boa  National 
Committee,  seeing  timi  it  was  to  consist 
of  Scottish  Members  with  15  other 
Members  ;  the  Second  Heading  stage  of 
a  Bill  was  not  to  be  committed  to  its 
charge  ;  and,  most  iuijiortant  of  all,  no 
Bill  was  to  he  referred  to  the  Committee 
except  by  Order  of  the  House.  He  would 
have  been  glad  if  a  year  ago  the  Govern- 
ment had  been  able  to  see  their  way  to 
adopt  Mr.  Bright'a  proposul,  iMaeause 
what  was  the  poiiition  iu  which  they 
found  themselves  in  Scotland  ?  The  late 
Solicitor  Geaeral  fur  Scotlaud^  iu  a  speech 
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vhivk  lie  delivered  in  this  Debate,  drew 
atteiitiod  to  the  fact  tbat  in  the  course  of 
the  Pariiih  Councils  Bill  ihere  was  one 
occasion  oo  whii'h  ho  discovered  that  ii 
majority  ul'  10  Memljers  in  England  had 
en  overruled  un  jiu  English  (|nestion 
liy  Scottic^h  and  Irish  votew,  lie  eon  Id 
Bpy  a  long  time  in  stating  the  ex- 
uces  of  the  Heottislj  Members,  hut 
be  would  be  eonient  witli  one  example. 
On  the  Loeal  Government  Bill,  brought 
iu  bj  tho  Conservative  (_Tovernment  in 
|i889,  the  Scottish  Meml>er&5  moved  that 
be  Couuty  Coiani'ils  iu  Scotland  should 
»ve  power  to  louk  after  the  puhlie 
iuieret^ts  iu  regard  to  publie  nght-s  uf 
rar.  That  iiuestion  was  of  peculiar 
aportauee  in  Srothiud,  and  the  Scottish 
lenitiers  voted  in  favour  of  it  iu  the 
:»llowitjg  uuinner  :  10  supporters  of  the 
iovernmenl  votetl  with  the  Government 
opposition  to  the  proposal,  10  sup- 
[)rtt*rs  of  the  Govern tneut  voted  agaiiicit 
lie  Goveruioeot,  and  ijy  of  the  Lil>eriil 
r*iu:ty  voted  also,  so  tbat  there  was  a 
ajority  of  49  to  10.  To  represent  that 
ill  English  figures — sn|(posiug  it  had 
eu  a  question  of  Englaud,  they  wonid 
Save  had  ii37  EugHsh  Members  ou 
&De  side,  aud  68  English  Members 
[on  the  other.  If  the  majority  of  d37  to 
were  overruleil  by  Scottish  votes  he 
irould  admil  that  Englaud  had  a  very 
great  grievance.  He  would  read  oue 
^Beutenee  only  from  a  speecli  by  Mr, 
bright  at  liirmiiigbam  in  1886,  He 
wd,  of  his  wider  proposal — 
'  What  can  lie  the  harai  f  I  aak  you,  as  rea- 
bk  riieo^  aB  men  uf  business,  if  it  is  not  a 
ftblc  thing  to  try  a  scheme  like  this  /  " 

And  he  also  said — 

'*  It  cviul<l  be  flonc  Iti   the  giuiplcst  manner, 
anrl  in  one  ni^ht  of  the  Houhc  of  CommonB/* 

If  Mr,  Bright  bad  lived  now  be  would 
have  known  that  the  House  of  Commons 
iclid  not  move  fpiite  so  fast.  The  next 
point  of  objection  that  was  taken  to  the 
proposal  was  this  :  they  were  told  that 
was  wholly  snbversive  of  immemorial 
preceilent,  for  the  Leader  of  the  Oppoei- 
ioD  bod  said  this — 

*'  Wc  art'  *wkcd  for  the  first  time  to  intnHliK'e 
is  principle  of  nationality    into  our  Commit- 
in  u  manner  wholly   subversive  of    the 
norial  precedent  set  by  this  House*'* 

Ind  his  other  point  waa  this — 

*'  Tliat  Committeee  are  divided  betvrecn  the 
!Je«  in  the  same  proportion  as  they  are  re- 
ented  in  the  iloaee." 
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tbat  a.  Committee  ought  to 
represent  Partien  in  this  House  was 
totally  ineousirtteut  witii  thu  invariable 
praetiue*  The  invariable  praetict^  with 
rcBpect  to  all  Spei;ial  and  Sdeet  Corn- 
mi  tteos  to  whi<^h  all  l*ubhe  Billd  were 
refer  ret  1  bad  been  that  the  Government 
of  the  day  were  allowed  a  majority  of 
only  one,  and  never  more.  In  t'aet,  until 
18H3,  when  the  Grand  Committees  were 
iptrodticed,  the  idea  was  never  suggested 
that  a  Comnnttee  of  this  House  ought  to 
bo  composed  iu  the  same  manner  as 
l^arties  in  thi.s  House.  In  the  ease  of 
(irand  Committees,  a  difl'eretit  principle 
was  natural ly  adopteiL  These  Commit- 
tees were  nominated  for  Bills  applicable 
to  the  whole  United  Kingdom,  and 
of  eourse  they  ought  to  represent  the 
various  sections  of  the  Ho«s^e.  But  his 
seeond  point  was — ami  ibis  was  the  great 
grievance  of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
— that  they  were  to  he  asked  to  introduce 
the  principle  of  nationality  for  the  tirfit; 
time.  He  thought  he  could  give  pre- 
eedentd.  The  Hou:>e  would  remember 
that  they  were  not  erecting  a  SeoltiBh 
Committee.  In  188:^  an  Iri^b  Bill  (the 
Union  Officers' 8 uperauuimtion  Bill)  was 
referred  to  a  Connnitteeof  lo,  composed 
of  13  Irish  Members,  oue  Irisbmat*  with 
an  English  seat,  ami  a  Treasury  otfieiaL 
He  ^vii?hed  to  show  the  House  that 
during  the  Government  of  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  opjjosite,  whenever  a  Scuttish 
Committee  w^as  made  to  deal  with  a 
Scottish  Bill,  the  Government  recognised 
the  priBciple  of  nationality  to  a  greater 
extent  than  was  prop08e*l  by  the  present 
scheme  before  the  House. 

Mr.  a,  J.  BALFOUK  :  If  the  hou. 
Gentleman  is  devotiug  himself  to  mo,  as 
I  gather  that  he  is,  I  may  say  tbat  he  * 
has  entirely  mistaken  my  argument,  I 
never  Buggesled  that  if  JScotsmeu  happen 
to  be  interested  in  a  Bill  they  should  not 
be  put  on  in  that  capacity.  But  they 
are  not  put  ou  as  »Scotsnien  ;  only  n& 
Members  of  this  House. 

Mk,  HUNTER  said,  that  was  one  of 
those  metaphysical  Byhtleties  for  which 
Scotsmen  were  frequently  blamed.  But 
whether  they  were  ytm  Scotsmen  or 
Scotsmen  in  fact,  he  did  uotcare.  What 
were  the  facts?  The  Limited  Owners 
Bill  bad  nine  Scotsmen,  one  Irii^hman, 
and  one  Englisbmau.  The  Private  Bill 
Procedure  Bill  had  19  Scotsmen  and 
seven    Kuglishmeu.       Then    eame    the 
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Burgh  Polico  Bill,  which  srufk  iu  flie 
Houi^e  of  Coinnious  for  15  yeara,  and  wns 
got  tlirmigli  bv  appoint i tig  a  Committee 
of  22  Scottisli  Members,  two  Scotsmen 
with  English  seat?^  and  two  Engli!?h 
MeniVjer.s.  So  that  tliej  had  a  j>roportion 
of  22  to  4.  Jn  the  year  1890  a  v*?rj  im- 
portant meats  a  re,  the  Scottish  Police 
Supt^raiinuatioii  Bill,  waa  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  of  2U  VVIien  that 
Committee  was  first  stniek  everj  Menj- 
ber  of  the  21  were  Scotch  Meniher;^,  and 
there  was  not  a  single  Eiig^lirthmnn 
amongst  tbem.  It  so  happened  that  the 
Solicitor  General  of  the  day  was  raised 
to  the  Bench  and  a  vacancy  was  created, 
and  in  order  to  have  something  to  r^wenr 
by  they  appointed  the  Member  for 
Ipswich,  who  wa,H  a  Scotsman,  to 
till  the  vttcancY.  What  was  the  result? 
When  the  Bill  he  last  referred  to 
went  ioto  Committee  it  was  a  measnro 
which,  in  addition  to  a  charge  of 
£40,tK)0  got  from  the  Exchocpier,  wonld 
have  imposed  a  biirdcn  of  £<>(),0(X)  on  tbe 
Scottish  ratepayers,  Wbeti  it  etnergfed 
from  the  Coiimiittee  not  a  penny  of  Imr- 
den  was  thrown  on  tbe  Scottish  ratf^- 
payeiH.  In  the  year  1892  not  a  single 
Scottisli  Member  got  a  day  for  a  Private 
Bill.  In  1893  they  were  eqnally  lui- 
liicky  in  the  ballot,  and  this  year 
not  a  single  Scottish  private  Member 
had  got  a  day  for  a  Bill.  Assuming 
that  Scottish  Members  got  all  the  time 
that  conhl  be  reasonably  hoped  for  after 
Binkitig  allowance  for  tbe  Imperial  bnsi- 
Dcsa  and  the  Estimates,  it  was  a  very 
small  portion  of  titne  which  remained  for 
the  legislation  of  this  conntry.  Uf  that 
time  Scotland  was  not  entitled  to  more 
tbau  one-tenth.  The  plan  of  the  Go- 
vernment wonld  relieve  Hie  House  of  one 
stage  only.  It  did  not  deprive  the  Honse 
of  the  power  of  dealing  with  the  details 
of  a  Bill.  The  Report  *itage  was  reserved 
for  the  Honse,  and  on  that  stage  every 
line  and  every  word  of  a  Bill  was  tinder 
the  jnrisdiction  of  the  Honse.  Some 
hon»  Members  had  suggested  that  they 
should  refer  Scottish  Bills  to  an  ordinary 
Grand  Committee.  In  sneh  a  Committee 
ibcy  wonld  have  about  10  Scottish  Mem- 
bers. A  quorum  was  20  ;  and  what 
would  be  their  chances  of  getting  a 
qnonim  if  the  whole  of  the  Meml^rBi 
with  the  exception  of  tbe  10,  belonged  to 
England  ?     All  that  was  proposed  by  the 


should  be  referred  to  those  persons  who 
ktiew  ibe  wat»ts  and  wishes  of  the  con- 
stituencies in  Scotland,  who  were  familiar 
with  the  waijts  of  Scotland,  and  who 
were  able  to  bring  their  knowledge  to 
bear  upon  Scottish  measures.  Any  bou* 
Memljers  who  voted  against  this  Motion 
would  assert  (bis  proposition,  that  under 
irio  circumHtances  might  atjy  Scottish  Bill 
whatever  be  properly  sent  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  kind.  He  did  not  suppose 
fjjat  anything  like  every  Scottish  Bill 
would  be  referred  to  the  Committee.  The 
rererencc  of  Bills  to  tbe  Committee  must 
be  ill  the  hands  rd'  the  House.  The  pro- 
posal was  a  moduraf  e  one,  and  was  intended 
to  provide  for  what  bethought  wonld  prove 
to  be  a  limite<l  class  of  cases.  VVhat 
was  tbe  advantage  of  this  Committ-ee  to 
Scotland  ?  It  was  very  little.  It  did 
not  emancipate  them  from  the  thraldom 
of  an  English  majority.  It  did  not  re- 
move the  incubus  of  a  foreign  majority. 
But  it  did  make  it  possible,  consistently 
with  a  reasonable  demand  on  tlio  tiioe 
of  tbe  Honse,  that  they  should  get  aocne 
of  t!ie  arrears  of  Scottish  legislatiou  re^ 
moved ;  and  wheo  English  Members 
canre  to  deal  with  the  Reports  of  thes^e 
Committees  on  the  Be  port  stage,  it  would 
be  an  advantage  to  ibem  to  know  what 
was  tbe  opinion  of  Scottish  Members. 
If  then,  with  their  eyes  open,  English 
Members  thonght  ibey  ought  to  overrule 
Scottish  Members,  by  all  means  let  them 
do  so.  It  was  their  right.  Bnt  if  they 
did  overrule  the  Scottish  Members,  they 
would  know  what  they  were  doing. 
Under  the  present  system  it  was  impos- 
sible fiu-  any  English  Member  to  know 
what  Scottish  opinion  was  until  tiiQ 
quest  ion  had  been  first  decided  in  the 
House.  He  trusted  a  measure  of  tbU 
kind,  so  moderate,  so  reasonable,  and  ao 
limited,  and  having  only  one  object — 
natnely,  saving  the  time  of  the  Ht>U90-^ 
won  hi  commend  itself  to  the  House  gene* 
rally.  There  were  some  Mem  here  who 
did  not  desire  to  save  the  time  of  tlie 
House — who  desired,  on  the  contrary,  to^ 
waste  the  time  of  the  House  ;  and  from 
that  quarter  alone  tbey  had  receive*!, 
and  wonld  still  receive,  embittered  and 
venomous  opfiositlon, 

Mr.  GOSCHEK  (St.  GeorgeV,  Han- 
over Square)  :  I  will  not  begin  by  speak- 
ing of  the  "foreign  incubus"  which  the 
hon.  Meml>er  thought   was  the   word  to 
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mimint    purtiiur '*    in    ihc    gpiienil 
jiirs  f>f  tlui  rounrry.     Wlint    1  hIiouIiI 
i»h,  ill  tUtj  first  inHtiuit'c^  to  jiolrit  rnit  \h 
the  f»xrmt>rdmnry  caurso  whiijli   thin  Lk^- 
biite    iiUfi    Uikoii.      Wv    liiivo    heard    tlio 
view*i   of   a   certain   uaimlH-r    uf    Scut  eh 
Mvmbi-^rsi,  mid  wo  Iiavti  lienni  untj  Cahiiief 
^iiiiHtur*     But  I  riotu'e  with  sorriu  th'greo 
of  iutei'i)£4t  that  un  Eti^li^^li   .su[)]^urter  of 
the  Goverumoat  haw  ^o  far  ex  prattled  the 
ighlcst  iij»|ii'(}val  of  tlieir  y>n)po8ftJH.     I 
io  not  know  whether  wo  sliall  be  favouretl 
ihia    <?veuing   wilh    ihtj    opitriouH    of  the 
hon.  Member  for    Hodfiml,  who  on   pro- 
ion  jj  oeea^ioiiH  haa   deiionin  oil   the  pro- 
ig»l  whirh  iH  now  lief  ore  the  Ilourte.     I 
io  not  Koe  him  in  bi^  place  ;  hut  1   liope 
111  ho  will  tlo.sfeiiii  from  the  Olympian 
ijt^hlrt    on    wliiirh   hts  pMierallj    dwehis, 
il,  having  ]KHalerLHl    the   qy  est  ion,  will 
;iv*»  us  biw  majt^stie  ailviiie   on   the  Huh* 
*.t.     Wo  shoultl  have  liked  uLso  io  hear 
loru  M^mboTH  rrpreHeiitiiig  English  eon- 
itucncieH  replying  to  5o!ue  of  the  argu- 
lonta  whieh  have  been   put   forward   iiy 
0  Lead^T  of  tiie  OpiJosition  aiul  otJier**. 
o  jubould  havo   hci^n  ghiil   to  beiir  the 
onie  Secrofary,  even  tliou^h   ho  repre- 
II t»    ti    Scoteh    coiJHtiltJenL'y  ;     but     he 
irtiferK  toaildres^H  an  ainlienre  at  IliuhlerH- 
ieM  ratbi^r  tlitin  the  Hoiihie  of  CommoiiH. 
fa  biivci  boon  promisi^d   the   early  iutor- 
euthiu  of  a  Cabinet  Minister,  bnl  I  i^teo 
;>    siguH    yet    of    thai    intervention.     1 
ink  we  were  eutitlod  nl  an  eiirlier  por- 
ton  of  thij«  Debate  to  know  wlial  \»   tho 
jjwor  of    Her   Majoi>ty'H    Govornnietit 
some    of    the  questions    wlijoli    have 
put.     My  right    lion.    Friend    the 
ler    of    the    tJppoHition     has    iisked 
'liotlier    thiK    general    propo^ial     sbouhi 
ter wards    be    applied     to     WaloK    iind 
ehiud.       It      i»      a       fair      cjuestion. 
thi;*     Motion     part     of     a     geuernl 
ficy,  or  is  it  gpeeially  deviled  for  Seot- 
»iid  ?     I  do  not  Hay  tiiat  it  i:^  a  poIemieiU 
di»iMivAnt^go,  but  it  is  a  uisndvautago  in 
king  at  the  luerit^  of   tlio  eano   thai 
leb  a  long  time  liad  ehipsod   before  wo 
lly  know  the  vieWM  of  Mer  Majesty *» 
uveruinent  ou  this    point.       I   do  uot 
ink  that  thift  plan  of  hanging   back  so 
i.g  prfunotes  the  detfjaitrh    of  busines8, 
lion.   Members    eaunot    eoiu plain,  wrhen 
wo  are  uot  favoured  with   ibe  views  of 
Her  Majesty ^9  Govorument  witli  regard 
to  a  number  of  serious  poiirts,  if  we  de- 
tjuind  furtlicr  time  until  we  can  indueo 
the  Government  to   enter   the  lista  and 


cross  swords  with  ns«  Tbcrofore,  do  not 
let  it  be  suiil  that  we  have  lengthened 
ibis  Debate  unduly.  If  there  had  heeu 
nil  earlier  intervention  on  the  part  of  the 
(ioverninont  I  believe  it  would  rather 
Imve  sbortenetl  dchaie.  In  this  proposal 
of  the  Government  one  wliieh  is  likely 
fx>  fnrlher  ibe  fdjjoel  of  saving  the  time 
uf  the  Mouse?  The  (Government  have 
cjbstrneted  the  hnsinei^s  of  the  Mouse  by 
ititroilneing  this  proposal,  Tliere  are  no 
^SiH^teh  Bills  down  for  Seivotal  Ueadiug 
yet ;  but  there  is  one  Hill  \vhieh,  I 
holiovo  wo  may  say,  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Govern  men  i  to  refer  to  this  Si-olch 
(irand  Gonimittee — the  Parish  Conneils 
Hill  for  Seothiiiil.  We  ought  to  bavo 
been  tdld  by  horu  Memljers  for  Scotland 
what  (dass  of  Hills  they  wished  to  send 
to  this  Grand  Committee.  At  [jresGUt 
wo  are  putting  up  this  Jargo  and  inifior- 
tnnt  maehinery  without  having  any  idea 
of  the  work  w*bieh  the  machinery  will 
liHve  to  do,  Wonld  it  not  have  been  more 
husinessdike  if  it  had  been  proposed 
(hat  (he  Seoteh  Parish  Con  noils  Bill 
sbonld  be  referred  to  a  Si'olch  (.'uinmiitee, 
instead  nf  making  ibts  wiile  and  general 
proposal  ?  If  that  had  been  <huie  it 
woulil  have  saved  nmeh  of  lhi?i  DeWte. 
Bill  no  doubt  it  would  Inive  been  Ion  pre- 
podterons,  after  the  Prime  Minister  iuis 
boasted  that  the  Englinh  Parish  Couneilsi 
Bill  was  passed  by  Irish  votes,  for  hou. 
Members  to  c*hum  that  Hie  Seoteh  Parish 
Councils  Hill  should  ho  withdrawm  from 
the  eonsideralion  of  English  Moinbors, 
I  quite  understand  why  tliHt  particular 
Hill  was  not  soleeted  for  this  experimeut, 
and  why  they  preferred,  on  the  eoutrary, 
to  have  a  general  Motion.  VV*dl,  we  see 
with  regard  to  ibe  saving  td'  lime  that 
the  Hills  are  to  be  referred  by  Order  Io 
this  Grand  Committee.  Is  it  not  apparent 
that  there  will  ho  a  Debate  on  every 
oeeasiou  that  is  possible  on  these  Bills 
whiehbave  uot  been  read  a  seeond  fimo  ? 
There  will  then  be  a  Deljato  as  to 
whether  they  are  fit  subjects  to  be 
referred  to  tins  Committee,  I  slmll  ask 
before  I  sit  down,  with  rogartl  to  the  three 
or  four  Si»ot<di  Bills  in  regard  to  which 
Scot<di  Members  are  anxious,  whether 
they  are  Bills  wbieb  it  is  proposeil  should 
be  referred  to  this  Granil  Connnittee,  If 
there  is  to  bo  a  Grand  Committee  to 
whieh  general  Seoteh  Billm  are  to  bo 
referrml,  it  is  a  grave  question  whether 
English  Meiaberw  wUI  not  think  on  many 
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ocr-asioDs  eliat  \t  will  he  right  to  tnove 
when  EiigliBli  Hills  are  noiif^itk^eil  timt 
Scotch  Menihern  shoiiM  he  removed  ntf 
iht'M'  (Inind  Committt'OH  iii  onh?r  to  put 
E?>glish»nen  tii  rejfnrd  to  thf*  c]ff*cnf^sion 
of  rhcHo  liills  iti  the  same  position  as  that 
which  Sii^otehmoii  are  to  hold  ?  \Xv  hnvt^ 
been  told  a  **^roat  di'nl  in^  to  theignoniiire 
on  the  part  of  Knglinh  Memhei>'  in  rew;iirtl 
to  Scotch  Bills**  Are  we  to  ansiime  that 
WG  know  nothiijtj^  of  Seotland,  and  tliut 
It  Seotehmim  knowR  every  t  In  nf^  of 
Enghitid  ?  Wo  are  incapfthle  of  dis- 
ciif»«'in<;  tlie  cjnesti<m  of  ibe  Dinej^tah- 
liKhment  of  the  Scorelt  Chureh,  hnt 
hon.  Memhers  oppose ite,  from  Seofhuid, 
will  gaily  take  part  m  the  disenssion  hh 
to  the  Disestahlir^hnnnit  of  the  Welsli 
Chiireh.  The  hon,  Memi)er>i  for  Sent- 
land,  I  Hiippose,  after  diMcnst^iritr  Scot  eh 
Dij^eHtahlishinent — if  ever  they  get  in 
tl^at  j»or4ifion  —  wonlc!  afterwards  take 
jiart  in  tin* Committee  ittai^t+H  of  ji  Bill  to 
dinej^tahlij^h  the  Wel.'^h  Chiireh,  If  I  hey 
did  po  they  wonid  he  entirely  throwiiijr 
away  the  whole  of  the  argnm<^nt  whieh 
they  now  urge — ^namely, that  on  the  plea 
of  jnstice  they  are  eiititkMi  to  a  Grand 
Committee.  I  do  not  think,  and  I  do 
not  helieve  the  Government  eau  tliitik, 
that  they  can  save  inneh  time  in  any 
way  by  tFiis  proposal.  Tbeii  why  do 
they  make  it  ?  I  do  i>ot  think  that 
their  Seoteh  supporters  are  very  much 
cuanionred  of  it.  I  think,  in  the  Debate 
on  Seoteh  Hcmie  Knie,  one  hon.  Member 
UM*d  the  [ihritse  that  this  was  a  temporarv 
makeshift,  and  another  that  il  was  a 
Htop-gajK  I  tlniik  we  may  call  it  some- 
thing more  than  merely  a  Coiamittee 
which  is  to  deal  witli  the  Parish  Conneils 
Btlh  Possibly  it  is  a  Seotrh  Home  Rule 
Snspensory  Bill.  It  rs  to  Ikui  Bill  wliieh 
is  to  aecustom  the  English  pnlilic  to 
legislate  by  nationalities.  I  will  snggest 
another  allernative  which  1  Iwdievo  to  he 
the  real  faet  why  this  meaanre  is  pn>- 
po»ed.  The  Govcrmaent  lie  fore  they 
proceedeil  to  their  Bndget  propo#ia(s  ami 
Registration  Bill  had  got  to  sr^nare  all 
the  varioMH  seetions  of  their  siip- 
porterH»  »o  they  pro|>osec|  for  the 
Metropolis  an  Ivfnaltsation  of  Raters 
Bill,  for  Wahjs  they  eiwpiet  with  a 
Di;*establi«hment  Bill  ;  they  give  some- 
thing to  the  evicted  fenaotK  of  Indand, 
hihI  they  go  to  Seotland  and  eho<Jse  this 
Grand  Committee  as  a  f*op  to  their 
Hcotti^h   swpportertf.     How  far  this  will 
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satisfy  their  Scotch  supporters  I   do 
know.     J  think,  after  all  the  Scotch  siip-l 
jiorters   rjf  the   (government  need  not  h&\ 
dissatij^ficil  for  they   have  got  almost   h^ 
nm;di     ns    the     ntherM,    hw.-anse    all     the 
mea^nre^i  which  they  propo*^e  are   placec) 
by  the  (Government  npon  the  same    plat- 
form of  hopelessness.     I  doiibt    if  they 
will  earry  any  of  them,  and  ho  the  Scotch  i 
Members    nee<!     rmt    lie    blftmetl      vc 
herio»isly    if    they   (mly   get  a   piece    ef^ 
machinery  while  ihe  others  are  pro)nia6d  ' 
a  piece  of  work  which  may  not,  after  ull^l 
lie  arcomplij^heil.      Bui  is  ihere  not  some- 
thing more  in  this?     Are  we  not   to   see] 
in  tliis  proposal,  to  some  extent,  the  band  I 
of  onr  Seoteh  Prime  Minister?     He  de- 
clared    Ycry     frankly    that    as     regardiij 
Scotch    Home    Bnle  that  if   he  was  in  a 
private  eojiacity,  as  I  nmlerstood  him,  ho  j 
won  Id  join  the  storming  party  which  wi«  j 
to  take   us   in   the  rear   with   regard  tol 
Scotch    Home    Riik%    while    we    were 
fighting  Ireland  on  the  Hank.     1  hat  WAftJ 
lo  Vie  a  storming  party,  hnt  now  it  woiddj 
appear      he      is      proceeding      by       «iifi| 
and    mine,    and     preparing    the    ground  j 
for    that     evolnticjji    or    devrdiitiou     to  I 
which     he     look**     forward     with      eiiebi 
satisfaction.     I    shoifhl     like    to   have  ai 
reply    to  thin    ]!ojnf,      [s  this    part  nf  a  I 
general   srl'irme,  or  h  it  to  be  limited   in 
the  mind  of  ihe  Government  to  Scotland  ? 
What    F  am  prepared  tt*  show,  atid    what 
every  Member  feels,  is   that   yon  isaititioc  j 
J! top  by   simply   granting   Scotland    titiflJ 
Graml    Committee.      If  yon    give   it   fa  I 
Seotland  yon   mnst  give  it  to    Waled  if  J 
she    asks     for    it,      Ift  there  one  i^iiig)« 
argument      why      Wale?*      shoal  d      nntl 
have     it     if     Scotland    is    to    have     It 
Might  not  the  Welsh  make  prcciweJy  tbol 
same  s|>reehes  as  ihe  Scotch  Mcinber»  Pi 
I  am  surprised   tliey  have   not,  beeangit*  II 
saw  a  Ko«i(H*  on    the   Pajier  claiming  thai 
extension  of  this  prir.ciple  to  Wales  ;  and] 
the    (govern  laent    and    every      Mem)M*r 
mast  know  that  if  this  Grand  Com  initial 
is  granted  to  Scotlatlfl  you  tnn^t  have  i 
Wel?ih  Graml   Committee,  and  then  wby* 
not  an   Irish  (trand   Committee  ?      My 
right  hon.   Friend    the  Member   for  the 
Caiversity  of  Lrmdon  pojnte^l  out  that  m 
]HH*2  the  Irish   hint  deinaaded  a  Heparate 
Irish  Graral  Connnittee.     I  say  diKtinrtK* 
that  so  far  as  this  will  be  n  new  <lepartnrc 
you  will  Kee  that   ia   this   propowal  therp 
lies  the  separate  legislation  by  aationati- 
ties  of  a  certain  cla^s  of  haMiiieas,  wh<*rb#r 
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[ftt  bufiiDe^g  18  coutrovursial  or  iioii- 
utroveraiiil.  If  you  give  a  GramI 
umintiiee  to  iScotlttiid  you  uiiiHt  give  it 
to  VVttlu-s  auij  Irelaud,  tuiJ,  tliorefore,  I 
a.'^k  whetUt^r  iu  oiii*  arraiigemeut  for  tliin 
Grand  Committee  we  are  uot  bound  to 
take  iuto  cousidcratioD  whether  we  4*lioukl 
constitute  similar  Co  mm  it  tees  precinely 
iu  the  same  mauuer  and  ou  the  ^timo  lim3:« 
ID  the  wise  of  Wales  or  I  re  la  ml  ? 
erhapB  it  will  ho  demanded,  tor  iti- 
it&uee,  that  the  Crofters'  A<!t  j^liculd  he 
ferred  to  tliis  tirurid  Commitree  ?  If  so, 
ill  the  Irifesh  Evieted  Teiuiiitsi'  Bill  lug 
ferred  to  an  Iriwk  (iraiid  Couimlttee? 
liatdoG^not  lie, I  thiuk.witliin  the|ireHeiit 
iirview  of  the  miiid  of  the  Goveriuneut, 
lUt  I  insist  upon  tlii^  :  that  if  we  give 
Grand  Conuuittee  to  Seotlaud  it  ought 
be  hedged  round  with  nuih  preeautiouw 
d  so  coustrueted  that  if  the  Govern- 
eut  dhoiifd  he  eompelled  and  should 
f^hi  npon  its  being  eotdVrred  ou  other 
of  the  United  Kingdom  the  rsame 
of  inaehinery  should  he  a[)|ilied. 
iiipposie  we  pass  the  Granti  Conuuittee 
'lis  present  form,  nud  in  auother  Ses- 
ion  a  Grand  Conuuittee  is  mo  vim  I  for  in 
feronce  to  IriJ^h  legij^latiou,  and  wo  were 
eu  to  insert  eertain  precautious — ^for 
8taUee,  with  regard  to  laud  or  tiniiuee* 
It  the  rights  of  pniperty- — it  wouhl  he 
iinediately  t^aid,  that  that  wa^«  au  insnlt 
Irt?land,  l)eeause  we  laid  granted  a 
uteh  Committee  to  iSeotlaud  onditVereut 
Tins.  Tlierefore,  I  day  that  whatever 
e  do  now  we  tuoiit  not  look  at  this 
_ne»tiou  from  the  point  of  view  of  Scot- 
land, or  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
Loo.  Meraher  who  hi.^t  addressi'd  the 
ouse,  who  treatM  it  as  a  little  l>nsiness- 
ke  proposal,  lint  wonld  it  la?  a  husincHH- 
like  proposal  to  refer  all  Irif^li  Billn  to  an 


apply  them  to  other  nationalities  as  welt 
a,s  to  Seotlaod,  For  my  part,  I  am 
totally  agaiu,Ht  thia  devolution  or  legiwla- 
tiou  by  natiouahtiej*.  I  helieve  that 
every  nationality  gaius  by  being  asso- 
eiated  witfi  other  national itiei?,  ami  your 
logishition  is  improved  liy  the  very  con- 
tradietjon  of  eharaeter  Jind  intellect  in  the 
dit!ereiit  natioiuilitie^.  That  is  my  own 
eonvietlon.  You  eaunot  vio'v  thin  Btniply 
ns  a  Scotch  proposal  as  it  has  been 
placed  before  us  by  the  Goverunient* 
That  being  my  view  upon  the  general 
ease,  and  not  knowing  whether  the 
Govermuent  look  upon  thin  as  an 
isolated  stop  or  as  part  of  u  syjiteui  which, 
after  trial,  would  be  extendetb  I  i^^^ 
IioiukI  to  treat  the  matter  from  this  point 
of  view,  both  a»  an  isolated  step  and  as 
part  of  a  general  sysitem,  and  to  inquire 
what  wonld  ho  the  results.  The  Home 
Secretary  told  his  friends  at  Hnddern field 
I  bat  this  was  a  homreopaihic  dose.  But 
lionnx'opathie  doses  are  o<!casioually  dan- 
gerous, because  the  Hmalluess  of  the  dose 
eijcow rages  the  repetition  of  the  doses, 
ami  y*in  may  he  poisimed  hy  homoinpathic 
Hfs  svell  as  liy  the  more  sustaining  doses. 
I  look  at  this  little  Imsiuesslike  proposal, 
and  I  point  out  that  the  bon.  Memlierfor 
North  Aberdeen  gave  ns  uo  hint  as  to 
the  Bills  which  %vould  be  referred  to  this 
Committee, 

Mk.  hunter  :  I  should  Kay  exactly 
the  same  eluiraeter  of  Bills  as  were  re- 
ferred by  a  Couservative  Govermuent  to 
a  Select  Committee, 

Mu,  G08CHEN  :  Yes  ;  but  that  ia 
to  eomjiare  a  Ci)mmittee  in  which  uo 
step  in  legishition  is  taken  with  a  Com- 
mittee which  legislates.  We  have  no 
objection  whatever  to  inquiry  sitch  as  i« 
nitah?  by  a  Select  Conuuittee.     The  hoii« 
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onid  find  not,  if  you  wore  to  see  the 
eediugs  which  wonld  take  phicc  iu 
lommittee  Room  No,  \fj^  which  perhaps 
ight  he  the  site  which  would  be  chosen  for 
an  Irinh  Gmnd  Committee,  Hon,  Mem- 
ir*  deceive  ihomselves  if  they  look  npon 
h  a&  A  merely  and  simply  bnsine^sstike 
projjosal.  This  is  a  proposal  iu  what 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  called  the  most 
tmp<irtant  process  of  Committee  sttiges, 
to  proceed  hy  nationalities  in  the  framing 
of  legijslation.  That  is  the  proposal,  and  if 
th      '  '  '        " 


so  1  say  you 
tkiitioDS   aud   so   arra 


uge    y 


jtir     Grand 


ommittees   that    you    will     he   able    to 


trjtally  dissimilar,  a  Select  Committee 
and  a  Grand  Committee,  but  he  did  not 
inform  the  House  that  a  Grand  Com- 
mittee is  a  miniature  of  the  HonsCj  and  ft 
Select  Committee  is  not.  It  appears  to 
me  that  if  the  oidy  object  of  hou.  Mem- 
bers opposite  ia  to  get  impiiry  and  bring 
Scotch  Dpiniou  to  bear  on  Bills,  let  us 
follow  the  c<uirse  we  have  bitlierto  pur- 
sued, and  give  Scotch  Members  every 
opportunity  to  ventilate  Scotch  opinion, 
but  do  not  withdraw  the  Bills  from  any 
of  their  stages  in  this  House,  Tvro 
arguments  are  mainly  used  hy  the  Scotch 
Members.      The  first  is,  that  the  Scotch 
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Members  do  not  get  e  no  ugh  business 
done ;  the  otber  it$,  that  thej  are  over- 
nddeii  hj  EDgJisli  opiDiou  ;  and  it  if  tliis 
whifU  burt@  them  more  than  any  thing 
elfte.  Before  an  English  andience  a  ri^)it 
bon.  Gentleman  opposite  has  spoken  m 
a  tone  of  indignation  of  the  way  iti 
which,  as  be  m\%\^  Stjotrh  opinion  was 
overridden  by  English  opinioin  Why, 
we  are  overridden  every  day  by  Scotch, 
Irisb,  and  Wcls«h  opinion  I  And  the 
right  bon*  Genth^man  is*  a  Menilier  of  a 
Government  which  is  coercing  an  Eiiglbb 
majority  every  day  by  Scotch,  Irish,  and 
Welsh  votes.  In  every  Bill  which  is 
pa8!?ie<l  this  Session  it  is  highly  probable 
the  English  majority  will  l>e  overridden 
by  the  other  nationalities.  We  shall  seek 
to  remedy  the  difH(?iilty  by  eljaiigiiig  the 
niajorities  \i\  the  other  eoniitries,  I 
do  not  complain  ?  bnt  I  t*ay  the 
Scotch  have  uo  special  grievance 
in  this  matter  at  alL  An  bon.  Member 
said  that  no  private  Members  passed  a 
Scotch  Bill  dnring  a  partienlar  Session, 
They  are  not  so  clever  in  eombinidg  to 
get  their  Bills  passed  as  are  the  Irif^h 
Members.  The  Irish  oiitinjmber  them 
to  an  extent;  bnt,  even  faking  that  into 
consideration,  it  in  extmf>rdinary  the 
luck  or  skill  with  which  the  lv\^U 
Members  fiud  days  for  their  Bills.  Bui 
how  iminy  English  private  Al embers 
bttve  carried  Bills  in  the  same  perioil  r 
If  Scotch  Meml»ers  are  to  have  a  Grand 
Committee  for  tlie  purpose  of  ptissiiig 
private  Memi>ers'  Bills,  will  not  llie 
other  nationalities  ask  to  be  placed  on 
the  sam  e  h\  o  ting?  1^  h  e  s  i  I  e  n  t  G  o v  er  u  - 
ment  has  not  told  us  whether  they  intend 
to  refer  the  Bills  of  i»rivate  Members  fti 
this  Committee,  and  they  must  take 
their  chance  then  as  ton  Second  lieuding. 
I  think  an  iion.  Member  said  they  bud 
got  no  Second  Keinlings.  If  it  he  not 
private  Memlfcrs*  Bills,  what  Bills  are  to 
be  referreil  to  the  Scotch  Committee'''  We 
know  that  one  is  to  be  tlio  Scotch  Local 
Goveromeut  Bill,  But  is  it  not  monstrous 
that  after  Seotch  and  other  nationalities 
have  assisted  U8  in  passing  the  English 
County  Councils  Act,  and  have  modified 
many  proposals  in  Committee,  they 
should  claim  to  have  this  important  stage 
of  tbeir  own  Bill  to  themselves  ?  Of 
course,  if  they  have,  oih€*r  stages  of  the 
Bill  will  have  to  l»e  debated  in  this 
House  at  greater  length  than  thoy  other- 
wise would  be.     What  other  Bills  are  to 
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be  referred  to  this  Committee  ?     On  this 

point  we  have  no  light.  It  has  l>een 
said  the  Grocers'  Licensing  Bill  ought  to 
be  de^dt  with  by  Scotch  Memhers  accord- 
i»g  to  their  own  views,  I  will  lay 
down  this  proposition — that  no  Bill, 
even  if  it  refers  exclusively  to  Scotland, 
which  affects  Imperial  Revenue,  can  l>e 
looked  upon  as  a  purely  Scotch  Bill,  It 
is  said  that  only  Scotch  Members  can 
understaud  the  mysteries  of  Scotch  edu- 
cation. However  tlmt  may  be,  education 
is  mixed  up  with  Htiance.  We  gave  free 
education  to  Scotland  at  the  cost  of  the 
Imperial  Exchequer,  Would  it  l»e  fair  to 
leu  ve  Scotch  Members  to  decide  upon  Bills 
involviiig  drafts  upon  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chef)  ner  ?  There  wns  an  iutiTcsiing 
meeting  of  Scotch  Meml>ers  last  Novem- 
ber, atid  they  discussed  a  list  of  Bills  to 
be  referred  to  the  Scotch  Committee,  I 
understand  that  registration  for  Scotland 
is  to  be  dealt  with  in  the  same  Bill  as 
English  registration.  The  Bills  named 
at  the  meeting  were  the  Local  Veto  Billt 
the  Bill  for  the  Disestablish metit  of  the 
Church,  the  Parish  Councils  Bill,  and  a 
Bin  for  exlejnling  the  Crofters'  Act,  I 
believe  llje  Parish  Councils  Bill  was  put 
low  down,  atul  there  was  a  close  run 
lietween  Disostablishmeut  and  Local 
Option  ;  I  am  not  sure  whether  Local 
Option  was  not  in  Bdvance  of  Diseeta- 
blisliment.  Is  it  asked  that  the  Scotch 
Lo^.'al  Veto  Bill  shall  be  referreil  to  the 
Scotch  Commiitee  before  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  gives  England  an 
opportunity  of  passing  this  measure?! 
Would  it  he  l)usiness  'f  If  the  Govern- 
ment projKjse  to  refer  this  Bill  to  the 
Scotch  Committee  there  will  be  a  seriooa 
Debate  whether  the  principle  shall  be 
settled  for  Scotland  exclusively,  [An 
hon.  Member:  What  about  Sunday  ^ 
closing?]  Well,  it  is  not  on  the  litt»j 
[An    hon.    Memuke  r     It    was     passed 

00  years     ago.]     I    am   discussing    not 
Bills  that  are  pHSse<l,  but  Bills  it  is  pro- 
postal  io  refer  to  the  Scotch  Comniittee.1 
When  it  was  passed  we  had   somelhiogf 
to  say,  anil  Scotch  Members  woukl   havoj 
sotnething  to  say  if   Sunday  Clusitig  for 
Enghintl  were   profmscd.      Would  a  Di»«] 
establishment    Bill    be    considered    a    Hi 
subject  to  be  referred  to  the  Committee  i 

1  scarcely  think   the   Government  would  * 
say    so.       If    it    be    a    subject     to     be 
referred     to      the     Grand      Conimitta% 
where  is   tho    point   of   uncontravc 
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Bills  ?     Where    are  those    uncontrover-  T  mittee  to  be  placed  ?     The  Committee  of 


^B  0ial  laubjects  we  were  told  a  boat  ? 
^■Isearlj  every  one  of  tiie  measiiren  put 
^Kbefore  us  b  emitioutly  I'outraversiaL 
^HliOcal  Veto  in  Scot  bind  is  ooulroverBia], 
^HChurch  DiBestiibliirtbnient  lh  controversiali 
^rPiinsh  Councils — ^jijdgiiig  from  our  ex- 
perience on  tijc  English  Bill^ — wo  shall 
probably  find  controversial.  Therefore, 
you  have  not  got  that  ^ronp  of  measures 
.ready  which  is  to  occupy  this  Coniiiiittee 
rben  it  meets.  I  should  wow  wish,  for 
few  moments,  to  examine  the  i.'oristitn- 
^ion  of  the  Committee,  a,s  to  whrch  a  good 
ieal  fell  from  itie  hoti,  and  learned  Mem* 
I'ber  for  A  ben  1  ecu.  I  avus  as  to  ni  .shed  at 
|:the  argument  of  the  8 oe ret  si ry  for  Scot- 
'and,  that  this  (iniml  Committee  was 
^ohig  to  be  formed  (m  the  lines  of  tlie 
resent  Grand  Committee*  He  saiil  that 
ra»  hiii  great  argument  in  favour  of 
aiy  propoifah  I  said  at  the  time,  **Good 
leaveus  I  if  that  is  so,  what  are  hia 
Jther  arguraeuts  ?"  becanae  a  worse  argu- 
aent  was  uever  submitted  to  the  Honse. 
ly  right  hou.  Friend  uerirnie,  in  pointing 
thi^,  made  a  very  good  point  which 
aaij  not  yet  been  reptietl  to.  In  the 
Grand  Committees  yon  tirat  get  amiida- 
re  of  the  House  and  then  add  15 
cialiBts,  In  the  present  case  yoiilirsl 
70  specialists,  and  then  yon  add  to 
lo  ignoramuses  from  Enghiiah 
rbat  is  an  entire  dc|nirlnre  froui  our 
^steiii  of  forming  Grand  Committees, 
nd  yet  it  is  called  a  parallel  ca»e.  1 
appose  because  the  number  lo  is  made 
J  of  in  both  cases  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
thiuks  it  makes  the  same  case  of 
em.  But  if  it  is  not  for  the  sake  of 
irecedeut,  why  have  yoti  fixed  on  this 
ure  of  15?  Agaiu,  alis(dntcly  im  ex- 
planation. There  are  ulivious  incon- 
veniences and  drawbacks  to  this  systt  ii*, 
which  ha^  been  <lcuoiinceil  by  the  ri^lit 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Jlember  for  Mid- 
lothian and  liy  the  hon,  ilembcr  for  Betl- 
'ord  (  M  r.  VV  h  1 1  b  reatl ) .  S  e  I  ec  t  C  o  m m  i  1 1  c  es 
ve  been  referretl  to,  but  w*e  arc  not 
ling  with  Select  Committees,  We 
e  dealing  w^ith  Grand  Comtuittees  ; 
d  what  hoih  Members  opposite  liavc 
i*bow  is  that  it  is  not  a  grave  c  ha  age, 
whetlier  they  call  it  Constitutional  or  not, 
to  depart  froui  constituting  Grand  Com- 
ittees  so  thaf  ejicb  will  be  a  miniature 
microcosm  of  the  House,  as  required 
by  Standing  Order  48.  Under  what 
Standing    Order    ts   ibis    Scottish   Com* 


Selection  have,  with  regard  (o  the  other 
Grand  Committees,  principles  bud  down 
for  their  guidance,  which  make  their  work 
comparatively  easy.  But  in  this  case 
tbey  have  no  gnide  how  they  are  to  choose 
the  lo  additional  Members,  and  they  wUl 
have  au  extremely  difficult  task  in  the 
absence  of  any  guidance  from  the  Go- 
vernment. Are  they  to  choose  the  15 
partly  from  the  majority  and  partly  from 
the  minority  of  the  House  ?  They  are 
not  told.  All  that  you  do  tell  them  is 
that  the  15  are  not  to  lie  Scotchmen, 
Beyond  this,  the  Governnieut  oifers  the 
Committee  of  Selection  no  gnide  what- 
ever in  this  matter.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  College  Division  of  Glasgow  (Sir 
C\  Cameron)  was  extremely  candid  on 
tills  point,  lie  saitl  yon  can  only  work 
it  if  the  majority  on  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee is  in  harmony  with  the  Govern- 
nienl^  audt  therefore,  while  you  give 
Scot  html  her  Grand  Committee,  you 
would  not  be  aide  to  give  Euglaud  a 
Grand  Committee  now,  because  Her 
Majcsty^s  Government  are  in  a  minority 
ill  England,  There  is  a  good  deal  of 
force  in  that  argument.  Yon  have  laid 
down  the  rule  that,  where  you  have 
legislation,  there  the  composition  is 
always  to  be  what  the  composition  of  the 
House  is.  It  is  impossible  that  this  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  can  be  applied 
to  the  other  portions  of  the  United  King- 
dom ;  and  tiierefore,  as  T  maintain  that  it 
is  essential  that  any  proposal  should  be 
applicable  to  all  alike,  the  House  ought 
to  reject  the  ]» resent  proposal  for  Scot- 
land tipon  the  ground  that  it  is  not  appli- 
cable to  the  rest  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
On  ibe  question  of  overriiliug  the 
majority,  we  in  England  are  not  to  have 
a  Grand  Committee  because  the  British 
majority  would  have  its  way.  There 
has  not  been  an  attempt  to  give  a  reply 
to  this,  and  I  invite  nny  Minister  who 
is  going  to  speak  on  this  (question  to 
give  us  an  answer  to  it.  Yon  cannot 
limit  this  proposal  to  Scotlamb  If  we  are 
to  legislate  by  nationalities,  then  the 
scheme  must  be  suitable  also  for  Eug- 
land.  Then  comes  the  point  put  by  the 
Leader  of  the  Ojipositinu,  and  not  yet 
re[)lied  to.  If  a  Bill  passes  through  a 
Grand  Couunittec  not  representing  the 
general  majority  of  the  House,  the  whole 
of  what  is  done  in  Comndttee  will  be 
upset   on  lieport.     I    will    illustrate  the 
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liv 


referring'  to  the   Local   Veto  f  be  the  result  of  overriding  the  wishes  of 

auch    a    Gmml    Committee?     Increased 

ease  in  the  workiiifj:  of  the  Pftrliaraeutarjr 

maehioe  ?     On  the  eontrary,  there  would 

^  be   increftsed   friction   in   cverv  direction. 


point 

Bill,  If  tlie  iSeottisli  Members  arc  to 
settle  their  Local  Veto  Bill,  tlie  Encrlish 
oti^ht  to  settle  the  Etip^Hsh  Local  Veto 
Bill,  without  the  a«Hiptiinee  of  ScotRmeu, 


Welshmeti,  or  Irishmen,  They  eantiOt  I  It  may  l>e  the  wish  of  some,  looking  to 
claim  to  come  and  vote  tm  tlovvn.  What  i  their  proclivities  in  the  direction  of  Home 
will  the  Government  do  ?  Will  the  Go-  '  Rule,  to  hring  ont  all  the  difficulties  in  a 
vernment  accept  the  Bill  as  it  has  pas8e<1  (  glaring  form  m   order  to  force  legialalion 


I 


through  the  English  Committee,  or  will 
it  reverse  the  whole  of  that  which  \u 
Committee  has  been  ascertnined  to  be 
the  wish  of  the  English  majority  ?  Sup- 
posing we  had  had  the  Parish  Conncils 
Bill  in  a  Committee  of  English  Mem  hers 
only,  it  won  Id  have  been  a  very  different 
Bill.     Right    hon.    (Tentlemen    opposite 


by  national! lies.  But  we  on  this  side  do 
not  wish  to  intensify  any  tliflieultie.H  there 
may  he  with  regard  to  the  processes  or 
the  product  of  legislation.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Abenleen  (Mr, 
Hunter)  spoke  of  the  views  of  Mr. 
Bright,  But  Mr,  Bright  propose<l  hi» 
scheme     not   as    an    amendment    of   the 


will  accept  that.     [**  No  I  *']     I  will  not  |  Business  of  the  Honse,  but  as  an  alterua- 
repenit  the  Prime   Minister*s  observation  |  live  to  Home  Rule,     Cau   the  right  hon. 


that  the  Bill  was  pjissed  by  Irish  voles, 
because  that  is  not  absolutely  correct. 
The  Second  Readiusi:  \vas  not  i>assed  by 
Irish  votes.  But  Irish  votes  did  deter- 
mine the  form  whiidi  the  administration 
of  charities  and  lieqiiests  left  by  English- 
men should  take,  and  the  Irish  ami 
Scotch  votes  belite^l  to  determine  the 
limit  of  population  of  purely  English 
parishes  beyond  which  there  mnst  be 
Parish  Councils.  I  wonder  what  won  Id 
have  been  the  course  the  Govcrumeut 
would  have  taken  hail  tliat  Bill  been  left 
to  the  English  majority  and  altereil 
according  to  their  wishes*  Won  Id  they 
have  throw^n  it  ont  ;  or  would  they  have 
brought  in  their  allies  and  deliberately, 
iu  the  face  of  England,  have  changed  all 
the  points  they  desired  to  alter  by  Irish 
and  Scottish  votes  ?  There  is  no  answer 
to  that.  The  same  remark  would  apply 
if  a  Conservative  Govenmicnt  were  in 
power,  in  the  case  of  a  Scottish  Grand 
Committee  with  a  nutjority  of  Scottish 
and  Radical  Members,  who  rould  intro- 
duce a  number  of  provisions  in  the 
Bill  to  which  the  Government  would 
object.  It  bns  not  even  ^K?en  hiated 
at  how  the  difficnlty  could  l»e  met,  and 
truly  it  is  a  most  serious  difficulty, 
I  see  one  point  which  bon.  Members 
opposite  may  cons i dor  an  advantage  ; 
htit  let  ns  see  if  it  is  really  so.  ,  It  will 
be  said  that  we  shall,  at  afl  events,  know 
what  is  the  pure  voice  of  Scotlantl  on  any 
matter,  and  the  Irish  view  will  be  the 
same.  Bnt  then  comes  the  English  view, 
and  English  opinion  will  also  be  known 
to  have  been  overridden  by  the  votes  of 
Irish  and  Scottish  Members.  What  w^uld 

Mr*  Goschen  \ 


Gentleu^iin  opposite  hold  out  any  hope 
that  by  giving  the  Irish  a  Grand  Com- 
mittee they  would  solve  the  qiiestioD  of 
Home  Rnle  ?  'If  so,  then  we  mjiy  appeal 
to  the  precedent  of  Mr.  Bright,  and  say 
that  his  views  should  determitic  ns  in 
reference  to  this  proposal.  I  would  ask 
the  House  very  seriously  this  r|uestion : 
Do  they  really  desire  legislation  by 
nationalities  ?  On  some  cjuestions  on 
which  English  Members  are  un inform e«l, 
such  as  hypothec,  ^vith  regard  to  which 
I  doubt  whether  even  Scotch  Meniber^ 
themselves  know  all  its  mysteries,  I 
can  quite  see  that  hon.  Members 
may  desire  it,  and  may  tliink  it 
woiild  facilitate  business  if  such  Bills 
were  referred  to  a  Grand  Committee, 
But  you  cannot  draw  a  distinction  be- 
tween these  and  tlie  great  con  trover?*  ml 
Bills  which  cannot  l>e  sent  to  Grand 
Committee  ;  ant!  if  you  set  up  a  nation- 
ality to  legislate  at  one  stage,  and  the 
whole  four  nationalities  to  Ic^gishite  at 
another  stage,  I  say  yon  are  exposing 
this  House  of  Commons  tf>  such  friction 
that  yon  will  be  driven,  fnrthcr  on,  even 
to  fnnr  separate  Parliaments.  I  a»k 
English  Liberals,  not  one  of  whom  has 
addresse<l  the  House  npmi  this  subject, 
not  one  of  whom  has  condescended  fa 
say  they  are  prepared  to  tell  their  con- 
stituents they  are  willing  to  see  English 
interests  placed  in  an  inferior  position, 
which  it  is  clear  unless  you  have  Home 
Rule  all  round  they  will  be  placed  in — 
Do  they  wish  to  separate  the  domestio 
legislation  of  the  varions  parts  of  the 
Ignited  Kingdom  ?  What  would  the 
Liberal    Party   have   l>eon  in   the   past. 
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here    would    be    the    roll    of    all    the 
Ifitatntes   they  liave  passed,  if  they  had 
ot  had  the  Scotch    Mcmfiers    to  assiftt 
them  ID  English   legislation  ?       I  woii!<l 
patiscj  if  I  were  hon.  Members,  before  \ 
would  part  with  the  itiilneiiee   of  Scotch 
Lihenilism  on   Eiigli^*h  legir^lfttiou  ;   ami, 
hatever  views  I  may  bold,  I  distiiietly 
"prefer  that  all  parts  of  the  United  King- 
dom should    legislate   together,  whatever 
the  political,  I  wonkl  almot^t  say  whatever 
■the  social,  result  may  be.       Each  of  our 
intionalities  has    its  separate   character- 
ties  its  separate  force  of  character,  its 
parate  intellect.     Is  it  not  best  that  in 
e  future,  as  io  the  past,  we  should  go  on 
igether  upon  legislation  which  ij^coiinnou 
the  United  Kingdom,  common  in  prin- 
iple,    commou    even    in    details,    rather 
an    that   we  should   legislate   in   these 
eighty    affairs  in    separate  Committee 
tooms  ?     Otir  legislation  in  the  past  lias 
been    au    amalgam   of    English,    Scotch, 
Irish,  and  Welsh  politics.     For  my  part, 
I  think  that  amalgam  is  the  truest  metal 
om  which  you  can  forge  the  girders  on 
-which  the  destinies   of  this  conntry  may 
urely  rest, 
•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 

AR        (Mr.        CAMriJELL-RAXXERMAX, 

tirling,  &c.)  ;  I  am  sure  that,  neither 
e  Government  nor  those  who  support 
em  in  their  present  proposal  have  any 
ason  to  complain  of  the  tone  of  the 
ight  hon.  Gentleman's  speech.  There 
as  a  great  deal  of  good  humoured 
t)Bnter  in  it  :  there  was  a  loug  tissue 
of  those  hypothetical  eonuiidrums  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  delights. 
But  there  was  none  of  that  more  acrid 
spirit  which,  I  nm  sorry  to  say,  was  dis- 
played towards  some  of  us  at  least  in  the 
earlier  nights  of  this  Delmte.  He  began 
by  making  some  complaint  against  the 
overnment  because  we  were  hanging 
ack  in  the  Debate*  He  made  a  great 
complaint  that  only  one  Cabiuet  Minister 
bad  spoken.  Well  I  am  not  one  who 
BtJinds  very  mucli  on  the  dignity  of  a 
Cabinet  Minister,  who,  after  alL  i&  a 
mortal  like  other  Members  of  this  House, 
But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  there  had  been 
only  one  ex-Cabinet  Minister  who  had 
ttI)oken,  and  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Lord  Advocate  spoke  on  the  first  night, 
Bhd  no  one  could  speak  with  greater 
personal  authority  than  my  right  lion. 
Friend.  But  I  was  certainly  somewhat 
.larmed — knowing  that  I  should  have  to 
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follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — when 
he  said  that  he  hiul  had  no  answer  to 
some  of  the  questionB  that  had  l>eon  put 
to  uii.  1  was  careful  to  take  note  of 
what  these  questions  were,  and  find  tliat, 
after  all,  they  were  two.  The  iirst  ter- 
rible poser  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man addressed  to  us  was  as  to  our  inten- 
tions of  extending  this  proposal  to  other 
parts  of  the  Three  Kingdoms,  as  to 
wiiich  I  shall  have  something  to  say 
before  I  sit  down  ;  and  the  scf'ond  was, 
that  he  asked  us  triumphantly^  **  Will  this 
save  time  ?  " 

Mr,  GOSCHEN  :  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  giving  the  catalogue  of  my 
questions 

Mk,  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  ; 
I  have  done  with  them. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  -von Id  remind 
him  I  also  asked  what  were  tlie  Bills  it  is 
proposed  to  refer  to  the  Committee  ;  why 
the  figure  lo  had  lH>en  taken  ;  and  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  taxes  his  memory, 
he  will  remember  that  I  put  other  (pies- 
tions* 

•Mit.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAX: 
There  are  a  gooil  many  snbsitliary  qnes- 
tions  which  I  shall  be  hap[>y  fo  answer, 
hut  the  two  questions  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  breathless  to  cleliver 
were  those  which  I  have  mentioned. 
Well,  Sir,  our  object — I  will  not  say  our 
whole  object,  but  the  great  part  of  our 
object — was  to  save  the  time  of  tho 
House  for  Scottish  business  ;  and  if  it  is 
saved  for  Scottish  business,  it  will  he 
saved  for  other  business,  l>ecause  it  will 
remove,  so  far  as  it  ofjcratcs,  that  busi- 
ness from  the  way  of  other  btisiness  of 
the  House.  We  look  upon  this  as  a 
niodest  proposal  j  and  if  the  right  hou, 
(/fentleman  complains,  as  he  appears  to 
do,  that  many  arguments  have  not  been 
answered,  it  is  not  so  much  because  they 
arc  nnaiiswerable,  liut  because,  however 
great  force  there  is  in  them,  they  apply 
to  something  which  is  not  in  the  least 
contemplated  by  the  Government  in 
bringing  forward  tliis  proposal.  There- 
fore it  happens,  as  sometimes  o  rcMirs, 
that  argmnents  do  not  answer  each  other, 
for  the  simple  reason  that  they  are 
moving  on  parallel  lines,  and  never  meet. 
But  what  is  it  that  we  ground  tho  pro- 
posal now  hefore  the  House  upon  ?  We 
make  two  allegations.  We  say,  in  the 
first  place,  that  Scottish  business  has 
been  hindered  and  (scantily  attended  to  of 
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recent  yeare^  and  in  iDcreaeing  degree. 
And  the  second  allegation »  which  for  my 
part  I  regard  ad  quite  as  im[K>rtat)t,  i^ 
tliii* — that  Scottish  opinion  npon  Scottisli 
subjects  has  not  reueivetl  its  dne  weight. 
Are  we  right  in  the  first  ailegatioii  ?  It 
is  a  serions  complaint  to  make  from  our 
point  of  view,  because  the  Liix^nil  Farty, 
at  all  events,  are  those  who  think  that 
there  it;  too  much  delay,  too  ranch  hesita- 
tion in  legislation,  and  that,  whatever 
may  have  lieen  the  case  in  former  jear«, 
now  file  miixl  of  the  country  if  &o  active 
and  so  welbinfonnt^d  tbat  matters  come 
to  ill  is  House  for  le<^i  slat  ion  in  a  state  of 
preparation  for  action  which  the  House  of 
Con^mons  was  not  accuslomed  to  iy  yearts 
now  long  gone  by.  Therefore,  there  is  no 
louger  any  necessity  for  dangling  aud 
dawdling  aud  phiyiog  with  a  f|uesti«ni 
when  the  snbjert  comes  before  this 
House.  In  the  great  majority  of  in- 
stances it  is  ripe  for  btsing  ilealt  with,  if 
only  the  House  could  find  the  time  to  do 
it*  That  is  the  spirit  which  actuates  us^, 
and  I  can  honestly  say  that  any  delay  to 
which  we  are  jmrty  is  forced  npon  us 
by  eircumsfauces  and  is  not  of  our 
creation.  J  am  well  aware  of  the 
tremendous  forces  in  this  House,  and 
out  of  it,  that  make  for  delay  in  legisla- 
tion. Those  who  eoutribute  to  the 
creation  of  those  forces  do  not  all  proceed 
from  the  sutue  motive  or iutention.  There 
are  ma uy  Minibers  who  miiy  have  an  ob- 
jection to  u  particular  ]>ieceof  legislation, 
to  an  individual  measure  which  is  intro- 
duced, and  they  opjmse  it  by  all  the 
means  in  ibeir  power.  That  is  an  honour- 
able and  legitimate  opposition,  deserving 
of  all  res[»ect,  even  from  tiiose  who  do 
not  join  in  it.  Then  there  is  a  certaio 
section  in  tiie  Housu,  and  not  a  very  small 
section,  who  go  a  little  further,  aud 
think  we  have  too  much  legislation,  aud 
that  they  do  the  State  and  the  ptiblir 
good  service  in  hindering  legislation  iiii 
much  as  they  can.  That  is  also  a  per- 
fectly tntelligiljle  and  fierfeetly  houout*- 
able  opinion  and  motive,  which  apain  1 
would  treat  with  every  possible  respect. 
But  1  regret  to  say,  Hir,  that  within  a 
short  time  there  has  come  into  play 
another  Bet  of  motives  altogether,  and 
there  appear  to  be  some  Members  of  the 
House  whose  antipathy  is  not  directed  so 
much  to  individual  measures,  or  to  the 
reform  of  our  faws,  as  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day,  and  whose  object  almost 

Mr.  CawphcH'Bn  liner  man 
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avowedly  Is,  by  their  aetioo,  to  prevent 

the  Government  of  the  day  obtaining 
such  credit  as  they  might  get  by  the 
passing  of  measures,  whether  they  con- 
sider such  measures  good  or  not. 

Limu  K.   CHURCHILL:    I    would 
like  to  ktiow  their  uames. 

•Mk.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  think  the  noble  Lord  knows  some  of 
them,  although  it  is  not  a  motive  which 
1  for  one  moment  would  impute  to  him. 
That,  I  say,  is  a  new  element,  a  new 
spirit  in  dealing  with  legislation  in  thia 
House,  aud  it  has,  no  doubt,  served  to  in- 
crease the  delay  and  the  hindrance  thai 
has  existed  in  past  years.  So  far  a^i  theae 
causes  affect  Scfittisii  bueiiness,  they  have 
undouhtcHlly  increased  In  intensity.  Some 
lion.  Members  who  have  taken  part  in 
these  Debates  have  referred  to  the  last 
rarliarnent,  and  have  .surd  it  Is  the  fault 
of  the  (Government  that  you  cannot  pass 
Scottish  Bills,  because  they  point  to 
last  Parliatuent  and  say,  **  Remember  the 
very  important  legislation  on  Scottish 
subjects  which  the  late  Govenmient  was 
able  to  carry  through  the  House."  Yea, 
Sir,  hut  shall  I  say  frank  iy  wluU  the 
reason  for  that  was  ?  The  reason  was 
that  the  Opposition  was  a^  anxious 
or  even  more  anxious  to  pass  the  legis- 
lation than  the  Government  themselves; 
that  the  Opposition  gave  every  assistance 
in  their  power,  lutd  only  exerted  them* 
selveii  to  carry  the  k'gislatiou  fnrtlier 
Ihan  the  somewhat  reluctant  (iovcrnnoent 
was  willing  to  go.  Therefore,  for  ray 
part,  I  am  prepared  to  face  some  objec- 
tions and  some  anomalies  in  order  to  liiid 
a  remedy  for  this  delay.  But  there  is 
not  only  the  delay  in  Scottish  business  ; 
there  is,  as  I  have  said,  the  ^uppression, 
and  in  some  <:ases  oblitenitiou,  of  Scottish 
feeling  in  our  legislatioiK  1  naturally 
approach  this  subject  from  the  point  of 
view  of  a  Scotsman.  1  have  some  diffi- 
culty in  realising  it,  but  I  aui  tlie  fath<^ 
of  Scottish  Memliers,  and  in  that  capacity 
my  memory  goes  Iwit^k  to  very  early  timea 
— times  spoken  of  as  if  they  were  halcyoQ 
times — when  the  Scottish  Membera 
met  in  the  Lord  Advocators  ro<>m,  and 
discussed  the  business  of  the  y^ear 
quietly,  and  nev«r  troubled  the  Engllsb 
and  Irish  Members  on  tbeir  matters  at 
all,  und  at  the  end  of  the  Session  there 
was  a  certain  amount  of  legislation  to 
be  put  to  their  credit.  These  were  the 
old  dilettante  dayt5,  before  the  extetision 
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of  household  mitlrage.  With  the  extension 
tjf  hou^ehohl  snffVrtge  there  came  the  intro- 
duction of  an  earnest  spirit  into  tlie 
House,  an  J  the  previous  hole-jmtl-eonier 
arrangements  became  im practicable,  and 
there  was  a  right  and  necessary 
detnaud  that  the  buRiuefifi  of  Scotlarnl 
should  be  transacted  in  tl»e  face  of  tl»e 
House,  Hud  in  Committees^  of  the 
House,  where  public  responrtibility 
exists.  Since  then  tliere  has  been  notliin^' 
hxii  cou8tunt  coniphiint*  This^  corn  phi  int 
cuhoinated  '\n  the  case  of  tlie  Lucal 
Govertinient  Bill  for  Scotland,  which  was 
sed  during  the  hwt  Parliamenl, 
uring  the  priitfrenM  in  Committee  of  thiti 
•Bill  we  saw  a^ain  and  a«,niin  Scottish 
MeinherH  dis^cussiuLf  fmintH  of  the  greatest 
interest  and  importance  to  flicir  country, 
And  expresiiJing  consitkmihle  unanimity 
on  these  points  ;  hut  when  rho  Divlfjion 
bell  was  runj!;,  other  Members  came  \\\ 
from  all  quarters  and  overrode  the  opinion 

>f  the  Scottish  Memhert*.  The  question 
involveil  wa^  not  a  Party  question,  au(i 
it  is  not  on  that  j^^roirud  that  I  com- 
plain, but  the  fact  ream  ins  that  we 
Were  overridden  :  and  when  tlte  House 
ascertained  the  feeling  and  opinion  of  the 
Scottish  Members,  it  was  too  late  to 
igive  effect  to  it.  Since  then  tliere  ha?* 
'l>eeu  in  all  quarters  in  Scotiaad  an 
earnest  desire,  if  possible,  to  find 
aotne  remedy  for  that  slate  of  matters. 
We  feel  that  if  we  are  to  he  overruled  it 
should  Jje  done,  as  my  hon.  F'rieiid  the 
Member  for  Alierdeen  (Mr.  Htmter)  in 
his  most  able  defence  of  this  Kesohition 
made  clear,  with  tlie  full  knowledge  on 
the  part  of  the  House  of  what  the 
t>piijion  of    Scotiand,   as  rcpresetited    by 

he  Scottish  Mend>ers,  is.  Therefore  it 
ts  tha  t  we  propo se  this  G  ra  1 1  d  C  i  »m  m  i  tt  e  e . 
•We  have  heard  it  spoken  of  in  very 
ittroii^  terms  liy  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  who  talked  of  it  as  revolu- 
tionising the  practice  of  this  House,  and 
upsetting  our  immemorial  tnwlitions,  and 
eo  forth.  These  are  the  exaggerated 
phrases  that  he  has  been  obliged  to  use 
in  order  \o  make  his  somewhat  pufled-up 
case  against  the  liesolutiou.  We  know 
it  is  an  innovation  ;  we  admit  that  it  is 
ati  innovation.  VVlteu  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  whellier  it  is  in  accord- 
ance with  the  ordinary  Kule  as  to  (Trand 
Committees  that  it  should  be  an  exact 
reflex,  as  near  as  may  be,  of  the  political 
opinious  of  the  House,  wo  know  that  it 
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is  not  so.  It  is  because  w^e  know 
that  what  we  seek  to  obtain  in 
the  representation  of  Scottish  ojunion 
camiot  be  obtained  by  an  ordinary 
tTrand  Committee  that  we  bring  for- 
ward the  Kesolutiou  and  submit  it 
to  the  House.  We  are  told  that  this 
proposal  is  a  recognition  of  nationality, 
lujt  I  imagine  that  that  objection  is 
somewhat  departed  from,  because  hon. 
Memliers  in  the  course  of  the  Debate 
have  a<lducetl  instance  after  instauce 
where  Select  Coin  mi  (fees  at  least  have 
Ix^en  ap|H»iuted  with  a  direct  reference  to 
nationality.  But  we  are  told  that  the 
liesolutiou  is  improper, l»ecaiise  it  iucbulca 
all  the  Scottish  Members.  Tlie  Leader 
of  the  Oppnsilion  laid  do wu  the  extra- 
ordinary proposition  that  on  Scottisli 
subjects  Scottish  Members  did  not  repre- 
sent Scottish  opinion.  The  right  hon, 
Gefttleman  had  the  courage  to  assert 
that  the  apparent  majority  represented 
by  the  Members  on  one  side  atid  the  other 
of  this  House  does  uot  represent  a  similar 
tli vision  of  opinion  in  Scotland,  for  he 
said  the  votes  cnst  upon  either  side  at  the 
last  General  Election  were  about  ecpiaL 
That  may  be  so  by  the  somewhat 
maguificcnt  arithmetic  of  the  right 
boo.  Geutlemnu,  hnt  there  is  a 
trifling  dit^erence  of  4tJ,0(KJ  votes  in 
favour  of  those  whom  he  would  call, 
perhaps,  the  Glmlstonian  Members  which, 
I  think,  ought  to  have  been  taken  into 
reckoning  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
I  have  Icwked  iuto  this  matter,  and  find 
that  these  40,0(X>  votes  represent  8  per 
cent,  of  the  number  of  electors  who 
voted.  That  may  not  seem  a  very  large 
proportSoii,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  a  principal  Meuiber  of  a  (iovern- 
ment  not  many  years  *igo  whiidi  overrode 
the  opinion  of  Scot  bind,  and  coerced 
Ireland,  and  contrtdled  the  affairs  of 
Euglajid,  by  virtue  of  a  majority 
which  only  represented  3  per  cent, 
of  those  who  went  to  the  poll  at 
the  General  Election.  I  have  also 
found,  singularly  enough,  that  that 
is  the  precise  proportiouftle  niajority 
which  he  himself  enjoys  iu  the  con- 
stituency he  now  represents,  and  1  think 
he  would  be  very  glad  to  exchange  it  for 
the  H  f»er  ceiil,  %vhich  is  reprcsenteil  in 
Scotland  i»y  the  40,000  votes  I  have 
referred  to. 

Mk*  a.  J.  BALFOUR  indicated  dis- 
sent* 
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Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNEHMAN  : 

The  right  lion.  Gendeuiriii  saiti  the  votes 
cast,  were  nUuiit  equal  ;  I  ml  it  is  of  the 
capacity  of  Scottish  Member^*  that;  ho  i» 
almost  contemptuoiii^.  He  was  disposed 
to  belittle  tfiem  because  there  were  ao 
many  Englis^hmeu  amongst  tlie  Sctottish 
Memliers  on  this  side* 

Mk.  a,  J.  BALFOUR  :  No,  no, 
Mk.  CAMPBELL  ban NEBM an  : 
In  the  Debate  whicli  interposed  itself  iu 
the  niidtile  of  this  dist?nssion  he  referred 
to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Memltor  for  West 
Fife  (Mr.  Birrell)  as  the  Englishman  who 
sits  for  West  Fife,  wliicb  stniek  me  as 
a  somewhat  strange  cjuip  to  eome  from 
tlie  lips  of  the  Scotsman  who  sits  for 
East  Manchester. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  ni.t  want 
Home  Ride  for  England. 

*MFt,  CAMPBELL-BAN NEUM AN  : 
There  is  no  question  of  Home  Rule  for 
Engbmd  or  Hr»mo  Rule  for  Scotland. 
The  question  is  whether  an  Englishnniu 
sitting  for  a  Scottish  eoustitueney  \n 
entitled  to  speak  in  the  name  of  his  con- 
fttitiients  with  authority  npon  a  Seottish 
suhjeet.  Let  me  remind  \\w  right  boo. 
Gentleman  there  are  two  e lasses  of  tliose 
migrated  Meml>ers^there  are  those  who 
have  eroHsed  the  Border  northwards  or 
sonthwfirds  beeaivse  they  have  been  ia- 
vited  by  const! tneiieies  ont  of  their  own 
eon  13 try  to  ilo  so,  and  there  are  those 
who  have  crossed  the  Boider  becanse 
they  eonlil  not  Hnd  eoTistitneucies  lii 
their  owij  eotintry.  I  will  make  tbit? 
ot!er  U\  tlie  right  hon.  Geatleman.  I  will 
take  the  Englishmen  who  sit  for  Scottish 
constituencies  and  transfer  tliem  to 
EDgland  in  the  next  General  Election 
within  the  next  two  or  three  years,  and  I 
will  let  Irim  take  to  Scotland  tlie  Scotsmen 
who  sit  for  English  constituencies^  and  we 
will  see  which  of  us  will  return  the  hirger 
iiufnlier  of  our  men.  What  liave  we  to 
do  with  the  birthplace  of  a  ilember  any 
more  tiittii  we  have  to  do  with  the  colour 


of  his  hair  ?  WMmt  we  have  to  do  with 
is  the  fact  that  he  is  the  choice  of  the 
electors.  To  say  that  any  MeKil>cr  is  uot 
entitled  to  represeot  the  opiidoi)  of 
Scotland  because   ho   was  not    born    in 

Seotlaod 

Mr.  a.  tL  BALFOUR  :  I  never  said 
so, 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  ; 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  go  so 
far  as  to  say  that  be  was  uot  entitled  to 
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represeot  it,  but,  as  I  said,  he  belittled 
the  weight  and  authority  of  such  a  Mem- 
ber upon  any  purely  Scottish  subject. 
But  whether  Englishmen  or  Scotsmen^ 
be  denies  their  competence  on  aootlier 
most  extraordinary  ground.  He  says 
their  opinion  is  worth  little  on  a  Scotcli 
local  qnestiou,  because  they  are  elected 
on  great  Party  issues.  The  argument 
seeujs  to  come  to  this — that  no  elector  and 
no  Representative  is  entitled  to  have  au 
opinion  upon  two  subjects  at  once. 
We  are  constantly  told,  for  instance,  that 
if  a  Member  is  in  favour  of  Home  Rule 
and  also  of  Disestablishment,  his  election 
furnishes  no  proof  that  the  constituencj  is 
in  favour  of  the  one  pulicy  or  the  other. 
Every  opinion  that  can  be  professed,  I 
suppose,  is  thus  to  be  taken  by  itself. 
But  the  most  preposterous  of  all  these 
ideas  is  that  a  Member  is  not  a  proper 
person  in  this  country  to  speak  the 
opinion  on  local  questions  of  his  coustt- 
taency,  and  that  we  are  rather  to  go,  aa 
we  have  been  told,  to  other  Members, 
representing  other  constituencies,  who 
from  their  personal  experience  are 
supposed  to  be  better  able  to  speak.  I 
submit  that  when  the  Scottish  Mem  Hers 
give  their  vote  upon  purely  Scottish  ques- 
tions by  a  large  majority,  we  are  entitled 
to  take  that  to  be  the  legitimate,  honest, 
and  genuine  expression  of  the  ojiinion  of 
the  Scottish  people^  and  there  is  no  other 
way  by  which  we  can  obtain  that  opinion. 
What  is  this  proposal  that  we  make  ? 
We  propose  that  such  Bills  as  are  deter- 
mined by  the  House  should  be  remitted 
to  a  substantially  Scottish  Committee, 
The  right  hon.  Gentlemau  (Mr.  Goachen) 
has  asked  measto  the  constitution  of  the 
Committee.  He  has  said,  "Why  do 
you  take  all  the  Scottish  Members?" 
P^or  the  very  reason  that  we  wish  to 
know  the  opinion  of  the  vScottisb  |>eof>le; 
and  we  can  only  get  at  thni  opiniou 
through  the  votes  and  the  voice  of  the 
Representatives  of  the  Scottish  people. 
We  add  to  the  Scottish  Mend)ers  15 
Mem liers  to  be  select etl  by  the  Committee 
of  Sele<»tion,  They  may  choose  for  that 
purpose  Scotsmen  sitting  for  English 
constituencies  if  they  think  they  are  ]>ar- 
ticularly  qualilicd  to  assist  the  Com- 
mittee in  its  deliberations  ;  and  if  they  do 
so  in  present  circnmstanees,  the  proba- 
bility would  be  that  the  large  number  of 
the  15  would  add  to  the  strength  of  the 
Opposition  on  the  Committee,  and  would 
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go  very  far,  at  w\\  i^wL'Vxt^^  to  approach 
the  dii4pos<iUoti  of  Pttrties  in  tiii??  House. 
It  woulil  he  inj  piiuijiliinent  to  an  Eu^Iit^li 
Mernhor  to  Ik>  aildeil  to  \hh  Gnuid  C<}tii- 
mittee.  In  1HH4  the  Scottish  Burgh 
Pol  ire  Bill  wrt.s  referred  to  a  Select  Coiii- 
I  III  t  tee  corii|K»8e<l  of  21  Scottish  Mernherii 
and  six  Euglinh  Coiit*ervativo  MeiiilnTs, 
three  of  whom  were  Seotsmeo  ;  atjil  I  HitlI 
that  at  the  ineetiiigp*  of  thiit  Coiimiittee 
there  was  a  good  attendaoee  of  the  Scott  i.^li 
Merahers.  But  there  was  one  of  theSeots- 
men — au  Eughsb  Memher^ — Bpecially 
put  ou  to  give  the  Committee  his  ass^ist- 
ance  wlio  never  attendeil  any  meeting 
of  the  C^ommittee  thronghout  its  whole 
proeeetlrngs.  That  Mem  her  was  the 
Scotsman  who  then  »at  for  the  Borongh 
of  Hertfortl  and  now  t^its  for  East  Man- 
chester (Mr,  A,  J,  Balfotir).  It  does 
uot  appear,  therefore,  that  the  dnty 
wonld  he,  at  all  events,  oppres:iive. 
The  right  hon.  Gentlemen  asks  me 
what  Bills  are  to  he  sent  to  this  Com- 
mittee ;  and  wlien  be  inquired  bow  it 
w*a8  hoped  to  save  time,  he  made  a  sug- 
gestion in  whieh  tberii  was  a  good  deal 
of  force.  lie  waid— "  Why  do  you  not 
take  the  Second  Eead ing  of  the  Scottish 
Local  Government  Bill,  and  then  move 
that  tt  t>e  referrcil  to  the  Committee  ?  '' 
That  was  a  conrs^e  that  might  luive 
lieen  atlopted.  But  I  imagine  we  have 
first  to  set  up  a  tirand  Committee  Ivefore 
we  send  a  Bill  to  it,  whieh  \vas  at  least  k 
diftictilty  in  the  way.  We  introdiiee  this 
proposiii  as  an  exjverimcut  undonhtetiiy, 
uud  the  very  hrst  Bill  that  we  should  pro- 
pose to  Kend  to  the  Committee  is  the  Local 
Governaieiifc  Bill  for  Seotland,  That 
Bill  has  no  less  than  70  clauses,  and  when 
we  consider  the  length  of  time  that  wtis 
spent  over  the  Englieb  Local  Government 
Bill  la8t  winter,  hon.  Members  can  form 
some  conception  of  the  number  of  tiays 
that  would  be  requireil  for  tlje  discussion 
of  the  Scottish  Bill  if  it  was  dealt  with 
ill  Committee  of  the  whole  House.  If 
we  succeed  in  inducing  the  House  to 
send  the  Bill  to  thia  Grand  Com- 
mtltee,  there  will  he  almost  adequate 
work  for  the  Committee  in  the  pro- 
visions of  that  measure  ulone.  It  eon- 
taina  nothing  that  is  not — I  will  not  ^ay 
of  a  controversial  nature,  hecauj^e  that 
i»  a  word  of  a  doubtful  meaning  ;  hut  it 
contains  nothing  of  a  Party  or  politically 
ooutroversial  nature.  It  introduces  no 
high    Constitutional    prineipie^,    and    it 


April  1894f  (Scotland).  6«2 

disturbs    no  high    Constitution  at    prin- 
eiples  ;  and  it  is  preeisely  the  sort  of  Bill 


that  could  he  dealt  with  with  the  gre4ite8t 
eJfect  before  a  Standing  Committee  of 
tliis  kind.  Allusion  b«s  l)een  made  to 
the  fundamental  difference  wbich  exists 
between  England  antl  Scotland  in  respect 
of  jurispnidence,  of  religious  form**  and 
Churcbes,  find  particularly  in  nspect  of 
the  administration  of  loeal  afluii>i,  and  of 
the  Poor  Law.  Therefore,  here  is  a 
matter  entirely  aifecting  Scotland  alone 
emhodied  in  a  Bill  extending  to  70 
ciauses,  which,  we  think,  could  with 
great  advantage  to  Scotland  and  to  the 
Ilouf^e  l)e  referred  to  tlj©  Grand  Com- 
mittee. The  right  bou.  (rentlenian  baft 
asked  whether  an  Education  Bill  wtadd 
be  sent  to  the  Committee.  I  should  say 
so,  certainly.  Eilucatiou  is  a  siihject  in 
which  Scotland  has  always  beeu  im- 
mensely ahead  of  England,  and  we  wish 
our  educational  arrangements — although 
I  remember  during  the  last  ParliamenI 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  give  us 
much  assi8(ance  in  that  direction — wc 
wish  our  educational  arrangements  to  be 
conducted  upon  Scottish  lines,  and  not 
upon  I"3nglisb  lines.  And  what  is  the 
difference  ?  If  an  Education  Bill  was 
treated  in  Committee  of  the  wdiolc  Houscj 
all  the  Members  who  would  take  part  iu 
the  discussion  of  it  would  be  Scottish 
Memiicrs.  The  right,  hon.  (icntlemau  is 
very  properly  scrupulous  as  to  drafts  on 
the  Exchequer,  That  wonld  he  for  the 
House  to  determine  at  the  time.  But  if 
I  were  to  lay  down  any  rule  1  should  say 
that  any  Bill  wduch  was  mainly  and 
principally  a  tinaneial  Bill  would,  of 
courae,  not  go  to  the  Scottish  Grand 
Committee,  But  we  might  lui-vo  a  Bill 
in  w  hich  incidentally  there  was  some  small 
reference  to  the  Exchequer, and  to  therela- 
tionsl  Hit  ween  tbeExchequerand  Scotland* 
Then  I  am  asked  as  to  local  veto.  Perhaf>s 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  anare 
til  at,  for  a  great  many  years  hack — I 
shonlti  think  for  20  years  back^ — ^there 
has  been  a  majority  of  the  Scottish 
Members  in  favour  not  of  local  veto,  but 
in  favonr  of  the  old  principle  which  was 
emhodied  in  the  Permissive  Bill — the 
principle  of  local  control.  There  has  been 
a  majority,  including  Conservative  Mem- 
bers and  Memt^ers  of  all  shades  of  opinion^ 
in  favonr  of  that  change,  and  I  should 
have  thought  it  would  be  jierfectly  proper 
Aud  legitimate  to  send  such  n  Bill  to  a 
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Scottish  Gmnd  Committee.  But  timt  is 
a  injitter  to  lie  deteniiinecl  by  the  House 
on  tIieo(?eaj<ioM  of  tliL^  Seforid  lieiicJiug  of 
the  Bill.  When  a  Bill  which  is  purely 
and  exclusively  Scott i«4h  waw  dealt  with 
in  this  Committee,  it  wotild  have  one 
great  advantage,  in  that  there  would  not 
he  so  mncdi  of  that  reference  to  Party  ties 
and  Party  feelings  as  we  necessarily 
have  in  the  House  at  large.  There  w^oyld 
|j©  no  Whip  to  direct  Members  how  to 
vote  on  one  question  ami  another*  In  a 
Grand  Committee  a  Bill  is  dealt  with  in 
a  much  more  coiiveraational  and  less  stiti' 
way  than  in  the  House,  and  with  less 
regard  to  the  obligations  of  Party 
allegiance.  The  further  advantage  w^ould 
accrue  that  the  House  would  see  w^hat 
the  Scottish  Members  wanted,  and  in  the 
further  stages  of  the  Bill  the  House 
would  have  the  mot*t  absolute  power  to 
review^,  modify,  alter,  or  upset  any  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill.  I  have  treated  thia 
question  hitherto  from  the  point  of  view  of 
Scoti*hmen  and  Scotlatid.  Where  is  the 
danger  of  appointing  .snch  a  Committee 
from  that  point  of  view  ?  Where  is  the 
danger  from  the  point  of  view  of  Scottish 
interests,  ^Scottish  opinion^ Scottish  wants, 
assuming,  of  course,  that  wo  all  desire 
that  Scottish  legislation  should  pro- 
ceed on  Scottisli  lines  ?  But  what  is  to 
he  said  from  the  point  of  view  of  Eng- 
land and  Irehuid?'  Theright  hon,  Gentle- 
man asked  if  we  meant  to  extend  this  p»ro- 
posal  m  England  and  Irelaud.  Well,  no, 
Sir.  And  I  will  give  some  reasons  why 
it  s^hould  not  bo  extended  to  England. 
In  principle  I  should  have  no  objection 
to  see  it  myself,  Init  practically  the  cases 
are  not  the  same.  What  we  complain 
of  is  that  Scotland  being  in  the  minority 
iB  at  a  disadvantage.  But  England  is 
never  in  the  minority — is,  in  fact,  in  a 
majority  ypou  every  Gmnd  Committee 
that  can  he  constituted  in  an  ordinary 
manner.  England's  interests  always  pre- 
dominate if  she  chooses  to  assert  them. 
Scotland's  never  can  unless  by  some 
8uch  arrangement  as  this— on  a  Grand 
Committee.  That  is  the  answer  to  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman,  so  far  as  the  neces- 
sities of  the  case  are  coucerned.  Another 
point  which  seems  to  ma  to  stand  in  the 
way  of  constituting  imme*liately  a  Com- 
mittee of  this  sort  for  England  is  the 
immense  inconvenience  of  it,  because  the 
English  Members  are  so  numerous  that 
it  would  he  practically  the  House  itself, 
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and  not  a  Grand  Committee  of  the  kind 
we  are  seeking  to  set  up.  I  have  s[>okeo 
of  Scotland  being  In  a  minority,  aud 
let  me  bring  home  lo  hon.  Mem- 
oers  the  fact  l>roughi  out  hy  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Aberdeen » 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Aber- 
deen referred  to  the  case  of  the  Local  (Go- 
vernment Bill  which  wepjissed  in  the  last 
Parliament.  On  the  occasions  when  the 
Scottish  Members  voted  two,  three,  four* 
and  even  live  to  one  in  favour  of 
certain  provisions  which  they  desired  to 
see  accepted,  the  English  and  Irish  Mem- 
bers came  in  aud  outvoted  them.  My  boo. 
Friend  pointed  to  a  case  where  the  Mem* 
hers  from  Scotland  were  49  for  and  10 
against.  If  we  applied  the  same  pro- 
portion to  the  English  Members,  we  find 
the  equivalent  event  on  an  English  Bill 
would  be  this — 537  to  6H.  And  then 
supposing  there  were  sufficient  Members 
from  Ireland  and  Scotland,  aud  thoy 
f;ame  in  and  outvoted  that  Eoglish 
majority  J  that  will  give  English  Mem- 
bers some  idea  of  what  it  is  of  which 
we  complain.  There  was  an  extra- 
onlinary  view  taken  of  a  sort  of  Utopian 
House  of  Commons  by  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  London.  The  right  hon. 
Gentlemati  complained  that  the  proposed 
Committee  would  have  the  effect  of 
preventing  English  Members  having  any 
voice  in  Scottish  affairs,  and  he  exclaimed 
in  indignation,  '*  Why  are  we  not  to  hare 
the  privilege  of  outvoting  them  when 
they  outvote  us  P"  That  looked  as  if 
the  proper  arrangement  would  l>e  the 
constitution  of  the  House  into  sections^ 
eaoh  of  which  would  find  its  highest 
pleasure  in  outvoting  the  other.  We  do 
not  wish  to  be  outvoted  by  them.  But  it 
is  asserted  that  we  do  outvote  them,  aud 
the  Parish  Councils  Bill  is  referred  to  as 
an  example.  Well,  I  have  looked  into  a 
good  many  Divisions,  and  I  can  only  find 
aliout  nine  occasions  upon  which  the 
majority  of  the  Government  was  not 
English  as  well  as  Imperial^  and  only  two 
occasions  when  the  Enghsh  majoritj 
against  was  over  10,  Suppose  a  siniil*r 
occurrence  was  to  appear  on  the  propoaed 
Grand  Committee.  In  the  case  of  a  veiy 
small  majority  there  would  be  no  diffi* 
cnlty  in  the  majority  of  the  House 
upsetting  the  decision  of  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee. Hon.  Gentlemen,  it  seems  to  m% 
do  not  attach  suflicieut  importance  to  the 
power  of  the  Uouse. 
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Mu.  A.  J,  BALFOUR  :  What  about 
eland  and  Wiiles  ? 
Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

in  a  fntwre    year   Ireland  and    Wales 

ernand,  in    the    same   way  aj*    Scotland 

loes,  the  appoitittneut  of  Grand    Cotn- 

ittees    for   their    purposes,     I     t^eo    no 

reason  why  they  i^honld  not  lie  g'raDted, 

L.»Hr>    k.    CHURCHILL:    No 

nglrshmjin  need  apply. 

•Mu,  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

iie   noble  Lortl  says,  "No  Englishman 

leed  apply.'*  No  Englisliinau  need  apply, 

canse    Englishmen    have    it     all   their 

mil  way  an  it  U,     I  have  no  liostility  to 

nglish  influence,     I  mn   very  glad  we 

(lion Id  have  a  certain  amount  of  English 

tlnence.     But  what  I  claim   is  that  we 

ould  be  heard  before  wc  are  struck,  and 

at  it  should  be   ascertained  on  a  Com- 

itlee  sych  as  this  what  the  opinion  and 

iahes  of  Scotland  won  hi  make  a  mea- 

mre,  before  the  House  of  Cnmmous  pro* 

*s  to  deal  with  it  in  any  other  fash lou. 

X  19  au  experiment  for  Scottish  purposej*. 

t   is   ovowedly    not    put   forward   as  a 

niforrn  settlement  for  the   general  hnsi- 

e6s  of  the   Hou^e  of  Commona,     The 

Idea  that    there    is   any    wrong  done  to 

ngland  in  the  matter  is  sheer  nonsense, 

cause  England   is  and   will  always  l>e 

iominant  in  immbers,   and  can  have  no 

ievauce  if  siicb  a  Committee  he  esta- 

ilished.     It  seemhi  to  me  that  out  of  our 

troversies  on   this  subject  one   thing 

es^and  that  is  that  Parb'araentwith 

present  procedure  eatjuot  legislate  effi- 

ieutljforal)  three  portions  of  the  United 

KiDgdom.     The  best  and  most  complete 

solution  may  he,  as  some  think,  or  it  may 

not  be, a8  otheru  think,  the  establishmeut 

of  subordiDate  Legislatures.     But  in  the 

meantime   let   u»,    in    a   common-sense, 

busineds-like  way,  adopt  for  Scotland  a 

moderate  arrangement  of  our  work  such 

a»  this,  which  does  not  interfere  in  any 

degree  with  the  interests  of  the  other 

tiT»tries,  which  will  surely^  as  everyone 

list  admit,  materially  aid  and  advance 

;he    fulfilment    of    Scottish 

work. 

Mr.  J.  GRANT  LAWSON  (York, 
N.R.,  Tbirsk)  said^the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  begun  his  speech  by  saying  that 
this  was  a  modest  pro]:K)saL  In  the  opinion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  sup- 
rters  the  proposal  was  far  too  modest, 
some  of  them  had  put  down  Amend- 
Dt6  which  ghowed   that  they  did  uot 
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consider  it  sufficient  to  meet  the  Deces- 
sities  of  the  case.  The  right  hon. 
(jrentleman  had  depended  on  a  good  deal 
of  false  analogy  for  his  argimient.  He 
liad  said,  for  instance,  that  the  Parish 
Councils  Bill  for  Scotland  could  not  pass 
through  Committee  in  the  usual  way  be- 
cause of  the  amount  of  time  which  had 
been  consumed  by  the  English  Parish 
Councils  Bill.  But  there  were  over  500 
English  MemlHjrs  and  only  70  Scotch 
Members;  and  if  72  Scotch  Meuilters 
could  talk  as  long  as  500  English 
Members » there  would  be  very  little  pro- 
gress made  with  the  Bill  even  on  the 
proposed  Scotch  Committee.  The  fact 
was,  that  if  the  Bill  went  through  Com- 
mittee in  the  House,  it  would  he  left 
utmost  entirely  to  Scotch  Members,  and 
won  hi  not  take  up  much  time  unless  the 
Scotch  Members  themselves  insisted  on 
spending  the  time.  The  arguments 
brought  forward  by  the  right  hon. 
GentlemaQ  might  be  very  good  in  sup- 
port of  Home  Rule,  but  they  were  uot 
applicable  to  the  Motion  before  the 
House,  for  when  a  Bill  came  back  to 
the  House  from  this  proposed  Grand 
Committee  English  opinion  and  votaii 
might  still  have  a  preponderating  in- 
fluence upon  it.  He  objected  to  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee  liecause 
it  involved  partial  treatment  between 
the  two  countries.  Scotland  was  to  have 
the  proposed  advantage,  and  England 
was  not.  The  proposal  was  the  more 
unnecessary  because  the  Committee  of 
Selection  were  always  very  wisely  care- 
ful to  place  on  Committees  a  full 
proportion  of  the  Representatives  of 
those  parts  of  the  United  Kingdotn 
to  which  particular  Bills  applied.  On 
many  occasions  the  majority  of  Eng- 
liwh  and  Welsh  Members  had  been  out- 
voted by  the  majority  of  the  Honse,  and 
on  no  more  important  question  than  on 
» but  of  the  retention  of  Churchwardens  as 
trustees  of  charities  mdien  the  Parish 
Councils  Bill  was  under  consideration.. 
That  Amendment  had  been  rejected  by  a 
majority  of  47,  the  numbers  being  163 
against  the  Amendment  and  116  for  it. 
There  were  53  Scotch  and  Irish  Members 
in  the  majority,  and  only  10  Scotch  and 
Irish  Members  in  the  minority  ;  so  that 
if  the  Bill  had  been  before  an  English 
Committee  that  Amendment  would  have 
been  carried.  Another  important  Amend- 
ment, which  proposed  that  the  Church- 
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wiirdcuft  sboiild  not  l>e  turned  out  of  their 
tnistteijibip  hi  ibaritii's  founded  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act,  and  which  wtai^  ^^^*- 
ported  hy  tlie  Oppoftition,  was  rejected  by 
36  votes.  Iij  the  minority  of  207  Mem- 
bers there  were  6H  Scotch  men  and  lri>*b- 
mcn,  hut  in  tlie  (nininity  of  171  tliere  were 
only  13.  If  the  Scot»*h  and  Irish  votes 
were  dedneted  from  eiieh  side  there 
remained  ii  majority  for  the  Amendment 
of  19.  In  that  nfkse  also  the  wishes  of 
England  were  »imply  overridden.  He 
wislied  to  quote  for  the  House  a  very  high 
opinion  on  theabsolnte  neeessity  of  main- 
taining etjUiilit}^  amongst  the  Members  of 
the  House,  ami  of  depriving  uo  section  of 
the  Oonse  of  rights  possessed  by  olber 
sections,  Tlie  late  IVime  Minister,  in 
iiitrodaeing  the  Home  Kule  Bill  ou 
February   13,  1893,  said — 

'"The  next  argument  iti  tins,  and  J  own  it 
touches  me  nearly  and  cut«  deeply  into  the 
iniitd  ant  I  heart  of  anyone  who  has  had  a  loii^ 
cxpurii^nee  of  Parliament.  It  ir  that  unless  the 
Irisih  Meml>erH  vote  njK>n  all  qucMions  you 
break  a  great  Parliamentary  tradition— thai  of 
the  iibsolnte  equality  of  Memlx?r»  of  the  House. 
1  eaiinot  stiy,  Sir*  what  value  I,  for  one,  attach 
to  the  priui'ipleof  Parliamentary  equality >  Be 
the  man  young  or  old,  be  be  rich  orijoor,  be  he 
from  the  ranks  of  the  highest  nobility^  or  l>e  tie 
a  representative  of  the  working  rilas^e^,  be  his 
IKiwers  what  they  may,  be  liift  standing  here 
w^bat  it  may^  I  hold  in  defiance,  il  it  ko  must  lue, 
of  all  merely  e(mventional  eontiitlerationr^,  that 
the  essential  equality  of  the  Memt^ers  of  this 
House  ii<  a  principle  of  thedeeiHMteonBequence^ 
and  form**  ii  part — a  fundamental  part — of  ihe 
environment  in  which  we  live,  mul  which,  to  a 
large  extent,^  enters  into  and  makcH  ur  what  we 
are.'* 

The  bon.  Member  for  Nortli  Aberdeen 
had  laid  two  propositions  before  tlie 
Ilouise — one,  that  Englishmen  knew 
nothing  about  Scotland,  and  the  other 
that  Scotchmen  knew  nothing  about 
England,  From  the  first  propo.sitiou 
liie  lion.  Member  deduced  the  argunieni 
that  when  Scotch  buj^inesi^  was*  on  in 
the  House  English  Members  did  not 
nndcrstand  it,  and  took  no  part  in  its 
cousideration.  But  English  men,  and 
men  of  every  nationaiity  in  the  Ilousci, 
were  responsible  for  the  good  govern- 
ment of  Scotland  and  of  every  other 
portion  of  the  United  Kingdom  ;  and  if 
English  Members  knew  nothing  about 
the  laws  and  institutions  of  a  country 
they  were  supposed  to  govern,  more 
ehmtiie  to  tbeni  I  Tbcy  were  bonnd  to 
lenru  something  aliout  those  Jaws  and 
iudtitntious  ;  and    how  could  they  lenru 

Jfr,  J,  Grant  Lawion 


it  if  all  Scotch  Debatee  were  to  take 
piace  npstairs  ?  The  hon.  Member  for 
North  Aberdeen  also  said  I  hat  Scotch 
Members  did  not  eare  whelfier Londoners 
were  robbed  by  their  Water  Companies. 
If  that  were  so,  bow  did  it  happen  that 
Seoicb  Members  voteil  in  such  large 
nUDibers  on  all  Bills  att'ecting  London  ? 
The  hon.  Mend>er  for  North  Aberdeen 
also  eontendeil  that  this  propose<l  Grand 
Committee  would  not  Ije  a  Scotch  Com- 
mittee beeause  there  would  be  15  Mem* 
hers  of  other  nationalities  also  on  it. 
But  as  the  Grand  Committee  would  be 
compose<l  of  72  Scoteh  Members  and 
only  lo  of  other  nationalities,  it  might 
be  very  fairly  said  that  it  won  hi  Iw  a 
Scoteh  National  Committee*  He  did 
not  believe  that  the  proposed  Commit  tee 
would  save  time*  There  would  be  a 
desperate  disenssion  on  every  proposal 
to  commit  a  Bill  to  the  Committee  for 
consideration,  and  then  if  the  Bill  got 
to  the  Committee  there  would  be  a 
minority  of  vSeotch  Uuionist  Members  on 
the  Committee  suffering  undera  grievance 
who  would  do  their  best  to  make  tbeif 
voiees  beard.  The  experience  of  the 
Church  Discipline  Act  of  a  few  years 
ago  showed  bow  a  small  b<7ily  of  men 
with  a  grievance  could  render  the  pro- 
ceedings of  a  Committee  altnost  im- 
possible. Then  when  the  Scotch  Bill 
got  back  from  the  Cotnmittee  to  the 
11  o use  English  Members  who  fell  they 
had  a  grievance  in  l>eing  exeloded  from 
the  Committee  when  they  desired  to  be 
instructed  on  Scoteb  matters  would  air 
their  grievance,  probably  at  considerable 
length,  and  the  progress  of  the  measure 
through  tlie  House  would,  consequently,  be 
very  slow.  One  of  the  arguments  now 
being  used  in  favour  of  au  alteration  ia 
the  other  branch  of  the  Legislatore  waa 
that  the  veto  of  the  Lords  was  used  only 
when  one  politituil  Party  was  iu  power. 
The  .Haraeargumeut  couhi  be  used  agaiast 
this  Motion.  Tlie  Motion  could  only  be 
put  into  operation  when  one  political 
Party  was  in  power.  No  work  could  be 
sent  to  the  proposed  Committee  except 
by  the  consent  of  the  majority  of  the 
House,  and  as  the  Unionist  Party ^  if  iu 
Office,  would  not  neud  any  work  to  the 
Cotnmittee,  the  Motion,  therefore,  could 
only  come  iuto  operation  when  the 
Liberal  Party  were  in  power.  Their 
object  should  bo  to  draw  closer  together 
all  the  nationalities  which  made  up 
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Uuited    KiDgdom^    to    removo    all    iu- 
^iialities,  and  to  iiuite  their   iiLstitutioof* 
the    oatiurmlitieH     themselves    were 
suited  Lo  tbe  United  Kiuj^^dom. 

•Mil.   BVLES  .(York,  \XAi.,  Shipley) 
**Hkl,    it     hud    beefi     oU^'Mvetl     that     uo 
English  Member  had    spoken  iu  favour 
i4>(  the  Government   proposal,  and    it  was 
"or  that  reason  rhiit  he  had  ri^eji  to  offer 
few  observations  on    the  matter.      It 
light   appear  rush   in  a  young  Member 
interfere  iti  a  Debate  whieh  concerned 
be  pnK*edure  <if  the   Hou.se,  bnt,  on   the 
lotber  hanti,  it  was   pii*^sihle  that  some   of 
Ihe  ways  of  the  Mouse  of  Commons  were 
l«eeu  more  elearlj  by  a  new  Meiid>er  than 
\hy  some  of  the  older  Members,  who   InMl 
fot  used   to   tbe  lial>its   of   tbe   'Honse, 
aet    Session    he    felt,   as    many    other 
lembers  iiiu«t  have  felt,  over  and   over 
Igain,  that  it  was  useless  for  any  Member 
[who  eame  to  the  House  to  work,  to   try 
get   a    measure    in    whieb     he    was 
uferested    carried    throu^^li    the    House, 
lOii  one  or  two   great    Bills    1/ist    Session 
■there  were  limitless  speeches  and  Amend- 
{ineut^  intended  to   waste  tbe  time  of  tbe 
pjlouse.     That  was  not  the*  true  function 
^f     au     Opposition.       I'be     Op[K)sition 
[flight    rather    to    amend    and     improve 
legislation,  than    to    set    up   a    wall    to 
j>revent    the     country    obtaining     what 
jit   had  voted  for  and  determiiied   upon, 
iThat   seemed    to    him   to  be  the  course 
rbieh     tbe    Opposition     slM>nld    pursue, 
'whetlier    it    were  Libera!    or   Conserva- 
tive,     Men     of     long     ex[)erien<!e      in 
^fbe  House  seemed  to  take  tbe  oiistrne- 
lioti    &fl    a    matter  of   course,    and  even 
acknowledge    that    they     hail    done 
it  in  their  time.     The  Motion  before  the 
loUfte    Wtt8    intended   antl    calculated  to 
ive  the  time  of  tbe  House,  and  tfiat  was 
lis  tirst  reasoQ  for  supporting  it.  Anotlier 
^»rgiimcut  for  tbe  proposal,   and  a  very 
true    argument,    was  that   the    business 
to  be  relegated  to  the  Scotch  Committee 
was    business  which  a   vjist  number  of 
Members  of  tbe  House  did  not  understand, 
fiud  which  they   were  in  great  measure 
neompetent  to  legislate  upon.     He  had 
jb^erved    that  whenever  a  Scotch  qnes- 
lion  WftB  being  discussed  the  House  was 
bU  almoflt  exclusively  to  Scotch  Mem- 
Brs.     Whenever  Scotch   business  came 
ip  it  simply  defied  the  comprebension  of 
Doglishmeu,  and   if  Scotch  business  did 
rnot  coDCeni  the  constituents  of  EuglLsh- 
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mou,  tbey  would  do  best  to  leave  it  10 
the  Scotch  Members.  In  fact,  that  was 
practically  done  now,  and  tbe  only  ijuee- 
tion  was  whether  Scotch  business  should 
be  considered  upstairs  ins  tend  of  occupy- 
ing that  Chamher  to  the  e-\clnsion  of 
English  and  Irish  business.  Praetieally 
they  bail  got  a  Scotch  Committee  doing 
Scotidi  business  already,  and  power  to 
outvote  Scotch  Members  when  tbey 
touched  on  Imperial  questious,  and  they 
bad  used  that  power  over  and  mcr  again. 
Practically,  therefore,  the  only  juopnsal 
liefore  tlte  House  was  whether  this 
Seotcli  Committee  should  meet  in 
a  Committee  Room  upstairs  and 
a!low  English  and  Irish  l>usiness  to  be 
(ransacted  in  that  Chamber  at  the  same 
time.  He  remembered  the  present  Prime 
Minister  some  months  ago,  when  be  did 
not  hold  tbe  exalted  office  he  now  filled, 
saying  that  the  Ktiglish  denincracy  must 
not  he  afraid  of  experiments  iti  legisla- 
tion. For  that,  among  other  reasons,  be 
was  glad  that  Lord  Rosebery  became 
Prime  Minister,  because  it  was  to  be 
hoped  that  whilst  he  directed  the  Go- 
vernment he  would  encourage  experi- 
ments in  legislation.  Surely,  if  aay 
experiment  ruigiit  he  tried,  this  very 
moderate  (uie  now  under  consideration 
might  be.  They  must  get  on  with 
the  business  of  the  country.  A  large 
measure  of  devolution  was  proposed  last 
year,  ami  it  met  with  a  most  extra- 
ordinary opposition  from  a  large  minority 
of  the  Members  of  the  House.  Now  a 
very  small  measure  of  devohitiou  was 
before  them,  and  that  also  appeared  to 
meet  with  strong  opposition.  He  did 
not,  however,  believe  it  would  have  met 
with  anything  like  so  strong  an  opposi- 
tion if  it  had  not  been  for  the  relation- 
ship which  some  hon.  Members  opposite 
imagined  it  bore  to  the  larger  measure. 
Some  hon.  Members  thought  that  this 
proposal  would  be  a  dangerous  Constitu- 
tional innovation — -be  was  not  sure  that 
it  was  not  a  proposal  whieli  was  going  to 
disintegrate  tbe  Empire.  Tbe  affairs  of 
the  town  in  which  he  (Mr,  Byles)  lived 
were  managed  by  a  Municipal  Corpora- 
tion, and  all  tbe  real  business  of  I  be  town 
was  done  in  large  committees  such  as  waa 
now  proposed,  and  to  which  reporters 
were  not  admitted  ;  only  once  a  month 
tbe  whole  Council  met  together,  and  con- 
sidered what  the  committees  had  beeu 
thrashing  out  in  detail.     That  seemed  to 
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him  au  example  which   they  might  with 
advantage  follow. 

Sir   E,    ASIIMEAD-BARTLETT  : 

Do   YOU    have  a  separate  committee   in 
8ei>amte  wards  : 

Mr.  HYLE8  :  No.  But  that  was  not 
the  argymt?iit  ho  was  piirHuing  at  the 
monieut.  He  felt  perfectly  ecjrr4iin  that  if 
the  House  would  take  its  work  in  a 
pa-rtially-prepared  condition  from  a  Com- 
mittee it  would  get  through  its  husiue^.n 
a  great  deal  faster  than  it  now  did.  So 
far  from  such  au  experiment  weakening 
the  Empire^  it  would  rather  ^treugtlien 
it.  It  would  develop  the  uutioual  tipirir 
and  local  patriotism  of  a  natiou  like 
Scotland,  and  for  ail  these  reason  f*, 
though  au  English  Memlier,  ho  declared 
himself  a  supporter  of  this  Motion. 

Sm  E.  A8HMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclepall)  naitl,  he  did  not 
propose  to  trouble  tlie  House  with  any 
close  reference  to  the  speech  of  the  bon. 
Member  for  the  Shipley  Division,  That 
was  a  rcmarkahle  and  fantaKtie  and  an 
illogical  attempt  to  defend  the  prop06*al 
of  tlie  (iovernment,and  so  far  as  he  eon  hi 
follow  the  remarks  of  the  lion.  Gentleman 
hih  argument  wai>  mainly  Ijased  on  two 
points.  The  first  poiut  was  that  the 
Bradford  Corporation  conducted  ^ome  of 
its  business  by  means  of  committees,  and 
by  those  committees  the  busines!?  of  the 
Corporation  was  expetlited,  but  when  he 
asked  the  hou.  Gentleman  across  the 
floor  of  the  House  whether  those  com- 
mittees were  divided  according  to  districtss 
or  wards,  he  wa?  obligerl,  of  course,  to 
answer  in  the  negative,  so  that,  as  n 
matter  of  fact,  the  argument  of  the  hou. 
Gentleman,  so  far  from  telling  in  favour 
of  the  proposal  of  the  Government,  told 
in  favour  of  the  present  practice  of  the 
House,  which  was  that  the  Grand  Com- 
mittees, upon  whieh  some  of  the  business 
of  the  House  was  usefnJly  devolved, 
were  really  microcosms  or  miniatures  of 
the  whole  House.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
apparently  thought  that  the  wbolo  pro- 
spect  of  legislation  hy  Grand  Committees 
in  the  future  depeuded  upon  the  absence 
of  the  Press.  That  was  a  very  remark- 
able argument  to  fall  from  a  gentlematj 
who  was  believed  to  be  largely  connected 
with  the  Press,  but  if  the  argument 
did  not  do  great  credit  to  his 
ingenuity  it  certaiuly  did  credit  to  his 
disinterestedness.  In  the  speech  of  the 
Secretary  for  War  they  might  find   the 
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very   strougest   possible   reasofi   agaimt 
this  proposal.     The  right  hon.   Gentle- 
man was   in  favour  of  the  proposHl,  first 
because  of  the  delay  in  Scotch  business^ 
and    secondly   because   of    the    want    of 
proper   weight  given  to  the  opinion  of 
Scotch    Members,     Whose  fault   was  it 
that  Scotch  bnsiness  had   been  delayed  ? 
Who    was  it  that    forced  the  House   U> 
occupy    the    whole     of    the    legitimate 
Session   of  1893  and  the  whole  of   the 
subsequent  Autumn    Session  with  a  Bill 
tor    Irish    Home    Rule   and    the    Faris^h 
Councils  Bill  ?     It  was  the  Governmeat, 
and  no  one  else.     The  right  hon.  Genfle- 
mau  seemed  to  realise  constantly  in  the 
course  of  his  speech  that  a  very  nwkwiini 
comparison  might  be  made  between    the 
progress  of  Scotch  business  nuiler  the  Inie 
Conservative  Government  and  Hs  snail- 
like  progress  imder  the  present  Goveru- 
ment,  and  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  then 
tried   to  show  that  there  was  obstrnctiofi 
against  the  present   Government   which 
had  not  existed    in  the  case  of   the  pre- 
cediug  Goveruraeut.     He  thought  it  wr« 
a  delightful  piece  of  unconscious  bnmonr 
on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  talk  about  ohstniction  on  the  piirt  of 
the  present  Opposition,  and  to  be  utterly 
oblivious    to    what    happenc<l   when  the 
present   holders  of  Office  were  in   opjjo- 
sition.    Why,  the  obstruction  against  the 
present  Government — if  it  existe<l  at  all 
— was  but  a  drop  in  the  liuoket  compareil 
with   the  resistance  which  the   lat«  G<k 
vcrnment    had     to    endure*      Had    the 
Secretjiry  for  War  forgotten  the  way  in 
which  the  Irish  Local  Government  Bill 
was  received  by  Ins  own  friends,  and  the 
way  in  which  the  Scotch    Fisheries  Bill 
was  obstructed  out  of  the  House  ?     Had 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  forgotten  the 
obstruction  in   which   tbo  whole  Liberal 
Party  freely  indulged  in  against  the  IrinU 
Crimes  Bill  ;  and   had  he  forgotten  that 
long  uight*s  sitting,   in   which   the   late 
Government  trie*!   to  force  through  the 
Light  Railways  Bill*  in   the  interest  of 
the  people  of  Ireland,  against  the  oppo- 
sition of  some  of   the   Irish   Nationaliat 
Members,  backed  by  Scotch  and  Kugtitli 
Radicals  ?      The   charge   of  ohstniction 
was  idle,  and  the  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  recoiled  absolutely  upon 
himself.     If   Scotch    1  business  had   beeu 
delayeil  it  had  been  entirely  delayed  by 
the  action  of  the    Government   in    pro* 
ferring  other  business  to  Scotch.     The 
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pecond  iirgnmeot  of  the  rigljt  bou.  Gentle- 
Itnaii,  tluil  itiBiifficierit  weight  was  given 
I  to  thoopiaiou  of  Scotch  Momher^,  f? imply 
j  meant  abisohtte  separation  ami  pmvhifiul 
I  legislation  itll    round.     If  Scotlntid   was 
I  to  have  a  separate  Grntul  Committee,  aud 
if  the  weight  of  tocalitie:^  was  to  prevail 
[aiust    the    general    sense    and    Intel! i- 
i  genee  of  tlie   whole   Honse,  why  ^honhl 
[Grand   Committees  be  denied  to  Lanca- 
j  eh  ire   and    Yorkshire,    or    to    the    City 
I  of  London  ?     The   theory    contained    in 
I  this   proposal    wa.s  illogical  and  absnrtl, 
laud  won  Id  lie  absohitely  fatal  to  the  idea 
[of   an    Imperial    Fiirliament,       Scothmil 
I  was    represented    in    the  Honse    by    72 
I  Member?,  one-nintli  of  the  whole  repre- 
Isentafioo    in    Parliament,   and    Scotland 
[liappene<l  to  possess  about   4,3[K>,()00  of 
population  out  of  the  total  popniiition 
[of  3H,(XK),000  of  these  island.^.     On  the 
[principle,  therefore,  of  ^'  One  Man  One 
I  Vote  "  Scotland  had  her  f  u  1 1  s  hare  of  voti  tj  g 
I  power  in  the  House  of  Conmions.     The 
truth  of  the  matter  was  tliat  this  proposid 
was  an  attempt  to  get  in  ]>y  a  sort  of  side 
wind  the  thin  end  of  the  wedge  of  Home 
I  Rule,     That  was  the  reason  that  English 
3leml:*era  had  a  perfect  right  to  intervene 
Lin  this   Debate,     This  was  not  a  Scotch 
i  question,   but  it  wan  essentially  an  Im- 
[perial  question.     Tlie  Secretary  for  War 
I  argued   that  it  would  lie  no  injustice  to 
England  to    give     Scotland    this   Ccmi- 
jfnittec,    because    England    always    pre- 
vailed,   but    the    fact     was  that   in   the 
t present   Parliament   Kngland    had   never 
prevaileib     Irish  Home  Rule  was  carried 
a    majority  of  34  in  this  House,     It 
entirely   an   Irish,  or,  at  all  events, 
an    anti-English    majority  ;     while     the 
English  majority  against   Hoaie  Mule  in 
I  the    Division     was    71.       The      Parish 
Councils  Bill  afforded  a  stilt    more  im- 
jportaut  illustration  of  this  point.     Many 
[of  the  most   important  provisions  of  the 
[Parish  Councils  Bill  were  carried  against 
'  English    feeling    by    Scotch    and   Irish 
Totes,    and,    therefore,  the    statement — 
the  grossly  inaccurate  statement — of  tlie 
8eeretary    for   War    fell  to  the  ground. 
The  Home    Secretary  had  been  giving 
graphic  descriptions  of  Members  tn>o[>- 
ingfrom  the  Smoking  Room  to  out- vote  tlie 
Scotch   and  Welsh  Members.     He  ven- 
tured  to  say   that  was  a    childish    and 
illogical  argument.  They  could  not  have 
a     national     or      Imperial     Parliament 
without  this  sort  of   intervention  on  the 
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Members  who  had  not  so  much 
in    die  question  as  some    other 


part  of 
interest 

Members  had.  A  thing  of  the  kind 
happened  every  day^ — Members  came  in 
from  the  Smoking  Hoom  and  Lobby  and 
Dining  Rooms  to  %^ote  in  accordance 
with  the  direct  ions  of  their  Party,  and 
in  accordance  with  their  own  feelings. 
It  happened  upon  every  cpiestioti 
fiiat  came  before  the  House*  There- 
fore, for  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
to  appeal  to  Scotch  natiomil  fecbng  on 
a  grormtl  like  this  was  simply  to  talk 
clap-trap.  It  was  perfectly  well 
understood  that  local  or  provincial 
self-ictcrest  was  not  the  best  jndge 
of  important  questions  which  came 
before  the  House,  and  that  it  was 
better  for  the  general  interest  tluit  the 
whole  body  of  Members  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament  shonld  come  in  to  settle  these 
questions.  He  would  give  one  or  two 
instances  to  the  Honse,  Take  the  cuse 
of  the  duties  on  corn.  Everyone  must 
admit  that  the  repeal  of  the  duties  on 
corn  had  proved  to  be  a  desperate  blow 
to  the  agriculturists  of  this  country. 
Now,  if  they  were  going  to  allow  sepa- 
rate and  local  interests  to  decide  large 
questions  for  themselves,  why  should  a 
question  of  this  first-elass  importance 
have  been  settled  hy  the  town  Members, 
against  the  desires  and  wishes  of  agri* 
eulturists  ?  Or  to  take  another  case — that 
of  the  Rating  of  Machinery  Bill,  That 
was  a  matter  which  interested  the  great 
towns  of  this  country,  and  if  the  towns 
decided  it  for  themselves,  there  was  not 
the  slightest  doubt  that  the  Rating  of 
Machinery  Bill  would  have  becu  carried 
in  this  House  hy  an  enormous  majority, 
Bnt  no  one  ^eotdd  complain  of  the  action 
of  the  agricultiiral  Members,  who  saw 
that  if  the  meiisure  were  passed  further 
and  heavier  obligations  would  be  put 
upon  them.  The  fact  was  that  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  was  absolutely 
illogical  and  indefensible,  and  the  more 
it  was  looked  at  the  more  monstrous  and 
paradoxical  and  ruinous  did  it  appear. 
This  principle  of  autonomy,  or  separate 
legislation,  or  Home  Rule,  the  thiu  end 
of  the  wedge  of  which  appeared  in  the 
pHi/^osal  before  the  House,  was  fatal 
to  ivV^ry  country  and  nation  that 
hadwtried  it.  [CWe*  of  **  Name  I  "] 
Very  well,  he  would  name  the 
only  two  peoples  of  Europe  who  had 
tried    the    experimeut — namely,  Austria 
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aud  Turkey  \_A  en/  of  *'  America  !  "] 
YeSj  he  would  take  tlic  case  of  Aineriui, 
aod  lie  would  tis^k  lion.  Gentlemen 
opposite  whether  30  yenrs  ago  America 
did  not  carry  on  the  greiitei^t  Civil  War  of 
nioderu  limes  in  order  to  dcf^troj  thi.s 
priuciple  of  i*epnratioii  ?  Tiie  s^treugth 
of  fhe  United  States  ni  the  present 
moment  was  due  to  the  faet  that  tiiey 
had  determined  to  destroy  this  priuciple 
of  separation  whi<h  the  projjoiial  now 
hefore  the  House  involved.  He  knew 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  helow  the 
Gangway  was  thinking  of^  hut  there  was 
no  comparison  hetweeti  the  States  Legis- 
lature and  a  Home  Rule  Piirhament. 
The  S tides  Legislatures  would  he  more 
projierly  com pu red  to  the  English  County 
Counrils.  But  to  revert  to  Austria,  the 
reaf*tm  why  that  country  was  the  weakest 
of  the  Powers  of  Europe  was  thai  slio 
allowed  this  separate  principle  to  eome 
in  ;  and  hon.  Members  knew  tliat  in  regard 
to  Turkey  the  principle  was  entirely 
dead.  The  ouly  powers  in  the  world 
which  had  made  great  progress  in  modern 
times  were  those  who  had  adopted  and 
adhered  to  the  priuciple  of  UniLiu — Ger- 
manv,  Italy,  and  the  United  States. 
ICr'ies  of  ''Oh!"]  That  was  a  per- 
fectly fair  argument  as  addressed  to  the 
general  principle  of  Home  Rule.  He 
was  sorry,  however,  to  have  kfr  the 
direct  isKue  hefore  the  House,  He  cou- 
tende«!  tliiU  there  had  Iteen  no  arguments 
addressed  to  the  House  upon  the  great 
Constitutional  issue  involved  In  tli is  ques- 
tion. The  main  Constitutional  principle 
laid  down  in  the  formation  of  Grand  Com- 
mittees was  that  they  should  he  a  minia- 
ture of  the  whole  House,  and,  acconhng 
to  the  has  is  of  the  Cemmittees,  the  Go- 
vernment should  in  the  Scotch  Com- 
mittee have  a  majority  of  o  per  cent,  or 
6  per  cent. ;  hut  according  to  this  pro- 
poHftl  they  wo  aid  have  ii  mnjority  of  from 
lot)  per  cent,  to  120  per  cent.  The 
most  fdiviouB  answer  to  this  demand  was, 
why  should  not  the  same  advantages  he 
giveu  to  England  ?  Iti  the  seeoud  p!ace, 
the  proposal  of  the  Government,  as  it 
wa«  offered  to  the  House*  involved  a 
gross  injustice  to  the  English  electors, 
because  it  would  give  predomiuair  ^  '' 


lU 

Scotch  affairs  to  the  Scotch  Ri^'^cal 
majority,  in  Irish  affairs  to  the  1  ish 
Home  Rule  majority,  and  in  Wales  to  the 
Welsh  Radicftl  majoritjj  while  it  denied 
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pretloraiuauce    in  English  affairs   to  the 
Conservative  and  Unionist  maioritv. 

Dit.  FARQUHAR8()N  (AheVdeeu- 
shire,  W.)  said,  it  was  quite  ohv ions  that 
the  hou.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  had  argued  tliij*  cpiestion,  not  upon 
its  njoiits  or  the  question  of  its  necessity, 
hut  on  the  question  of  Home  Rule,  which 
had  absolutely  nothing  to  do  with  tlie 
proposal.  If  it  was  undesirahle  to  grant 
Home  Rule  for  Scotland,  which  he  did 
not  admit,  the  best  course  to  adopt  would 
he  to  agree  to  the  Resohition  hef^,ire  the 
House.  He  was  quite  certuin  that 
if  the  House  had  acceded  to  the  very 
mild  aud  moderate  request  of  Scotch 
Members  for  this  same  Committee  a  few 
years  a^o  the  demand  which   was  grow- 


ing so  rapidly  for  Home  Rule  wiuild  not 
have  been  so  much  heard  of  at  this  moment. 
He  desired  tt>  express  iiis  gi*aFtitude  to 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  for  this  present 
proposal.  He  thanked  him  individiuilly, 
aud  he  might  venture  to  thank  him  in 
the  name  of  his  constituents  aud  in 
the  name  of  the  people  of  Seotlaud. 
They  had  had  great  difficulties  for 
many  years,  ami  tbey  now  at  least  had  a 
faint  glhnmering  light  of  relief.  He 
should  have  thought  the  projmsal  would 
have  been  one  of  relief  to  the  House 
itself,  Scotch  Memhers  were  often 
twitted  with  their  dull  oratory,  and  were 
told  that  the  nature  of  their  subjects  had 
driven  hon.  ilembers  out  of  the  House. 
He  would  have  thought  that  the  beat 
relief  lU  those  circumstances  would  be 
the  proposal  uow  hefore  them.  What 
was  the  proposal  ?  It  was  to  tjike  away 
from  the  House  the  dullest,  dryest,  and 
most  dreary  part  of  Scotch  busiuess^ — 
[Sir  H.  Maxwell:  No,  no  !  *'] — to  leave 
all  stages  except  tliat  of  Committee  un- 
changed, and  to  preserve  all  opportuuitiea 
to  English  Memburs  of  taking  part  in 
Scotch  Debater  that  tljey  now  had.  Con- 
sidtrring  the  mildness  of  the  proposal,  he 
ivas  hound  to  aaybe  was  surprised  at  the 
character  of  the  opposition  to  it.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  were  endeavouring  to  strangle 
it  with  ingeniously-constructed  imagina- 
tive difficulties  olf  the  l>ogey  kind  they 
had  so  ofteu  raised  during  this  Parlia- 
ment. They  were  passing  through  the 
bogey  stage  of  difficulties  whii^li  depeuded 
upon  the  imaginative  jiower  of  their 
originators.  It  was  very  difficult  to 
argue  with  object ioiis  of  this  kind*  There 
was  an  old  saying   that   they  could  oot 
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^ argue  with  a  prophet  ;  they  could   only 
iisfigree  with  hini.     Aw  the  ^same  kind  of 
[imetit  ha*l  been   u«ed   against  alnioat 
every  proposal  which  the  Goverriraent  had 
brouw^ht  forward,  it  was    begin Qiug    to 
ill   npon   them.     How  often    had  they 
beiLRl  thfit  the   British   Constitution   was 
titally  inQ|)erillei!  :    how   often  had   they 
heard  of  the  ierrll)Ie  results  of  legislation 
irhich     fahified     the     preilietion  P        lie 
would   not  Ih3  stand  in  jor  there  to  advocate 
thi>i  proposal  if  he  wore  not  quite  certain 
It  u  good  oasc  had    been   tuade  out   in 
fay  our.     What    he    might    call    the 
IGrand  Jury  of  puhlie  opiniou  had  brought 
a    true  bill   in    favour   of    something 
eiiig    done    to    remove    the     block    of 
Elbatruction  from  puhh*e  busiuess.    That 
firt  of  the  country  which  he  represented 
long  since  got  impatient  at  the  delay 
which   was    taking    place    in    regard    to 
mea.^ur6S  which  were  urgently  required. 
It  was  entirely  on   account  of  the  long 
egleet    of     Scotch     business     that    the 
emand  for   Home  Rule  was  now  grow- 
so   rapidly    North    of    the    Tweed. 
The  Scotch  Members    were   unainnious 
holding   the   necessity  for  soniething 
eing  done.     They  had   held   a  meeting 
ll|>stairs,  at  which   Htrong  and  emphatic 
ebes  were   made.     Perhap^^,  if  tliose 
ehea   had   been  reportcil,  the  House 
aid   not  be   at  all   doubtful   n^  to  the 
letermination  of    the    Scotch  Members. 
Some  of  them  formed  a  small  Committee 
to  wait  upon  llie  Member  for  Midlothian, 
who  was  tlien    rrime   Minister.     Again, 
strong  and  strenuous  speeches  were  made, 
and   they   obtained    a    pronnse  of    some 
proposal    of     this    kind.     The     Scotch 
Members  were  rowing  in   the  same  boat 
up  to  this  point.     They  were  all   agreed 
that   something   was    to    lie    done.     But 
^^^hen  a  definite    proposal    wa«    brought 
^Hbrward    they  parted    company.      Mem- 
^^fcen»  on  the  other  side  opposed  this  phvn, 
^Bmid  they   bad    proposed    nothing   in  the 
^Bnray  of  an  alternative  phiu.     One  of  ibe 
H||reat    arguments    against    this    proposal 
was  tliat  it  was  novel.     It  might  l»e  so, 
but     they     had     already    ail  opted     the 
principle    of    devol niton,   and   from   his 

own    experience    he   could  sa^y  that    the 

rork  of  the  Grand  Connuittee  was  done 

£p«xlitiously    and    practically.       There 

Icre  no  rej>orters  present   at  the  Com- 

litteesy  and,    therefore,    Members    had 

temptation  to    speak  to  the  gallery. 

Tery  great  inroads  had  been   made  upon 


the  old  traditions  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, The  procedure  of  the  House  had 
been  entirely  revolutionised,  and  he  l>e- 
Ireved  that  a  great  many  of  the  argu- 
ments which  were  used  against  the 
present  proposal  had  been  used  against 
the  estahUshment  of  Grand  Committees^ 
which  in  themselves  constituted  a  vital 
change  in  the  arrangements  of  the 
House.  Of  course,  it  was  quite  possible 
for  the  elaborate  ingenuity  of  the  gentle- 
men who  fciat  opposite  to  stifle  any  pro* 
posals  with  a  network  of  imaginary  difiS- 
ctilties,  but  if  horu  Members  did  not  go 
with  the  times  they  would  simply  become 
fossilised,  and  business  would  be  even 
more  hampered  in  the  fut^jre  than  it  had 
been  in  the  past.  It  was  sahl  fbat  Eng* 
laud  wanted  a  Grand  Committee.  It 
was  very  suspicious  that  nothing  was 
ever  heard  of  the  English  desire  for  de- 
volution until  Scotland  happened  to  ask 
for  it.  Why  .should  not  England  have 
it  if  she  wanted  it  ?  The  physieul  diffi- 
cidties  might  l*e  greiU,  and  it  might  he 
nocessHry  to  hold  the  meetings  of  the 
Grand  Committee  in  Westminster  Hall, 
the  St.  James^H  Hall,  or  even  the  Agri- 
cultural Hall.  But  England's  Grand 
Committee  was  the  House  itself.  Eng- 
land hml  for  years  bad  in  large  measure 
the  CO  nun  and  of  the  time  of  the  House* 
She  was  there  on  the  spot,  whilst  the 
Scotch  Members  were  foreigner*  and 
aliens.  The  Scotch  Members  came  up 
to  Westminster  with  a  mode  of  procedure, 
with  laws  and  customs  which  were 
entirely  ditl'erent  from  those  which  ruled 
in  England,  and  they  were  told  that  they 
spoke  in  a  language  which  no  English- 
man could  understand.  Surely  it  would 
be  a  goml  tiling  to  let  them  go  upstairs 
to  a  quiet  Committee  Room,  where  they 
<!DuId  talk  over  their  aflairs  in  perfect 
comfort  and  domestic  happiness,  and 
thresh  out  their  measures  in  their  own 
special  and  local  way,  so  as  to  retnru 
them  to  the  House  in  a  form  which  could 
Ite  assimilated  and  digested  by  English 
Memlx^rs.  He  con  Id  not  see  how  any 
Party  advant4ige  was  to  lie  derived  from 
the  proposal,  inasmuch  as  there  would  be 
ample  opportunity  for  the  House  to 
amend  what  was  done  hy  the  Grand 
Committee,  The  proposal  had  been  re- 
ceived with  iu teres t,  ami  he  l>elieved  that 
when  it  was  better  understood  it  would 
iie  received  with  enthusiasm,  by  the 
people  of  Scotland, 


699  Standint;  Committee  (COMMONS} r 


(Scotland), 


TOO 


•Mr.  J.  A.CAMPBELL  (Glasgow  and 
Aberdeoo  LTnivemitiee)  thought  there 
were  6ome  |wiritt^  on  whieli  hoii.  Mem- 
bers reqiiirod  some  fiirtlier  lifrht  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Motion.  Wnn  It  to 
be  iioderstooil  that  it  waa  put  for- 
ward  as  a  Ses^sional  Order  only  ? 
If  so,  this  flint  wjiB  nean^elj  con- 
sistent with  the  manner  in  whieli  it  was 
pn  I  posed  by  tiie  Secretary  for  SeothiTul 
(Sir  G»  Trevelynu),  who  had  said  th«it  n 
Si'otch  Grand  Committee  wonld  not  be 
worth  **  a  single  Sei^sioirs  piireha«^e ''  if 
itti  Members  uged  it  to  meddle  with  the 
affiiirsef  other  part.s of  thec«>nntry.  Agaiii^ 
the  ITonse  had  not  received  any  defiuite  in- 
formation upon  the  point  whether  the 
propot-al  was  intended  to  lie  pnt  into 
operation  only  wben  aLiheral  Govern- 
ment was  ill  power,  at*  wa^  j^nggef* ted  by 
the  hori.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
College  Division  of  Glasgow  (Sir  L\ 
Cameron)*  Arrolher  point  on  which 
they  needed  ird'ornuitioii  was,  whether 
the  Government  won  Id  ntand  tirm 
by  the  Resohition  as  it  was  now  pro- 
posed. Some  of  tlieir  snpporters  wer^^ 
opposed  to  nn  "order  of  the  Honse"" 
lieing  reqiiireii  before  a  Bill  wa«  sent  to 
the  Committee,  and  otliers  ol»jccted  tt>  the 
Bin  being  Bent  only  after  tlie  Second 
Reailing.  Itwottltl  uIho  be  destrabb^  tlmt 
the  Tfouse  shot] Id  have  ■^onie  definite 
information  as  to  what  wns  to  be  done 
alH^>nt  the  other  nut ionali ties.  The  lioti. 
Member  for  Dnmfries  Bnrghs  (Mr.  U. 
1\  Keid)  had  saici  it  wonid  Ix?  gr0f*?>ly 
Unfair  to  refn?e  a  nimilar  eor»ce8sion  to 
English  and  Irish  Members  if  they 
wanted  if.  In  view  of  the  inflnenee 
which  the  hou.  Member  had  with  the 
Govennnent,  it  woidd  be  desirable  to 
know  how  far  the  Gov  eminent  con- 
cnrred  in  the  opinion  thu;^  expres^^ed. 
Another  point  n\\  which  some  enlighten- 
ment was  needed  was  as  to  the  relation  af 
the  proposal  to  what  was  known  as  Home 
Rnle.  The  bon.  Mcinlier  for  the  College 
Division  of  Glnngow*  (Sir  C*  Cameron) 
was  emphatic  in  stating  that  it  had 
nothing  to  do  with  Home  Hnle,  bnt  had 
to  admit  that  he  himself  hiul  presented  a 
Memorial  asking  for  a  measure  of  the 
kind,  the  first  words  of  which  were — 
**  Pending  the  concession  of  Home  Ride 
to  Scotland/'  The  proposal  was  a  very 
important  innovation  in  the  practice  of 
the  Monse.  Tlic  lion,  and  lenrncd  Mem- 
ber   for    North  Aberdeen    (Mr.  Ilnnter) 


had  said  that  the  proposal  waA  opposed 
as  being  a  Constitutional  chatige,  aud 
had  proponndetl  to  the  Hoijso  as  a  cooun* 
drnm  the  question,  "'  What  is  the  British 
Constitution?"  The  ■  question  was  not, 
however,  as  to  the  British  Constitution, 
but  as  to  the  constitution  of  Parliament, 
and,  therefore,  all  the  hon.  and  lojirneil 
Member's  grand  theory  of  the  difficulty 
of  defining  the  British  Cont*titution  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  Mobjoet 
before  the  House. 

•The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  Foit 
SCOTLAND  (Mr.  T.  Shaw,  Hawick, 
&c.)  r  After  such  a  speech  as  that  which 
hae  f>een  delivered  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sheffield  (Sir  E/Ashmead-Bartlett), 
I  am  anxions  that  the  House  should  have 
its  attention  directed  to  the  \evy  simple 
and  practical  character  of  the  issues  that 
:ii'e  before  it.  May  I^  bow^ever,  in  the 
first  place,  be  permitteci  to  give  a  very 
brief  answer  to  one  or  two  questiona 
wbieli  have  been  very  properly  put  by 
the  hoiK  Member  for  Glasgow  Univer- 
sity (Mr.  J.  A,  Campliell)?  His  prin- 
cipal questions,  as  I  nndei  stood  I  hem, 
were  three  in  nnmber.  The  first  was 
whether  this  proposal,  if  aiiproved  of  by 
the  Honse,  is  to  be  considered  as  a  Ses- 
sional Order  only.  If  there  is  one  thing 
more  than  any  other  tlmt  has  been  made 
plain  fr<nn  the  beginning,  it  appears  tx> 
me  timl  that  lias  been  made  plain.  This 
is  a  Sessional  Order,  and  nothing  but  ft 
Sessional  Urder.  That  is  one  of  the 
grounds  on  which  Her  Majesty^s  Go- 
verntnent  (Uit  the  proposal  before  the 
Hom<e  rtH  a  motJerate  and  reasonable  pro- 
posab  apart  altogether  from  large  Con* 
5titutional  qneations  or  issues.  The 
second  question  which  my  hon.  Friend 
asked  was,  *^  How  is  this  proposal  to  be 
carried  out  when  a  Tory  (ioverimient  h 
in  power  ?  '^  1  am  glad  in  a  sense  that  he 
put  that  question,  be<"anse  from  a  Natiouttl 
point  of  view  it  shows  me  that  lie  doc» 
not  think  that  evei»  though  a  Tory  Go- 
vernment should  be  in  power  there  would 
be  a  Tory  majority  of  Scotch  Members* 
What  shonbl  l>e  done  iti  such  a  case  ?  It 
is  a  very  simple  answer  to  give  to  say 
that  if  this  l>e  a  Sessional  Order  the  Go- 
vernment for  the  time  being  should  con- 
siilcr  wiicther,  n|K>n  the  whole,  it  would 
l>e  for  the  benefit  of  Parly  Governmeot 
itt  tins  House  to  remit  the  measures  for 
that  Session  to  a  Scotch  Parliamentary 
Committee.      1   entirely   concur   in    the 
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▼iew  that  if  a  Tory  Government  were  in 
power,  confronted  a»  Tory  Grovemmenta 
ml  ways  have  been  by  a  large  majority  of 
Liberals  in  the  representation  of  Scot- 
land, that  Tory  Government  wonld  take 
very  good  care  indeed  not  to  set  np 
during  it8  rigime  this  Sessional  Ortler  so 
as  to  cover  the  proceed  int^s  of  a  Scotch 
_G rand  Committee,  I  think,  therefore,  oo 
iiat  ground  alone  we  are  entitled  to  say 
lint  thiii  Sesftional  Order  is  not  an  Order 
rhich  is  eonf using  in  its  operation.  The 
liirtl  question  my  hoii.  Friend  put  was 
lie  I  do  we  or  do  we  uot  mean  to  stand 
'  Ibe  present  shape  of  thi^^  Motion  ?  My 
Jlght  hoo.  Friend  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
iod  (Sir  G.  Trevclyaii)  made  that  plain 
eyond  dispute.  We  mean  to  stand  hy 
in  its  present  shape.  Having  thus  ven- 
ared  to  reply  to  the  quest iouh  put  hy  my 
hon.  Friend,  1  should  desire  to  say  that, 
^^in  our  view,  there  \%  hardly  in  this  cpies- 
^■lion  a  pretext  for  all  the  vague  alarms  of 
^HCoustitutioual  rhauge  which  have  been 
^^ef erred  to  iu  this  Debate.  The  object, 
^^iid  the  9ole  object,  of  this  Molion  is  the 
facilitation    of  business    in    thin    House, 

I  We  wish  to  liee  Scotti:^h  busiue:^s  traus- 
ilcted  and  not  neglcpted,  iiud  that,  and 
nothing  more  than  tbat,  in  the  meauiug 
pf  this  Mottou.  When  we  consider  that 
Ml  ere  U  hardly  a  Board  or  a  Couufil  in 
khis  country  whirli  would  uot  appohil 
Micb  a  Committee  under  similar  coudi- 
lion^^  ill  the  form  of  a  w^tril  or  district 
eoinmirtee,    the    member8hip    of    which 

I  would  l>e  based  upon  Incal  kuovv  ledge 
^hich  was  not  availabJe  to  the  general 
body  of  members,  and  whose  proceedings 
poukl  be  constantly  subject  to  review  by 
ihe  general  body,  it  appears  to  me  to 
be  entirely  out  of  place  for  Members  of 
■LIbis  House,  on  such  a  proposal,  to  make 

"  Home  Rule  alt  round,"  or  Home  Rule 
for  Scotland,    The  House  will  not  readily 

Pet  that  on  a  simple,  modest,  and 
tical  proposal  of  this  kiud  we  have 
t  treated  by  one  hon,  Memlier 
,^  a  review  of  the  political  state 
of  Europe,  with  a  disquisition  on 
K4lie  American  War.  In  Pari  lament  so 
^Monstituted  as  tn  be  prevented  from 
^■taking  up  thi^  very  practical  attitutle  by 
^hieans  of  this  Se?ij^ional  Onler  ?  If  so, 
^krby  ts  it  t^  ?  I  will  tell  the  House 
^^raokly  why  I  think  it  is  so.  It  is  be- 
cauj^e  there  is  something  thiit  haunts  the 
iiund^  of  gentlemen  like  the  hon.  Mem- 


ber for  Shefliiald  ;  something  that  haunt  a 
their  thought.a  by  day  and  their  dreams 
by  night;  something  in  the  shape  of  Homo 
Rule,  That  picture  haraiises  and 
terrorises  them  constJiutly,  and  in  the 
most  modest  and  moderate  proposals  they 
will  have  it  tbat  Home  Rule  is  constantly 
appearing.  It  was  said  by  no  less  an 
authority  than  the  right  bon*  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
J.  Chamberlain)  that  this  was  an  in- 
tensely unconstitutional  proposal.  I 
rnthor  think  that  the  right  hon.  (xeutle- 
man  the  Lender  of  the  Opposition  holds 
the  same  view.  Why  is  it  so  ?  It  is 
not:  unconstittitional  in  its  form,  and  the 
reason  they  think  it  miconstitutional  is, 
that  they  are  so  gifted  with  secMud-stght 
that  they  will  see  in  between  the  lines  of 
this  sim|de  proposal  siMuelhiug  ivbich  it 
is  not  given  to  ordinary  and  plain  and 
simple  minds  to  see.  It  is  because  they 
are  gifted  with  this  faculty  of  second- 
sight  that  they  are  thus  alarmed,  I 
have  hitherto  thought  that  this  second- 
sight  was  a  gift  that  was  only  possessetl 
by  the  humblest  ami  most  superstitious 
of  my  countrymen.  Apparently,  how- 
ever, that  is  not  the  case  :  it  is  a  gift 
which  is  possessed  l>y  the  most  dis- 
tinguished of  my  countrymen,  notably 
tlie  Leader  of  the  OppositiiUi  I  Mr,  A.J. 
'  Balfour).  He  roads  into  this  Motion 
i  tliat  which  it  dot>s  not  liear  on  the  face 
I  of  it  ;  he  umlerstauils  from  this  Motion 
I  what  is  not  expressed  in  it  or  contained 
in  it,  and  then  he  makes  this  cotn plaint 
to  the  House^ — *^  1  see  all  this  ;  if  you 
have  not  this  gifi  of  second -sight, 
so  ranch  the  worsie  for  you  •  I  h&ve 
given  you  a  compreheusive  survey  of  the 
iDcompreheusible.  and  T  desire  to  have 
I  your  view  of  my  view  of  what  will  be 
neral    references    to     the    question    of    represented  to  be  absolutely  non-existent," 

Now,  out  of  this  book  of  fancy  it  were 
srunewhat  difficult  to  form  an  ordinary 
statement  of  fact,  and  the  task  was  com- 
mitted to  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bute  (Mr,  Graham 
Mmray).  He  translated  this  book  of 
fancy  into  a  statetnent  of  fact.  The  ob- 
jection a[>parently  if*  not  that  this  is  to  be 
a  National  Comtuittee,  but  that  there  m 
to  be  a  [jreponderanctA  upon  it  of  the 
nutioual  element.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Plymouth  (8ir  E,  Clarke) 
spoke  of  the  eont  posit  ion  of  Grand  Com- 
mittees accorditig  to  the  ordinary  rule* 
He  said  they  had    been    founded    npon 
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the  principle  of  Laving  iipou  them  men 
of  »peciftl  experience^  special  knowledge, 
iiud  special  skilL  Why  is  the  cooipo- 
mtiou  of  a  Committee  on  national  line^ 
to  he  a  compoi^itiou  antagonistic  to  that 
principle  ?  Says  the  hou.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bute,  ^*  There  may  he  a 
Grand  Committee  on  an  Eii^li^h  legal 
question  ;  why  shonhl  I  he  excluded  from 
it?"  Well,  we  do  not  piropose  to  ex- 
clude everyone.  If  there  are  English  Mem- 
bers who  are  extremely  anxious  to  do 
in  Committee  what  in  the  history  of 
this  House  they  have  never  clone  in  the 
open  House,  we  shall  he  very  ghid  to 
welcome  them  to  the  Scotch  Committee^ 
and  to  have  their  assistance.  That  is 
the  retison  why  we  propose  these  addi- 
tional lo  Members,  There  are  Scotch- 
men representing  En|;lish  constituencies, 
notably  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
but  I  am  bound  to  say  that  his  record 
ia  regartl  to  a  Hen  da  nee  upon  Grand 
Committees  is  not  a  very  good  one,  as 
narrated  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Ban- 
nemian).  I  woidd  ask  the  House  agaiu 
to  conuider  whertjer  this  doctrine  of 
uationabty  is  antagonistic  to  the  ordinary 
doctrine  tliat  special  experience,  skill, 
and  knowledge  should  go  to  the 
composition  of  the  personnei  of  a 
Grantl  Committee,  Why,  h  not  the 
whole  presumption  upon  the  side  of 
local  knowledge  in  the  case  of  local 
Hepresentatives  ?  Take  the  avemge 
position  in  which  a  Cirand  Committee 
should  hud  itself  as  representing  the  iti- 
tcrcsts  of  Scotland.  I  do  not  find  it 
bettor  expressed  anywhere  than  it  wrs 
exprensed  by  the  bou.  Member  for  Wig- 
townshire (Sir  H.  Maxwell)  in  this 
Debate.     He  said  — 

*'  tn  Sc'f>tlntid  tbrir  law  was  different,  tlic 
Churnh  wa*i  ilifferent,  the  agricultnpe  wae  in 
many  ies|>ects  different/' 

And  he  added — 

*'Tlu*y  were  perfectly  capable  of  acting  a^ 
itsaaonAhle  mcti,  and  aetthng  their  own  affairs 
among  themstilveii,*' 

When  I  have  read  that  I  ask  myself  tlie 
question.  Why  iloes  that  hon.  Member 
oppose  this  Motion  'f 

8m  H,  MAXWELL  (Wigton):  That 
was  a  historical  parallel, 

•Mr.  T,  SFL4W  :  I  hope  it  was  none 
the  leas  accurate  for  alt  that,  Mr. 
SfMSiker,  nationality,  on  the  whole,  is  a 
-;*j<guard  in 

.Vr.  T.  Simw 


regard  to  knowledge  of  an<l 


experience  in  local  affairs.  I  think  it  was 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  who  said 
that  feeling  in  Scotland  was  so  split  up 
that  it  was  impossible  to  secure  the  solid 
verdict  of  national  Scotch  opinion,  and 
who  asked  what  hiwgh  Members  and 
county  Members,  Highland  Member?  ai»cl 
Lowland  Members,  bad  in  common.  I 
represent  a  burgh  constituency  in  the 
Lowlands,  and  I  can  only  siiy  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman^s  argument  does 
not  sfjnare  with  any  of  my  experience. 
There  are  no  subjects  put  Ijofore  my  con- 
stitnentj^  in  wliich  they  take  greater  in- 
terest than  those  affecting  county 
constituencies  in  the  Highhuids,  espe- 
cially the  vast  Land  Question,  which 
is  predominant  in  the  HigbhmdB* 
There  is  a  solidarity  of  Scotch  opinion 
which  would  be  well  represented  on  this 
Committee,  and  it  is  vain  to  split  it  op  in 
the  mode  attempted  l»y  the  riglit  hon. 
(.Gentleman.  Our  mode  of  life  in  Scot- 
land, our  system  oP  local  govenuncnt,  our 
ecclesiastical  arrangements,  our  laws  and 
our  jurispnidenee,  even  our  tenure  of 
laud — all  these,  I  say,  without  hesitation, 
are  less  familiar  to  the  English  mind  than 
are  the  snme  tojucs  as  applied  to  Ireland.^ 
Will  English  Members  liear  with  nie  in 
asking  them  t!us  ?  Have  English  Mem- 
bers any  knowledge  or  intimate  Hcquainl- 
ant^e  with  this — -thut  every  Episcopalian 
among  them  who  goes  North  of  the 
Tweed  finds  ipso  farto  that  he  is  m 
Dissenter  ?  More  tlian  that,  if  he  asks  for 
a  Fres>»yterian  he  nmy  find  that  two  out 
of  every  three  Preshy  terlans  are  Dissenter* 
abso.  Then  on  the  question  of  the  tenure 
of  land.  Will  English  Members  tell  roe 
what  the  feuing  of  land  is  ?  Are  thej 
familiar  with  such  a  tenure  ?  Have  thej 
gone  into  the  details  of  it  ?  I  tell  the 
House  that  it  is  impossible  to  familtanse 
the  English  mind  excejd  by  one  process, 
and  that  is  the  process  of  making  an 
Englishman  stand  for  a  Scotch  constitu- 
ency. If  he  has  not  the  knowle4lge 
w^hen  he  starts  tltc  campaign  I  will 
gnaratitee  that  before  be  issues  from  it 
he  will  have  had  to  acquire  it,  I  was 
astonished  to  fimt  that  there  wai*  rh 
argnmcnt  even  drawn  from  history  in 
this  Debate,  and  there  was  a  reference 
far  more  halting  than  one  is  accustomed 
to  from  such  a  quarter,  made  by  the 
Lender  of  the  Ojqmsition  to  the  Union  of 
1707.  Think  of  this  proposal,  think  of 
its  simplicity  and*  practical  character,  and 
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then  thiiik  that  there  should  have  beeo 
a  reference  to  that  Union.       How  miH- 
gufded  we  phould  be   if  siicb  a  reference 
should  upset  our  arningements  ji»  a  bnsi- 
nesj*  Asftemblj,     Wbat  was  the  meaning 
Rod  intentioQ  of  the  Union  of  1707  ?       J 
do  not  epeak  of  the  dynastic  iuHuence  at 
the  back  of    it,    or   of    the     comnierciid 
^^ArrangemeDts    which     indnced     it,     but 
^^k      say     of    that     Union     the     meau- 
^Bug  surely  wa^i  nothing  le^^e   than  thi»<  : 
^Htbat  the  business  of  the  two  Parliaments 
^'^fhould    be  conducted    in    a   Joint    As<- 
sembly,  and  that  whatever  haijpened  the 
.business  whirli    bad  been  done  in    eiich 
Lssembly  jiliould  lie  contiuned  to  be  done 
the   Joint    Assembly,       That    is  the 
ere t  of  our  positioo.      It  is  this:  tbat 
^ou  have  got  a  Joint  Asiieinbly,  but  that 
jrou   have    not   got    the    tranr^actiou     of 
business.        If  the  Union  results  in  this, 
bat  you  Inirve  a  United   Parliament,  but 
dat  the   transaction  of  English  business 
constantly    retarded     by     the     con- 
ation of  business  as  a   whole,  and  the 
ansae tiou     of     Scottish  business    is    a 
failing     or      an      absent      quantity,      1 

■venture  to  say  that  it  is  we  who 
Ire  most  loyal  to  the  Act  of  1707 
when  we    say    I  hat   surely    it    is  in  the 

power   of  the  Joint   Assembly  to   make 

^BMieh  arrangements  as  willenalile  business 
^■lo  be  done  for  both  Kingdoms.  And 
now  I  will  deal  in  a  word  only  with  the 
Oractieal  arguments  which  were  usetl. 
The  Leader  of  tbo  Opposition  gave  i\ 
recast  of  the  practical  difficulty.  lie 
lid  that  in  every  case  inwbicb  the  Ilotise 
rerrules  the  decision  of  the  Scottish 
&nd  Committee  you  will  embitter 
[>ttish  feeling.  Well,  the  question  1 
live  to  ask  is,  looking  at  the  history  of 
"the  last  Parliament,  is  it  not  the.  fjict 
that  yon  had  a  Scottish  Committee,  for 
the  re*ison,  of  all  reasons  the  best,  that 
_Englishniea  and  Irishmen  fled  from  fbe 
ne,  H n d  that  y o ii  i i ad  8 e< * 1 1  i s h  feeling 
pressed  in  the  representation  of  three, 
lur,  and  five  to  one  upon  Scottish  ques- 
as,  and  then  we  were  outvoted  by  an 
Inglifih  majority.  That  is  the  exact 
rallel  to  the  case  tbttt  has  been  put  by 
the  Lea<ler  of  the  Opposition.  He  thinks 
lat  Scottish  feeling  will  be  emlHttcre^l 
that  result  should  o(x*ur,  but  that  ban 
Occurred  already.  In  Scotland  we  think 
that  there  is  no  escape  fro  to  the  difficulty 
less  you  give  larger  scope  to  the 
feeling  and  larger  power  to  the 


National  sentiment.  The  greatest  in- 
terest, says  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  of 
Scotland,  is  the  greatness  of  the  Hcmse 
of  Commons.  That  is  an  admirable  sen- 
timenl,  and  young  Member  ot  this 
House  as  I  am,  I  should  l>e  the  last 
to  deny  its  weight.  Possibly  the  greatest 
ir:» teres t  of  Scotland  is  the  grefitnesa 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  but 
wherein  does  the  greatness  of  the 
House  of  Commons  consist  ?  Does 
it  consist  in  the  House  of  Commons 
holding  up  its  hands  in  horror  at  the 
suggestion  that  the  work  of  legishition 
may  he  fac  ilia  ted  ?  Is  it  afraid  of  its 
dignity  being  hurt  when  work  is  to  be 
nceomplished  and  legislative  results 
achieved  ?  I  say  that  that  Party  lias  the 
most  right  to  aj>peal  to  tlie  greatness  of 
the  House  of  Commons  which  assists  ia 
any  ]>lati  by  whidi  the  House  of  Com- 
in  o  1 1  s  may  ac  com  p  H  s  b  I  eg  i  s  1  a  ti  ve  res  u  1  ts, 
Jt  is  not  in  the  proposal  here  made  that 
we  come  near  HomeiKule,  but  it  is  in  the 
opposition  to  the  proposal  that  we  come 
near  to  the  idea  of  Home  Rule.  You 
may  either  have  no  iegishition,  as  practi- 
cally yon  have  at  [vresent,  *>r  if  you  prefer 
it— anil  we  surely  all  nnist  prefer  it 
—some  legislation  as  proposed  under 
this  simple  scheme  ;  hut  depend  upon  it 
if  the  Party  opposite  resist  the  principle 
as  against  no  legislation  of  some  legisla- 
tior*  under  this  scheme,  they  are  bringing 
the  day  nearer  when  it  will  not  be  no 
legislation  or  some  legislation  bur  Home 
legislation,  This  is  a  moderate  scheme — 
in  the  view  of  some  far  too  moderate — 
under  which  we  attempt  to  remove  the 
re[>roach  of  the  neglect  of  Icgishnive 
duties.  At  every  stiige  Parliamentary 
control  remains,  Tliere  are  no  Consti- 
tutional ditticnlties  here  because  no 
question  nf  sn|irennicy  emerges.  In  a 
wonl,  Her  MajcstyV  tTovernnicnt  simply 
demand  that  Parliament  shall  become  a 
more  effective  Legislative  Assembly, 

♦Dr.  MACGRE  ;0R  (fnvcrnuss-shire) 
said,  be  understiiod  that  according  to  the 
Rules  of  this  House  he  was  precluded 
from  moving  the  Amendment  which  was 
oti  the  Paper  in  his  name,  and,  with  the 
indnlgence  of  the  House,  he  would  ex- 
plain the  reasons  that  profuptcd  him  in 
placin^^  it  nn  the  Pa]>er.  What  were 
the  rircumMtiincas  ?  The  Scottish 
peiqtie  pressed  the  Government  for 
giefiter  attenttnn  Uv  Sciittisb  atfairs  iti 
this  H(Misc,  and  the  Go\erimieul  offered 
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this  Grand  Committee.  He  was  ex- 
ceedingly sorrj  that  he  was  nnable  to 
concur  in  the  remedy  proposed  by  the 
Oovemment.  He  had  not  put  down  his 
Amendment  in  any  hostile  spirit,  but 
because  he  was  convinced  that  the  pro- 
posed Committee  was  a  great  mistake. 
He  felt  sure  that  it  would  not  save  time, 
but  waste  time.  He  did  not  consider  it 
a  half-way  house  to  Home  Rnle  ;  it  was 
for  that  reason,  in  fact,  that  he  objected 
to  the  Committee.  He  thought  it  had 
no  relation  to  Home  Rule,  and  therefore 
he  objected  to  such  a  proposal  inter- 
vening between  Scottish  Home  Rulers 
and  the  realisation  of  their  hopes.  The 
Home  Rulers  asked  for  bread  and  re- 
ceived a  stone.  However  long  a  Scottish 
subject  might  be  discussed  in  the  Com- 
fnittee  Room  upstairs,  there  would  always 
be  a  hostile  minority  to  demand  its  re- 
discussion  in  the  House.  Why  should 
Scotland's  business  be  relegated  to  a 
hole-and-corner  Committee  in  a  garret 
Tipstairs  ?  Either  the  House  was  ca- 
pable of  managing  Scottishibusiness  or  it 
was  not.  If  it  was,  let  the  House  pass 
some  Scottish  legislation  ;  and  if  it  was 
noti  let  Scotchmen  manage  their  own 
affairs  in  their  own  way,  in  their  own 
capital.  He  had  taken  every  opportunity 
of  keeping  the  subject  before  this  House 
and  the  country,  and  public  opinion  had 
ripened  so  fast  that  the  country  was  now 
quite  ready  for  Scottish  Home  Rule. 
Therefore,  he  called  upon  the  Govern- 
ment to  give  effect  to  the  verdict  of 
this  House,  and  proceed,  if  not  this 
Session,  at  the  earliest  opportunity,  with 
a  measure  of  Home  Rule  all  round.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Edinburgh  University  said  th&t  he  did 
not  mind  English  votes  overriding  Scot- 
tish opinion. 

•Sir  C.  PEARSON  (Edinburgh  and 
St.  Andrews  University)  :  No  ;  I  said  I 
did  not  object  to  English  votes  over* 
ruling  Scottish  votes,  if  that  was  the 
price  Scotchmen  paid  for  sitting  in  the 
Imperial  Parliament. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  said,  he  thought 
that  was  a  very  unpatriotic  view ;  and 
he  was  not  surprised  that  that  afternoon 
an  hon.  Member  had  introduced  a  Bill  to 
disfranchise  all  the  Universities.  Only 
the  other  day  the  Prime  Minister  told 
the  Welsh  University  Commission  that 
a  Welsh  University  was  being  founded 
upon    democratic    principles    after    the 

Dr,  Macgregar 


manner  of  the  Scottish  Universities.  It 
was  a  remarkable  thing  that  the  Scottish 
Universities,  like  the  English  Universi- 
ties, all  returned  Conservative  Members. 
That  in  itself  was  a  strong  reason  for 
their  disfranchisement.  The  unpatriotic 
opinions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
were  only  equalled  by  those  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Wigtonshire, 
who  said  he  had  no  faith  in  results  that 
followed  from  Bannockbum.  He  seemed 
not  to  have  realised  that  on  the  field  of 
Bannockbum  was  sealed  the  great 
charter  of  the  liberty  and  independence 
of  Scotsmen. 

Sir  H.  maxwell  :  I  never  used 
those  words. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  said,  that  he  did 
not  pretend  to  quote  the  exact  words, 
but  that  was  the  gist  of  them. 
Bannockbum  founded  the  charter  of 
Scottish  liberty.  If  English  gold  had  not 
bribed  the  impecunious  Scotchmen  of 
the  day — he  was  proud  to  say,  only  a 
very  few  impecunious  Scotchmen — Scot- 
land might  have  joined  England  in  a 
federal  union,  and  not  in  a  corporate 
capacity.  As  it  was,  Scotchmen  had 
to  press  now  for  some  form  of  local 
self-goverument.  Some  hon.  Members 
seemed  to  sink  their  Scottish  nationality 
in  favour  of  English  interests.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Peebleshire  said  that,  though 
he  was  proud  of  being  a  Scotchman,  he 
was  prouder  of  being  a  citizen  of  the 
British  Empire.  He  was  sorry  to  hear 
that.  He  himself  (Dr.  Macgregor)  was  a 
Scotchman  first,  and  content  to  be  a 
citizen  of  the  British  Empire  second. 
The  hon.  Member  who  said  that  came 
from  the  banks  of  the  Tweed,  that  classic 
stream  on  whose  banks  dwelt  that  great 
Scotsman,  who,  appealing  to  the  senti- 
ment of  humanity  generally,  asked — 

"  Breathes  there  a  man  with  sonl  so  dead. 
Who  never  to  himself  hath  said, 
This  is  my  own,  my  native  land  "  ? 

His  hon.Friends  the  Members  for  Dumfries 
and  Caithness  used  to  be  considered  con- 
sistent Home  Rulers,  but  they  were  now 
showing  the  white  feather,  and  he  re* 
gretted  that  they  who  had  been  for  so 
many  years  fighting  for  Home  Rule 
should  now  tnrn  aside  and  give  way  on 
this  question.  If  he  were  inclined  to 
become  poetic,  he  might  feel  constrained 
to  quote  another  countryman  of  his,  a 
man  who,  though  he  did  not  dwell  on 
the  classic  banks  of  the  Tweed,  dwelt  on 
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behnnk^and  braes  of  Imriny  Dooii 
lid  he  ^H  J  ? 

*•  VVha  would  be  a  t  mi  tor  knave, 
Wba  sae  boae  aa  be  »  slave, 
Let  him  turn  and  flee. 
By  oppre^ion'»  woea  and  pains, 
By  your  sons  in  servile  chaioa, 
We  will  drain  our  dearest  veins^ 
But  they  shall  l>e  free." 

le  ol>joctetl  to  the  appointment  of  this 

PoDiciiittoe,  because  he  wanted  the  Govern- 

Dent  to  give  ettect  to  the  diatitictly-ex- 

ressed  verdict  of  tlte   House  a  fortidght 

50.      He    sympfitliised    with   their  ditfi- 

laltieii  owing  to  the  pressure  of  bushiest* 

od   he  would  not  for   a   monieirt  urge 

bem    to   press  on   u   Bili   this  Sessiou^ 

Jut  he  uaked  the  Government  to  consider 

k  a  practical  measure  whether  eoueuirent 

lomo  Rule  or  Home  Rule  all  roiiud  was 

6ot    now    within    the    jmle   of    practical 

olitics.    He  saw  no  dirtitultj  in  carrying 

out,  and  he  believed  it  to  be  Che  only 

liid  inevitable  solution   of    the   prrddem 

rhich  was  now  vexing  the  Hou?ie  and  the 

;>untry. 

*Siu  H.  JAMES  (Bury,  Lancashire): 
hile  I  11  nd  very  great  difficulty  in 
Ilowiug  the  hon.  Memhi^rfor  Tiiverne.^s- 
ire  in  ti»e  argnnieiUative  part  ot'  his 
h,  I  think  he  has  given  some  reasons 
hy  we  should  not  proceed  with  Ihe  Mo- 
n.  If  72  Seoreli  Member;^  rej^emhling 
le  hon.  Memlier  for  Iiiveniesi;  all  dis- 
jssed  naatters  of  biisinest^  in  the  manner 
in  whicli  iie  has  di.seiissetl  ihh  Motion 
[o- night  what  a  \Qrj  charming  A-^semldy 
Grand  Committee  will  he.  I  iloubt  very 
nch  whether  Sroteh  busines}*  would  be 
utalj  advanced  by  t<ijch  discussion.  I  had 
some  little  difficulty  in  following  the 
lioitor  General  for  Scotland.  I  mtist, 
wever,  congratulate  the  Memliers  of 
Goveniment  upon  the  accession  to 
eir  Bench  of  the  hon.  ant!  learned 
entleman.  But  he  will  forgive  me  if 
ftay  I  cannot  deal  with  ^ome  of  hts 
ipion,  I  cannot  follow  him  into  the 
lestion  of  second  sight*  and  I  must  also 
ggest  to  him  that  if  bit*  arguments  are 
ne  and  well-founded  we  ought  not  t-o 
dealing  with  Scotch  matters  at  all  in 
is  Honse.  If  we  do  not  under  stand 
<?m,  why  should  we  be  allowed  to  deal 
ith  the  Second  Reading  of  Hills  whieli 
to  he  referred  to  this  Committee; 
\y  should  we  deal  as  a  Court  of  Appeal 
:nn  the  Grand  Committee  from  these 
11a   upon   the  Report  stage,  and  why 
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fihonld  we  give  a  final  assent  to  tbem  ? 
If  the  arguments  of  the  Solicitor  General 
are  correct,  they  justify  a  repeal  of  the 
Act  of  Union  of  1707,  and  Scotland 
ought  to  have  a  Parliament  of  its  own. 
The  Solicitor  General  told  us  we  know 
nothing  of  Scotch  law%  I  sometimes 
think  that  is  true,  but  sometimes  I  find 
myself  associated  w^ith  ray  hon,  and 
learned  Friend  in  that  great  tnbuual 
the  Court  of  Appeal  for  Scotland  as  well 
as  for  England,  and  1  have  never  heard 
him  tell  the  English  Court  of  Appeal 
that  ho  did  not  understand  English 
law,  and  I  think  bo  will  admit  that  he 
has  even  found  English  Colleagues  who 
have  been  able  to  master  and  argue  St?otch 
law.  He  tells  us  that  we  are  not  fitted  to 
legislate  upon  Scotch  affairs.  I  ivonder 
whether  he  felt  any  modesty  when  dealing 
with  the  13tii  clause  of  the  Parish 
Councils  Bill.  Ho  dealt  without  fl inch- 
ing with  the  intricacies  affecting  charities 
in  Eiiglantl.  I  confesi*  that  the  argu- 
ments that  have  been  addres:«ed  to  u» 
appear  to  me  when  dealing  with  the 
constitution  of  Parh'ament  to  bt^  singularly* 
narrow,  and  are  fitted  only  Un-  those  who 
say  they  are  Scotch  me  jj  first  antl  Im- 
perialisls  afterwanls.  This  iw  not  a  Scotch 
(|U  est  ion.  It  is  a  fjncMiion  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  whether  it  iss  or  is  not  to 
continue  a  united  Parliament  in  its  action, 
and  if  we  admit  that  we  are  ini*a|>ahle  of 
performing  our  duties  as  IcgtJ^lators  in 
one  of  the  stages  of  the  actioir  of  Parlia- 
ment we  admit  our  iuahilitv  to  govern  as 
a  whole  thi.n  United  Kingdou),  and  we 
have  to  ask  for  a  new  depnrture  and  a 
greater  departure  than  is  reprertentcil  hy 
this  Resolution,  I  am  anxious,  however, 
if  I  may,  to  deal  with  this  question  from 
a  very  practical  jioint  of  view,  I  do  so 
beeause  I  have  fully  in  my  mind  what 
was  tiie  object  of  those  Gram  I  Commit- 
tecj^  whidi  are  now  sought  U\  he  dealt 
with  and  luhipted  to  the  new^  slate  of 
things.  The  House  will  recollect  what 
this  Motion  i*t.  It  is  the  fornTntion  of  a 
(xrand  Committee  under  two  new  condi- 
tions. The  first  is  that  any  Bill  that  the 
House  chooses  to  remit  to  the  Grand 
C'ommittee  shall  he  determirn  d  by  it  in 
siib.stitutiou  for  the  action  id"  tho  Com* 
mittee  of  the  whole  lloube  ;  and, 
secondly,  that  the  CiMumittee  shall  not 
lie  a  miniature  of  ISulinment  and  a 
reflection  of  tliis  Houm*,  but  shall 
be      a      speciaHy  -  formetl      Connnitlee 
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miltdtAutially  of  Scotch  Members 
only.  I  my  if  this  Motion  is  accerlal 
to  we  sluiU  be  using  these  Grand 
Committees  for  pnrposess  and  uotler  con- 
tlittous  that  were  never  intemletl,  and 
wliieb  cannot  be  prae  tit  wily  realise*!. 
There  are  Memliery  in  this  House,  I 
prestiinie,  who  recollect  the  Debater  iu 
November,  1882.  I  recollect  it  fell  to 
mj  lot  to  assist  io  a  minor  degree  iu 
the  formation  of  the  Resolution  ujwn 
w h ie b  the  G  rand  C om m i t tees  were  ba^ ed 
when  they  cujuq  into  existence,  I  have 
nothing  to  say  of  any  knowledge  I  possess 
of  the  intentions  of  those  who  framed 
those  Grand  Committees,  except  to  refer 
to  tlie  expression  of  tbose  intentions  in 
public  and  in  this  House.  Some  will 
recollect  that  in  the  terms  of  ibat  ReHoIn- 
tion  the  subjects;  that  were  to  be  remitted 
to  these  Grand  Committees  were  defined. 
The  object  of  the  definition  was  tbat  the 
Bills  that  should  lie  remitted  to  these 
Grand  Committees  should  always  be  of 
a  non-contentious  character.  The  late 
Prune  Minister  expressed  himself  most 
distinctly  npoti  that  point.  1  well  re- 
member that  wben  we  were  proposing  to 
remit  iu  the  Grand  Committee  on  Law 
the  Criminal  Code  Procedure  Bill,  which 
was  eutiriily  a  matter  of  well-delined  law, 
the  noble  Lord  ihe  Member  for  South 
Paddington  pointed  out  thut  that  Bill 
contained  some  matters  comparatively  of 
general  interest,  such  as  the  law^  of  high 
treason  and  seditioa  and  the  laws  affect- 
ing the  Press  ;  and  tht-  Prime  Minister 
declared  his  intention  to  be  so  distinct 
that  notliing  sboidd  go  before  the  Grand 
Committee  which  should  approach  a  con- 
tentious or  Parly  (|iiestion,  that  he  pro- 
mised the  noble  I^ord  and  tliis  Honse 
that  after  the  Grand  Conmiittee  luid 
poised  tluit  Bili^  with  all  the  provisions 
contained  iu  it,  it  sbould,  m  respect  of  tbe 
questions  referred  to  by  the  nolde  Lord,  be 
recommited,  and  that  tbe  whole  Honse 
should  deal  with  them,  l>e cause  they  were 
possi  bly  of  a  <*oo  tent  ions  or  Party  character. 
In  that  i^pirit  the  House  accepted  the 
proposal  for  a  Grand  Ctunmittee,  and  it 
was  also  determined  that  such  Com- 
mittee should  he  a  reflection  of  tbe 
House-  Therefore,  iu  tliis  Motion  we 
have  two  great  departures  from  the  real 
object  of  Grand  Committees.  It  was 
never  intended  tbat  these  Committees 
shouhl  act  in  sul»stitution  of  the  per- 
formauce   of   duties    by   the     House    in 
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which  is  of  a  partisan  or  cod  ten* 
tious  character  should  be  seyt  to  a 
Grand  Committee.  It  is  said  that  the 
House  is  master  of  the  situation,  and 
the  House  need  not  remit  bi^siness 
of  a  contentious  character  unless 
it  shonld  see  fit,  but  if  this  Motion 
is  carried  you  may  he  forced  to  remit 
every  Bill  from  this  House,  whatever  its 
character,  to  a  Graod  Committee,  What 
is  your  object  ?  It  is  apparently  stated 
that  the  only  object  is  to  transact  more 
quickly  the  business  of  this  House.  Yet 
the  more  contentious  the  Bill  is  greater 
will  be  the  business  you  transact  by  keep- 
ing it  in  this  House,  Who  is  to  determine 
these  matters  ?  It  has  l>e€U  said  by  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Scotland  and  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  College  Division  of 
Glasgow  that  a  Bill  is  never  to  be 
remilted  to  the  Grand  Committee  UDless 
a  Liberal  Government  is  in  Ofliee,  The 
Sol  i<' it  or  General  says  it  will  be  for  & 
Tory  Government  to  consider  whether  it 
wouhl  be  iu  the  interests  of  Party  Go- 
vernment that  they  should  make  a  similar 
order.  Consequently  these  remittanceg  to 
a  Grand  Committee  arc  never  as  a  rule  U> 
be  made  when  a  Conservative  Government 
is  in  Office,  hut  they  are  to  be  made  if  a 
Liliend  Government  is  in  power.  And 
this  is  called  tbe  preserA^ation  of  the 
symmetry  of  Parliamentary  procedure, 
Wht)  will  control  this  matter  ?  Wiliit  be 
within  the  wisilom  of  the  Liberal  Go- 
v  er  n  m  e  n t  ?  T  hey  h  a  v  e  n  o  w  som e  4  9  b  u  p- 
porters  from  Scotland^  and  they  say  they 
will  have  more.  That  may  or  may  not 
be  the  case.  Supposing,  now,  the  Scotch 
determination  of  character  is  developed 
oidy  to  an  equal  extent  with  that  de- 
veloped in  the  Welsh  Members,  and  these 
49  Scotch  Membem  say  to  the 
Governmeut,  "  We  intend  to  have 
this  Bill  remitted  to  the  Graud 
Conmiiitee,  lH?canse  we  shall  have 
superior  ad  vantages  if  we  are  a  Grand 
Committee  compared  with  what  we  should 
have  in  tbe  General  House.**  What  wiU 
the  Government  say  ?  Why,  Sir,  these 
Momlicrs  will  be  miisters  of  the 
situation,  Tbe  House  is  asked  to 
delegate  this  power  which  is  to 
supersede  tbe  whole  power  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons  to  the 
Liberal  Members  from  Scotland,  who  can 
not  only  make  (heir  terms  with  the  Go- 
vernment,  but  am    impose   their    terms 


I 


A 


71B         Siandiag  Committee         {17  APBit  1894} 


Hpoo  them.  We  are  asked  to  givi;  up  tbo 
important  duty  of  devcfuprng  go<Ml  legis- 
lation in  Committee  to  tbe  will  of  flits 
[>tcb  Members,  wlio  will  irontrol  thf* 
jvernment.  Is  that  u.  Seciteli  qiieiitioii  ? 
I  would  remind  t!ie  lIouh<e  that  while  die 
te  Prime  Minister  was  control  ling  the 
fetioD  of  the  Govc^nmieur  thi.s  Motion 
never  brought  forward,  tuid  1  will 
ill  you  why.  In  the  eonrt^e  of  the 
abates  of  1882aMotion  preeisely  similar 
this  was  brotija^lit  forward,  exeept 
liat  ft  national  Stand  in  j^  Committee  was 
limed  on  the  part  of  the  Irinh  Member;^ 
stead  of  on  the  parr  of  the  Scoteh  ileiu- 
ers.  The  Prime  Miid&ter  dealt  with  the 
lemand,  and  in  the  tirs!  plaee  he  t^aid  the 
proposition  was  an  etiorrnons  eonstitu- 
tiotial  iiiuovation.  How  is  it  spok<^n  of 
HOW  by  those  on  the  Treasury  Bench  ? 
As*  ^oon  aij  the  right  lion.  Member  for 
Midlothian  eeapes  to  be  Leader  of  the 
Hoti»e  tliis  Motion  is  brought  forward. 
^It  was  tiever  mooted  on  the  part  of  the 
^Bovernmeitt  while  he  controlled  the 
^^ouncils  of  tbe  (government.  He  adhere<l 
to  hiH  contention  that  the  proposition 
would  be  au  enormous  CouHtitutioual 
ionovation,  and  be  never  allowed  one  of 
bis  lieutenants  to  eome  to  this  House  and 
make  a  frittering   speech    as  if  he  was 

K'inging  forward  a  bye-law  in  a  vestry; 
be  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  propbetic 
on  that  occasion.  He  did  not  sp^eak  for 
the  mere  hour.  He  admitted  that,  if  the 
proposition  was  aecepted  it  might  receive 
Bvelojiment,  but  he  ailded  in  respect  of 
bi?  similar  proposition  for  Ireland — 

greatly  donbfc    if   I'arliamcnt   will    evtvr 
QCtiou  aaythujg  of  this  kind," 
is  singular  that,   while   he  entertained 
bese  views,  it  was  not  until   he  quitted 
be    Government   that  this    Motion  was 
brought  forward,  and  w^e  are   now  asked 
to  sanction  that  which   the  great  Leader 
of    the   Liberal    Party   alivays    doubted 
would  ever  he  sanctioned   by  the   Parlia- 
ment of  which  he  was  so  long  the  leading 
H|^are.     I  should  have  thought   that  the 
^KperieDce    of    my    right    hon.    Friend 
would  have  told  him  wdiat  great  danger 
^^ere  ia  id  seadLng  Party  and  contentious 
H|easiires  to  the  decision  of  Grand  Com* 
^■ittees.     We    have    been    told    that  iu 
Hkand  Committees  there  is  great  facility 
of  biisiDesfl.     8o  there  is,  as  long  as  you 
fieod  ooD-contenttous  measures  to  them. 
So  loDg  as  Party  feeliag   is   not  roused 
Aod  tho  eooteutiou  of  Parties  i^  not  dis- 
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played  you  have  great  facility  for  a  rapid 
disposal  of  husiuess,  but  when  you  have 
Party  questions  involving  the  principles 
of  political  life  do  yon  tbink  there  will 
bo  the  same  facility  of  action  in  I  be 
Grand  CooiiiHttees  ?  If  there  be  not, 
how  will  you  check  the  strife  of  Party 
action  ?  You  can  check  it  in  this  House, 
hut  you  will  never  control  it  by  the 
small  power  vested  in  the  Cbairinan  of  a 
Grand  Committee.  I  reeonect  that  wlien 
tbe  Hill  to  which  1  have  alluded,  tind  in 
respect  to  which  the  late  Prime  Minister 
made  tbe  promise  I  have  meJitionetl, 
was  i*eferr*'d  to  a  Gtaiai  Uominiitee,  it 
was  thought  that  a  Bill  for  aujending 
die  procedure  of  the  Criminal  Law  would 
not  have  ilevelopcd  many  contentious 
aspects.  But  it  did.  There  were,  among 
other  questions,  those  of  high  treason 
and  sedition  and  the  law  relating 
to  public  meetings,  which  aroused 
the  opposition  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. That  was  a  sufficieut  diffictdty 
for  any  Attorney  General  to  cope  witii, 
hut  it  so  happened  that  tbe  Irish  Mem- 
bers received  some  assistance^  from  the 
Cons  tit  utioiial  view,  from  the  late  Lord 
Chancellor  of  England,  the  late  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland,  and  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Padilington,  as 
widl  as  from  a  gentleman  whom  many 
Mcnd.>ers  of  the  House  will  recolJeet,  I 
mean  Mr.  Wharton.  What  was  the  re- 
sult ?  We  sat  during  the  greater  portion 
of  a  mem  til,  and  the  progress  we  made 
was  that  out  of  126  clauses  we 
never  got  beyond  the  third  discussed 
clatise,  and  we  had  to  abHudon  the  Bill. 
Even  in  the  case  of  the  Church  Dis- 
cipline Act,  with  regard  to  which  both  of 
the  great  Parties  in  the  State  were  agreed^ 
there  was  a  band  of  tjpjiouents  who 
paralyzed  tbe  powder  of  that  Grand  Cora- 
mittee,  until  with  a  somewhat  rongh-and* 
ready  despotism,  which  cannot  be  applied 
further  without  the  sanction  of  this 
House,  they  w^ere  told  they  cotdd  not 
debate  the  matter,  and  were  refused  audi- 
ence of  that  Granil  Committee.  To  this 
new  Scotch  body,  without  adequate  power 
of  control  and  closure,  we  are  expected 
to  send  for  cooside ration  such  questions 
as  that  of  the  Dise^tablisho^ent  of  the 
Scotch  Church,  This  is  an  inaovation 
of  a  moit  dangerous  kind.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  has  told  us  that 
if  Ireland  asks  for  similar  treat  me  ut, 
Ireland  ought  to  have  it.     Therefore,  if 
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Ireland  aska  for  a  separate  Committee 
she  its  to  Lave  it,  if  Committee  Room  No- 
lo or  any  other  room  i«  iivuiL»ble.  The 
Irish  Members  are  to  have  the  power  of 
dealing  in  Grand  Committee  with  legitjla- 
tion  that  will  atiect  Ulster  on  the  one 
hand  ami  the  rest  of  Ireland  on  the 
other,  and  we  are  to  t^taml  by  and  yet 
claim  that  we  repret^ent  nu  Imperial  Piir- 
liametit.  It  seems,  from  the  ntteratiees 
of  the  Secretary  for  War,  that  this  is  a 
stepping-stone  to  the  greater  goal  of 
Home  Knle.  When  I  listened  to  the 
right  hon.  Member  1  recalled  these  words 
of  his — 

♦*  Every  move  tlmt  we  make  is  a  move  in 
favour  nf  Home  Rule." 

Is  til  is  a  move  iti  favour  of  Home  liule  ? 
If  not,  on  what  other  principle  can  you 
j notify  it  ?  I  expected  that  to-ni^dit  we 
should  have  heard  one  other  Member  hi 
this  Debate.  When  the  Government  is 
in  trouble  and  sickly  with  disease  there 
is  one  great  physician  who  is  called  in 
and  t^tands  by  the  l^dsidtj  of  those  who 
suffer,  I  rneiiu  the  hon»  Member  for 
Bedford  (Mr*  Whitbread),  He  spoke 
upon  this  questiou  when  the  Motion  was 
that  Scotch  business  should  be  con- 
sidered by  a  Committee  that  sbotihl  be  a 
miniature  Parliament  reflecting  the  Hotisc 
of  Comraons  as  a  whole.  To  that 
proposal  he  siiid  he  agreed,  but  he  a<lded 
that  he  would  give  no  support  to  a  scheme 
under  which  Scotch  measures  would  bo 
reraittetl  to  Scotchmen  only,  on  the 
ground  that  stieh  a  plan  would  be  in- 
jurious to  Parliaraeni  and  would  create 
differenees  between  the  two  nations.  The 
present  would  be  a  most  tit  opportunity 
for  the  hon.  Member  to  show  his  greal 
devotion  to  the  Party  whom  be  has 
always  l>eeu  so  anxious  to  succour  iti 
times  of  ditticulty.  I  feel  that  there  is 
no  ODO  who  takes  an  interest  in  the 
great  traditions  of  this  House,  and  the 
manner  it  performs  its  duties,  who  will 
not  deplore  the  fat^l  step  that  we  shall 
take  if  we  assent  to  ihis  most  insidiouB 
and  destructive  Motion. 

•Sir  C.  PEARSON  (Edinburgh  and 
St,  Andrews  University)  said,  he 
thought  it  fitting  that,  after  the  powerful 
speech  to  which  they  had  just  listened, 
gome  one  on  the  Treasury  Bench  should, 
at  all  events,  have  made  some  attempt  tu 
reply  to  the  arguments  they  had  beard. 
Ho  would,  at  that  hour  of  the  evening,  be 
yery   brief,   but  be   desireil    to    call    the 
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attention  of  the  House  once  more 
singular  position  in  which  this  Debate 
stood.  He  was  not  aware  whether  the 
right  hon,  Gentlenuin  who  hitroiluced 
this  subject  to  their  notice  iuid  been  snr- 
prised  that  the  Dclviite  bad  extended  as 
it  had  done,  considerably  beyond  tl»e 
narrow  limits  which  he  fixed  upon  it, 
and  liad  risen,  at  ail  events  on  one  side 
of  the  Ilonse,  a  great  deal  al>ove  the 
somewhat  low  level  at  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  left  it.  It  whs  intro- 
duced by  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  as  a 
practical  and  business-like  proposal,  and 
the  right  hon,  Gentlenuin  the  Secre* 
tary  for  War  had  added  one  more 
epithet,  and  calktl  it  a  modest  proposal. 
The  new  Solicitor  General  for  Scot- 
land— whom  they  were  glad  to  listen 
tu — atkied  another,  and  said  it  was  a 
pro|iosal  of  extreme  simplicity.  From 
all  these  propositions  the  Opposition 
dissenied,  on  the  grounds  whicli 
had  l>een  laid  before  the  House, 
and  which  had  not  been  adeqiuitely 
answeretl  in  any  of  the  speeches  from  the 
Government  side.  Taking  it  even  on  the 
narrower  ground  on  which  it  was  origi- 
nuUv  pnl,this  proposiil  was  recommended 
to  tlie  House  by  tlie  Secretary  for  Scot* 
land,  as  l>eing  a  mere  development  of  the 
procedure  in  the  House  of  Commons  00 
the  old  hues.  If  these  old  lines  meant 
the  existing  Standing  Committees 
of  the  House,  he  ventured  to  agree 
with  his  bon»  and  learned  Friend  near 
bim,  when  he  said  that  the  Standing 
Committees  of  the  House  hail 
not  yet  passeil  beyond  the  stage  of 
experiment.  They  were  not  an  experi- 
ment that  bad  met  with  universal  appro- 
bation, and  this  proposal  of  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  was  nn  experiment  upon  an 
experiment,  and  one  the  success  of  which, 
even  if  carried,  would  be  in  the  highest 
degree  problematical.  But  asserting,  &s 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did,  that 
this  was  a  proposal  on  the  ohl  lines^ 
be  set  himself  to  prove  that  it  was  so, 
and  bow  did  he  do  it?  He  presented 
to  the  House  a  portrait  of  this  Com- 
mittee as  it  existed  in  his  imagination^ 
and  asked  the  House  to  admire  its  Hke<^ 
ness  to  the  Standing  Committee  they 
knew.  He  was  reminded  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  description  of  the  p<>r- 
trait  of  Gibbon,  which  they  knew  from 
Gibbon^s  auto-biography  wos  an  ex- 
cellent   picture,    endowed    with     everj 
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aerll  except   likeuess    to   tlie    origiuaL 
The     resemblftuces      which     the     ri^iit 
tion.     Getitleniiiti     drew     l>etween     liis 
propo£tal    aud    the   Sratiditig   ComuiitteG 
vere  guperticial,   nlmo^t  pedautic.     The 
FdifTerencos  were   vital.     What  were  the 
Imain  reisemblauees  which  the  ritjfht  hou, 
tGeutlefnati     pointed     mit    between    one 
proposal  iiiid  the  other  'f      The  one  which 
he  put   iti   the   forefrotit    was    that    the 
number    waa     to    be    about,    the    same. 
Luother  was  that  the  fpioruni  was  to  be 
'about   the  same — 20;    another  that    the 
Chairman    was  to    be  apj>o luteal    in  the 
LSaiue  way- — that  was  from  the  Panel  of 
/bainneu,  and  the  otiier  was  positively 
liat    tljG  lidded   mmiber  of    13    was  the 
liBame  number  as  timt  provided  tor  by  the 
"^tan.liog-   Order.     Why  was  it  that  the 
ilt^ht    lion.  Gentlemau   put  in    the   fore- 
jt  the  fact  that  the   nuniljerj^  of  their 
3sed  Standi og  Committee  were  tlie 
or  about  the  same,  a^  those  whieli 
ffixe^l  in  the  Standing  Order?     Did 
lie  mean  to  say  when  that  Standing  Order 

I  was  passed  it  had  any  conscious  reference 
fto  the  number  of  the  Seottisli  representa- 
^foD,  or  tlmt  when  the  Scottish  representa- 
tion   was    fixeil    it    had    any    reference 
iorwanl    to    tlic    number    fixed  for    the 
fetanding    Committee  ?       If    neither    of 
ibei^e    propositions    was    well    founded, 
ivbat     was      the    relevancy    of     telling 
them  that  tlicre  %vas  uu  important    re- 
semblance   betweeji    the     existing    and 
the     proposed     Standing      Committee? 
^^Tbe    Standing     Order      said    that    the 
^^pumber  of   the   Standing  Committee  was 
^B|o  be  between  60  and  HO,  ami  it  happened 
^^Rhat  the  number  of  Scotch  Membern  whm 
^Vbetween  60  and   80  ;  hut  the  connection 
^Vvae   purely  aceidentaL     With  regard  to 
the  number  of  added  Members,   it   bad 
already  been   pointed  out  that   thig  pro- 
"^  usal  was  distinctly  the  opposite  of  that 
the  Standing  Order.     Tlie  right  hon. 
»^eutieman    said  he  w^as  appointing  the 
cotch  Members  as  a  whole  because  they 
special  qualitications  for  carrying  on 
ksoteU   business.     The    Standing  Order 
Dti  tern  plated  not  that   the  bulk   of  the 
Itaudiug  Committee  should  bo  speciaily 
iptod  to  deal  with  the  subject,  but  that 
1*5  Members  shonld   he  added  on  account 
of  tlieir  special  qualifications.    In  the  pre- 

Kaioaae  the  special  qmiliKeation  applied 
tfieoMldft  of  the  Committee,  and  1 5  Mem- 
bers were  to  be  added  in  consequcuce  of 
*nuc  desire  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 


tleman to  bring  his  case  under  the  existing 
S  ta  nd i  n g  O  rd  e r .  Som  e  of  t  h e  C  o  1 1  eagues 
of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  were  of 
opinion  that  the  Committee  would  be 
better  without  15  Members.  One  lion. 
Member  had  likened  them  to  watchnlogs 
who  were  to  look  after  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers. But  the  Government  had  missed 
the  only  |M>ssible  Justification  for  the 
addition  of  15  Members,  and  that  was 
that  ihey  migljt  he  added  to  enable  the 
Scotch  Mf^mliei-s  to  avail  themselves  of 
the  services  of  those  Seotchmen  who  sat 
for  English  coQstitnencie.*!^ — Manchester^ 
Ipswich,  €^atesheadj  and  other  con- 
stituencies were  representetl  by  Scotch- 
men who  would  Ije  welcomed  on  the 
Committee.  It  wa^  obvious  that  the 
reason  why  that  explanation  was  not 
open  to  the  Government  was  that  it 
would  cut  away  their  argimient,  which 
w^as  founded  on  the  fitness  of  Scotch 
Members  as  such  to  do  the  buhiness  of 
Scotland.  Wide  ground  had  been  taken  by 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  but  not  wide 
enough,  in  introducitig  this  subjoct.  He 
said  the  purpose  was  to  relieve  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  give  more  time  to  the 
business  of  the  House.  But  before  the 
House  gave  more  time  for  its  business  it 
usually  was  disposed  to  know  what  the 
Government  desired  to  do  with  that  time. 
The  Secretary  for  War  said  that  the 
Resolution  carried  in  favour  of  Home 
Rule  for  Scotland  had  nothing  to  do  wtth 
this  Resolution  ;  that  the  proposed  Com- 
mittee hail  nothing  to  do  with  what  waft 
carried  on  Tuesdays  and  Fridays  by 
private  Members.  He  should  have  been 
willing  to  leave  the  matter  there  had  not 
another  Member  of  the  Government,  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  declared  that  iu 
this  Committee  they  would  have  a 
special  body  to  facilitate  the  trnnsaetiou 
of  special  business,  and  that  if  a  Rasohi- 
tioii  was  carried  on  the  Tuesday  or  the 
Friday  time  would  be  given  to  the  Go- 
vernment to  pass  a  Bill  and  carry  that 
Resolution  into  effect.  That  meant  that 
the  Government  might  use  the  tireie  saved 
by  the  Standing  Committee  to  pass  a 
Home  Rule  Bill  for  Scotland.  There 
were  otiier  mejiaures  mentioned  which 
had  l>een  skilfully  avoided  by  the  Secre- 
tary for  War.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man bad  l>eeu  asked  whether  he  would 
refer  to  this  Standing  Committee  a 
measure  to  diseatahlish  and  disendow  the 
Church   of    Scotbind,       He    should   be 
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asfnnisiied  if  fuiy  ^eiitlenmn  were  tn 
jiSi^ent  to  timt  proposition,  luvini^e  to 
ilise>*fnblish  aiid  disemlow  t!ie  C!liurcb  of 
Srotliiiiil  would  he  to  <ro  verv  near  to  the 
root  111'  tlie  Union  witli  SeoHiirnL 

*Mn,  (.  AMPHELL-IJANNEKMAN  : 
i  stiiil  "*  No  Bill  ifivolvin^  hi'^h  C'otiistitii- 
fioiial  principles  would  be  refc-rretl  to  tlje 
Committee/'  antl  that  surely  inclndei? 
thut  BilU 

*StH  C.  I'EAKSUX  Buiil,  that  the  Bill 
he  mentioned  whh  not  exjiresHly  referred 
to  hv  tbe  ri^ht  hon.  (TentlenmTi.  However, 
the  main  tfronnd  fr>r  the  Motion  was  that 
it  won  Id  snvo  the  time  of  the  House.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  tbe  passin^i^  of  the 
Resolution  woidd  ereaie  an  addititnial 
stage,  l>eeanse  tlie  question  would  first 
Hrise  will  t  her  measures  were  to  he  referred 
to  tlie  Cmnmittee  :  and  as  that  questiou 
wotdd  Ite  always  debated  at  len«[^th,  he 
ventured  to  say  that  the  Hej^ohitifHi,  in- 
t*tead  of  saving  time,  would  be  apt  to  have 
tbe  eonlrary  teudeitcy.  V\  hat  tlid  tlic 
riifht  bnu.  (Tentleman  say  as  to  giving  n 
similar  Committee  to  England  ?  He  said 
that  in  prineiple  he  was  prepared  to  do 
po,  hut  that  praelieally  the  c!a«e8  were 
dilferenl.  V¥hy  were  they  different  ? 
The  riijbt  hofi.  Gentleman  gave  a*»  a 
reason  that  English  Members  weroalwaye 
in  A  majority  in  every  Standing  Com- 
niittoe.  But  the  majority  the  rijihthou. 
Gentleman  spoke  of  was  not  the 
majority  they  hatl  in  their  minds. 
The  majority  the  right  hon.  Gentkumn 
ipokii  of  was  based  on  the  assumption 
that  the  English  Members  were  all  on  one 
side,  and  the  other  nationalities  on  the 
other  side.  But  tbe  majority  they  spoke 
of  was  the  etfeetivo  majority  of  the 
Com  tn  it  tee— ill  other  words,  the  majority 
obtainaltle  upon  a  vote  ;  and  that 
majority  was  not  always  secured  by 
English  Members  on  every  question 
submitted  to  a  Committee*  He  was 
astonishi'd  that  the  Secretary  for  War 
ghonld  have  put  forward  pucb  an  argu- 
ment. NoMeml>ers  on  the  opfioaite  side 
of  the  House  ha*!  risen  to  say  that  they 
were  prepared  to  appoint  a  correspond itig 
Committee  for  Ireland.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  College  Division  of  Glasgow 
WAS  the  first  to  put  forward  to  the  House 
the  w^hole  truth  of  the  proposal,  and  he 
had  done  so  with  what  might  l>e  termed 
«n  almoBt  cynieal   frankness.     The    hon, 

Barotiet  maintained  that  the  qnestion  of 
Home  Hide  for  Scotland  in  any  form  had 
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no  relation  at  all  to  the  proposal  now 
umler  discussion.  But  the  question  they 
watited  to  know  w^as  whetJier  a  hargaiti 
had  been  made  by  the  Government  in 
relation  to  this  proposal  on  the  oiie  baml 
and  the  Hotne  Hule  scheme  oti  the 
other?  The  hon.  Baronet  bad  detjcrihed 
himself  as  the  medium  acting  between 
the  Prime  Minister  and  the  SeotcU 
Members  oo  the  question  of  the  con- 
ee^ssion  of  Home  Rule  for  Scotland, 
What  he  wanted  was  an  explanation  of 
tbe  little  hit  of  private  history  to  whtcU 
they  were  treated  by  the  right  hon* 
Baronet  with  retereuee  lo  the  interview 
he  bml  with  the  late  Prime  Minister.  Was 
tljere  or  was  there  not  a  hargain  with 
the  Goverti merit  with  respjoct  to  ihts  pro* 
posal,  on  the  one  hand,  and  Scottish 
Home  Rule  on  tbe  other  ?  Tbe  Resolu- 
tion which  was  presented  to  tbe  late 
Prime  Minister  ran  thus  :— 

'*  Peiiiling  the  conceesioa  of  Home  Rule  to 
ScoElaiifl,  we  eouHider  it  bopeleaa  to  look  for 
any  Sc^ittish  buHiiicsti  b«iug  done,  and  therefore 
we  d  em  ami  this  Co  mm  it  tee/' 

Sir  C\  CAMERON  was  understood 
to  say  he  was  not  corrcellj  reported. 

•Sir  C,  PEARSON  asked  whetijer 
that  w^as  or  w^as  not  the  condition  of  the 
aeeeptauce  by  the  Government  of  this 
Rt^olution  ?  If  that  w^ere  so,  then  the 
consistency  of  the  Government  in  voting 
for  Home  Rule  for  Scotland  last  Tuesday 
was  amply  just! lied,  but  it  was  at  the 
ex  pense  of  their  political  reputation.  The 
hon.  Baronet  had  made  clear  for  i,he  first 
time  that  the  proposal  which  w^as  now 
made  was  absolutely  impossible  under  a 
Unionist  Government ;  and  the  corollary 
of  that  was  that  an  English  Grand  Com» 
mittee  was  the  natural  eo^irse  of  a  Utiiouist 
(Toverument  io  English  matters.  He  was 
ghid  that  that  point  had  been  made  clear. 
it  had  l>eeu  urged  that  an  English  Grand 
Comraittoo  con  hi  be  appointed  to  attend 
to  purely  English  matters,  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  great  number  of  Eugliah 
Members,  which  would  make  such  a 
scheme  praetieally  unworkable.  He  had 
never  belie ve<l  in  the  force  of  that  argn- 
raeut,  and  he  submitted  still  that  no  diffi- 
culty could  arise  on  that  ground,  for  if  a 
Committee  were  really  desirable  for 
England  it  could  be  appointed  on  exaetly 
the  same  principles  as  the  one  proposed 
under  tbe  present  Standing  Orders*  The 
frank  confession  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
also  ended  the  suppoeition  that  this  pn>- 
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Dsal  wtis  ijot  II  partisan  measure.     He 
no  doubt  himself  that  it  would  turu 
ttif   lo  lie  the  most   purely  Party  move 
hat  eouUl  well  be  deviled  by  auy  Goveni- 
neut.     At  auy  rate,  it  wa;*  mliiiittedly  ii 
proposal   that  would  be    workithle   uiitler 
a  Liberal    Govcrumeot    but  unworkable 
finder  any  other, 
Mr,  J.  C  HAMBKRLAIN  {BirmJut;. 
tim,  W,)  :  1  riiie  to  follow  tlie  rl^rhr  bon. 
Srentlem&n    with    some  little  he^^itatiou. 
The    last  tbree    tipeaker.s,   two   of    them 
MernlKTK  of   the   Opposition   and  one  a 
Meml>er  of  the  Home  Rule    Party,  have 
jken  agaitist  the  KeHolutioii ;    but  the 
government,  following  the  taetics  whieh 
bey  have  adopted  throughout  upon  this 
mf^T,   prefer  to    ignore   those  spcoebos 
»ful  to  allow  the   judgment  of  the  IIutLse 
"  Commons  to   go  by  default,   knciwing 
Brfeetly  well    that  they  ean   count  upon 
tie  votes  of  ibeir   Hupporieri?,       I    think 
bat   m  an   unsatitjfaelory  feMture  of  ilie 
)ebate  ;   bat  the  poiut  whieh  bass  »trurk 
lie  more  than  ntjy thing   else    has    been 
pitber  tlie  iijcapaeity,  or  it  may  1h?   the 
lu willingness,  of     the    Government    to 
ier&Latid  the  imfM)rtanee  of   their  own 
DpOflul  and   of   the  coui^eciuenee  which 
iust  necessarily  follow  ita  adoption.  Wo 
[>mplHin   of   the  speech   in    wiiich    tliiB 
roposal  wa8  Introdured  by  the  Secretary 
Dr  Seotland*    It  would  have  l>eoij  a  vei  \ 
jedi  table   per  fo  nun  nee  if  we    had   been 
lUcussing  some  slight  change  in  the  con- 
liiutjou  of  the  Kiteheti  Committee  ;  but 
waa  abfiolntely  inadetjnate  in  refereio'e 
to  a  matter  gueh  an  that  upon  which  we 
^are  expected  to  deeide  to-night.       I  am 
^HOrry   to    say   that   we    have   equally  to 
^■Dinplaiu  of  the  speech  of  the  Secretary 
^Bdt  War,       He  also,  like  every  Member 
^*irho  h&3  hitherto  spoken  from  that  Beneh 
or  on  this  side  of  the   House,  has  endea- 
vmired  to  niiuimi^e  the  proposal  until  it 
hw  become  almost  intinitesimai.     Well, 
Sir,  if   it   be   sueb    an  inhnitesimal  pro- 
il  I  would  ask,  in  the   first  instance, 
rhy  are  the   Government  so  infatuated 
this   lime  of   the  Session,  when  tbey 
ive  80  mueh    business  before  them,  to 
8te  two  or  three  days  of  the  time  and 
ob&bly   embarrass    themselves    in    the 
llture  Qu  a  proposal   whieh  is,  as  tbey 
ly,   of  not   the   glight€st   importuDee  ? 
fhe  Secretary  for    War    speaks   of  this 
itter  LO  a  humble   tone  of   voice  as  a 
fere  trifling  proceeding  for  amelioraling 
procedure  of  the  House,  for  ishghtiy 
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accelerating   the    progress    of     Scottish 
business.     That  is  the  light  in  which  he 
regan^ls  it.       I  have  the  fear  of  my  hon, 
and  learuied  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Aberdeen  before  my  eyes.     In  the  earlier 
part  of  the    evening  the    how.    Member 
stated  that,  all  the  a^^sertions  of  bis  oppo- 
nents to  the  contrary,  all    the   assertions 
tnadc   by  the   Leader   of  the  Opposition 
and  of  tliose  w  ho  had  followed  him  as  to 
this  being  a  most  ttnjiortant  question  were 
— ^I  do  not  mind  using  bis  exact  language, 
graceful  and  Parliamentary  as  we  shall 
all    ailmit    it    to    be™ were    balderdaBh. 
In  spite  of  the  terror  I  have  of  my  boo. 
and  learned  Friend,  T  am  going  to  repeat 
the  assertion,  and  I   am  going    to  try  to 
prove  it.     I  say  that  tins  proposal  is  one 
which  niters  the  innnemorial  precedent  of 
the  House  of  Comnmns,  which  thrc^itens 
a  thorough  change  in  onr   Constitutional 
procedure,  and   which  tends   to  protnote 
friction  in  the  relations  between   (be  two 
coitntriea.     Let  us    see.     I    say^    in   the 
first   place,   that   it   is  a   reversal    of   the 
immemorial   precedents    of    Parliament  ; 
and  what  is  the  answer  of  my   hou.  and 
learned  Friend  and   of  the  Secretary  for 
War?      Tbey    say,    **Not   a   bit    of   it. 
There  are  precedents   in   our  history  for 
the    appointment    of    National    Commit- 
tees/'    That  is  not  the  point.     The  poiut 
is    that    tliere    is    no    precedent    for    the 
appointment  of  a   Legislative  Committee 
w  hie  1 1  is  out  of  harmony  with  the  politi- 
cal opinion  of  the  whole  House.     It  does 
not  matter  a  bit  whether  the  Committee 
consists      of      Scotclitncn,     Irishmen,    or 
Englishmen    with   reganl   to  this  point, 
providing    that    the   eonstitutiou  of    the 
Coiamittee    is   a    representation    of   the 
state  of  political  Parties  in  the  House. 
That  is  the  puint.     Here  yon  are  going 
to    make   a    Committee    which,    by    the 
necessity  of  its  composition,  raisrepreeente 
the  political  constitation  of  the  House, 
and  which  enormously,  to  the  advantage 
of  one  l*arty,  creates  a  Special  Comraittee. 
That  is  our  point,  and  it  is  not  met   by 
the  precedents   offered   by  the   Secretary 
for   War    or    by    my     hon.    and    learned 
Friend*     1  do  not  say  that  this  involveSt 
thongii  it  makes  possible,  a  vast  change  in 
the  Constitution,  unwritten  as  it  is,  which 
has  hitherto  controlled  our  Parliamentary 
procedure.     What  is  one  of  the  distinc- 
tive features  of  our  Psirliamentary  govern- 
ment?    It  is  the  resiM>nsibiiity  of  Min» 
istei^s    for   the    legislation    which    they 
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introdnce.  That  is  the  great  distinction 
between  our  Pttrliamentary  procedyro 
and  the  Pari iamen tar j  procedure  of  the 
United  Stales  of  America,  and  if  this 
proposal  is  carried  out  logically  and  com- 
pletely the  effect  will  be  that  the  Ministry 
of  the  day  will  Jose  control  of  the  legis- 
lation, i^o  far  at  least  as  name  of 
the  Committees  are  concerned,  and, 
having  lost  control  of  legislation,  yon 
oan  no  longer  establish  or  main- 
tain a  Ministerial  responsibility.  The 
result  of  this  petty  proposal,  of  this 
trifling  snggestion  of  the  Government, 
which  they  appear  to  think  could  be  dis- 
posed of  almost  without  deVmte  in  the 
course  of  fivemiautes'*  consideration,  will 
be  that  as  part  of  our  Constitutional 
system  the  Government  shall  be  an 
Executive  and  nothing  more  than  an 
Executive.  Then,  Sir,  in  the  next  place, 
this  may  affect  the  relation  between  I  lie 
two  countries.  You  cannot  set  up 
Parliamentary  Institutions  in  two  divi- 
sioas  of  the  United  Kingdom,  whether 
those  Parliamentary  Institutions  concern 
only  a  Committee  or  whether  they  con- 
cexn  the  whole  procedure  of  the  House, 
without  increasing  the  friotioD  between 
the  two  bodies  ;  aud  you  caunot  set  them 
up  on  a  small  scale  without  going  further. 
This  is  only  the  preliminary  to  much  more 
important  and  much  more  serious  pro- 
posals. We  are  told  it  is  not  Home  Rule. 
The  Government  repudiate  the  idea. 
They  would  like  to  carry  it  in  five 
miuntes  as  a  petty  proposal  for  slighlly 
accelerating  Scotch  business.  No,  it  is  not 
a  proposal  for  Home  Rule,  but  it  leads 
directly  to  Home  Rule.  It  is  a  prepara- 
tion for  Home  Rule,  This  is  to  be  a 
school  for  young  Home  Rulers,  a  dress 
rehearsal  of  a  performance  which  is  to  be 
given  a  short  time  later  for  the  benefit  or 
for  the  injury  of  all  the  divisions  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  it  is  in  this  light 
that  we  must  regard  it.  Is  it  not  a 
curious  comment  upon  the  whole  matter 
that  the  Minister  who  briogs  forward  this 
proposat  on  a  Monday  is  the  very 
Minister  delegated  by  the  Government 
to  expres^s  their  views  the  very  next 
night  on  the  question  of  Home  Rule  for 
Scotland.  And  how  did  he  represent 
their  views  ?  He  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  decided  to  treat  it  as  an  open 
question.  That  would  bo  all  very  well 
if  the  Government  voted  on  different 
sides,  although  it  would  be  extraordinary 
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if  the  Government  left  a  matter  of  this 
kind,  which  concerns  the  integrity  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  as  an   open  question. 
An  open  question  I     Yes,  but  that   very 
Minister  proceeds  to  vote  for  the  Motion, 
and  to  carry  into  the  Lobby  with  him  all 
his  followers.     I  cannot  help  saying  that 
the  selection  of  the  Minister  who  was   to 
carry  out  this  performance,   who  w^as  to 
ride  two  horses  in  the  political   circus  at 
the  same   time,   and   to  ride  them    both 
badly,    was  a    very    curious    one.     It  is 
singular  that   the  Government  chose  for 
this  purpose  that  one  of  their  colleagues 
who  is  known  to  all  of  us  as  the  one  wbo 
in   this   House,   in  eloquent  accents,  de- 
clared     that    the    confession    that    tbe 
Liberal  Party  was  the  Home  Rule  Party 
was  one  which  he  would  resist  until   bis 
faculties  had  been  strained  to  the  utter* 
most,  and  until  he  had  exhausted  every 
Constitutional  method  outj?ide  and  inside 
the  House  of  Commons.  The  right  hon. 
Gentlemtm  bad  changed  his  mind,  as    be 
has  a  perfect  right  to  do*    But  surely  the 
selection  which  was  made  of  him  by  bis 
colleagues  to  tnake  this  new   declaration 
was,  under  the  circumstauces,  rather  re- 
markable.    The   Secretary  for  War  says 
this  proposal  is  a  modest  one.  Modesty  is  a 
virtue  which  shows    itself   sometimes — 
[^Nationatist    ittterr  up  flans'} —  never   on 
those  Benches  ;  but  it  shows  itself  some- 
times by  concealment ;  and  if  that  be  the 
point  of  view  from  which  we   are   to  re- 
gard it,  I  am  inclined  to  agree   that  this 
Motion  is  one  of  the   most  modest  ever 
preaenteil  to  the  House.     But  why  is  it 
a  modest  proposal  ?     It  is  a  modest  pro- 
posal because  it  is  intended  solely  to  save 
the    time,   in  the  first  place,  of   Scotch 
Members,  and  then  of  the  House.      Tbe 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  spoke  of  ob- 
struction and  of  the  forces  in  this  House 
which  make  for  delay*     I  observed  that 
he      looked      to      the      Front      Bencli 
opposite     as      i(     those      forces     were 
conceal etl    somewhere    under  that    seat, 
but     why  did     he     not   turn  round  and 
look  at  his  own  supporters  behind  him  ? 
Are  thofe  no  forces  here  that  make  for 
delay  ?     I  am  not  speaking  of  the  Oppo- 
sition,   with    which    I    am    associalad. 
Although   I    do   not   ait   on   the    Front 
Bench,    I    perfectly   recogoise   that   ray 
right    hon.  Friend  would  be  entitled  to 
include  me   in    his    denunciation   of    tbe 
Front  Bench  opposite  ;  but  why  did  he 
not  include  his  followers  behind  bim  ?    I 
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^m  iDigLit  quote  ilozens  of  Bill 6  which  were 
■  delayed    in    the    last    Parliament.      Has 
H  the  right  hon.  Geiitlemau  forgotten  tlie 
^   Local  Governmeot  Bill  for  Euglautl,  when 
I        the  late  Government,    witli    a   iBajority 
double  the  majority  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment,  was    forced    to    abandon   an 
important    principle    and    part   of    that 
measure  owing  to  the  obstruction  of  the 
followers   of  the  right  hoii.  Geiitlemau  ? 
Has  he  forgotten  the  Local  Government 
Bill   for   Ireland    which    was    supported 
by  a  similar  majority,  and  which,  if  we 
had  been  wiUiug  to  adopt  tbe  processea 
which  have  been  readily  followed  by  the 
'   resent    Government,  might   have    been 
amed   down    the    throats  of  the  then 
)p{>ositiou,  but  which,  under  the  ftvatem 
rbieh  then  prevailed,  was  defeated  and 
^  [>pped,  eotirely  owing   to  the  ol>strnc- 
tloQ  of  the  right  hon.  Geutleman  and  his 
[)1  lowers?      Has  he  forgotten  the  policy 
his  Party  at  tliat  time,  which  was  truly 
it   by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northanip- 
»u  in   the«e  words — **  Not  a  shilling   of 
Aoney,  not  a  line  of  legislation  ?"     Now, 
Sir,  1  do  not  defend  it ;  but  if  our  policy 
as    obstructive    as    the    right    bon. 
Qtlemau  alleges,  I  say  it  is  perfectly 
Hoostrous,  it  is  a  piece  of  Pecksuitfian 
lijpQcrisy,  to  denounce  us  for  obstruction 
rhen  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knows 
fectly  well  that  he  and  his  followers 
obstructed  in  tbe  last  Parliament  to  the 
very  best  of  their  ability,  and  that  in  the 
next  Parliament  they  intend  to  do  the  same. 
I  say,  as  far  as   I  am  concerned,  I  am 
4Uite  ready  to  join  in  any   kind  of  com- 
munication between    Parties  w^hieh   will 
put  au  end  to  obstruction  whether  on  one 
side  or  the  other  ;    but  as    long  us  the 
engine  exists,  and  as  loag  as  it  is  used  hy 
the  one  Party,  you  may  be  quite  certain 
the  other  Party  will  use  it  also.     How- 
eve^  in  the  present  instance,  all  we  have 
to  consider  is  whether  this  obstruction, 
this  engine   of   opfiosition,  can   be  con- 
trolled and  met  by  such  a  proposal  as  that 
now  before  the  House*     We  are  told  that 
thef€  is  to  be  A  saving  of  time.     Will  the 
proposal  of  the  Government   accelerate 
Scotch  business  ?     That  is  the  first  ques- 
tion I  have  to  ask  the  House.      I  will 
tell  the  House  what  I  think  it  will  do — 
it  will  shorten  the  lives  of  Scotch  Mem- 
bers.     Let  us  consider  what  it  means. 
This  Committee,  if  it  is  to  meet  at  all, 
must  meet  twice  a  week*      It  will  meet 
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of  the  House*     On  Fridays  we  alreadj 
have    Morning    Sittings.      On    Wednes- 
day we  meet  at  12  o^clock.      Therefore, 
on    four  days  of  the  week    the    Scotch 
Member    will    have   to    dispose    of   h\% 
private  corrojsi>ondence  and  private  busi- 
ness and   be  down  in   the  House  by  12 
o'clock,  and  on  three  days  of  the  week  he 
will  have  to  sit  for  12  hours   a   day,  and 
that  upon  the  supposition  that  the  Scotch 
Member  is  willing  to  be  excluded  from 
other    Grand    Committees   and    also    of 
Select    Committees    of   the    House.      I 
should  very  much   regret  it.       I    know 
perfectly  well  that  Scotch  Members  do 
their  fair  share  of  the  work  of  the  Houst, 
and  do  it  very  well,  and  I  think  the  busi- 
ness of  the   House  would    lie  worse  con- 
ducted   for   the   absence    of  the   Scotch 
Members,     But  let  us  suppose  that  they 
are  patriotic  enough,  as  the  lion.  Member 
for    the    College    Division    of   Glasgow 
claimed   for   them    the   other    night,    to 
sacrifice   their   health  and  to  sit  for  12 
hours  a  day,  and  to  give  up  all   place  in 
the  ordinary    business  of   the  Hotise  of 
Commons.     Surely,  as   Scotchmen,  they 
are   shrewd    enough   to  refuse   to   make 
such  a  sacrifice  unless  they  get  a  corre- 
sponding  advantage,  and   I   think    they 
will  not  get  a  corresponding  advantage* 
I  defy  the  Government  to  prove  that  this 
HesolutioQ — ^ which,    remember,    is    pro- 
posed   for   a    temporary    purpose,    as    a 
Seasional  Order,  to  deal  with  a  particular 
Bill    during   the    present    Session — will 
save  any  time  whatever.     My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bury  has  gone 
through  his  experience  on  Grand  Com- 
mittees,    I  happened  to  have  the  conduct 
of  a  very  complicated   Bill  in   the  first 
Grand  Committee  appointed.     That  was 
a    purely    commercial    Bill,      It    mised 
absolutely  no  Party  or  controversial  ques- 
tion, no  contentious  question  in  tbe  ordi- 
nary sense  of  the  word.       Yet  it  was  a 
pretty  difficult  business  to  get  that  com- 
plicated   Bill    through    that  Committee. 
We  had  something   like    2,000  Amend- 
ments,   if    I    remember   aright,    and  we 
occupied  between  20  and  30  days  fitting 
on      the    Committee,       But,     inasmuch 
as  it  was  a  thoroughly  non-contentious 
Bill,    it    only    occupied    a    few    hours 
upon    the     Heport     stage,    and    every- 
body   felt    thai    they    had    been    fairly 
heard,  and  no  doubt  great  advantage  re- 
sulted from  tbe  labour  that  we  bad  be- 
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can  you  imagine  anjlhing  of  tlie  kind 
taking  plat^e  under  this   proposal  ?  Take 
the  ciif*e  of  tlie  Enipiuvers'  Lialiilitj  Bill 
wlueli  we  liiui  before  u.s  lust  year.     Dooi^ 
the  right  lioii.  Gentleman   the    Secretiity 
for  ihe    Home    Department    lielieve  thut 
much   time    was*  i^aveil    by   hemliiii^  that 
measure     before    a    Grand    Coiimiitte(^  ? 
That  was  not  a   contentious   Bill  in  (be 
ordinary   senile  ;    it   was  not   ono   vvbicb 
divided     Parties     upon      its      principle, 
althougb  it  was   extremely  controversial 
in  its  details  ;  and  yet   that  Bill  when  it 
came  back  to  this  Hout^ie  occnpied  doidile 
the   time   on    its    Report   stage    that    it 
would     have    done  had    the    right    bnn. 
Gentleman   been    content  to  allow  it  to 
pass    through    the    Committee    and     the 
Report  stage  in  the  ordinary  way.  There 
we  have  an  hiritance  of  a   Bill   taking  a 
long  time    \o    pns?^    througb    the    Grantl 
Cooiiiiittee,  atid   then   having  to  ht.^  dis- 
ensiled  at  great  length  again  in  the  Honi^^e 
of  Commoa^»     If  that  was  tlie  cjihg  with 
ao  ord  i  n  a ry  B  i  I  ^  rt ,  fort  iori  will  i  t  be  the 
case  Tvitb  regard   to   Bill,*  which   go  be- 
fore a  Gmiid  Committee  of  tin?*  kimL    If 
you  cna  produce  upon  the   minds  of  tlie 
minority  the   impression   that   they  have 
been  treated  fairly  and  that  any  tpiestion, 
however  contentious,  hail  been  tlioronghly 
tlireshed  out  and  has  l>een  decided  by  the 
ordiFiary  Rules  of  the  Hou8e,  the  general 
feeling  of  all   parties    interested    will  be 
against    any    undue  prolongatiou  of  the 
Debate,       But    liere    yon    are    going   («» 
erejite  a  Special  Coiiimittcc  svith  a  special 
Party    majority   in    which    the  miiuirity 
will  lose  the  ordinary  cbaiiees  which  tlioy 
woidd  have  in  the  House,  and  the  result 
will  \>G  that  the  minority  will  be  jnstilicd 
in  fielicving  it  to  he  their  duty  to  their 
constituents  on  a  matter  which  they  l>e- 
lieve  to  have  been  insufficiently  discussed, 
to  endeavour  to  reverse  the  unfair  dec!* 
sious  of  tlie  Committee,  and  to  insist  upon 
having   the  matter    fully    difecusn^ed   ami 
fairly  decided  in  tlie  House  of  Commons 
itself.       In    such    circumstam*e3     wbat 
time      will      you      eave      by      sending 
such     Bill     before     your     uew     Grand 
Committee  ?      Of    course,    if    the    otdy 
Bills     you      intend      to      «end     before 
the  Comfuittee  are  of    the  character  of 
a  Bankruptcy  Bill  my  objectiou  will  fall 
to  the  ground.     But  you    f^ay    that  you 
intend  to  stitd  before  it  MUch  Bills  as  the 
Parish  Councils   Hill,  which  you   say    h 
of  a  non-contentious  character  as   to  its 
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principle.       But    the     English     Parish 
Councils  Bill,  though  non-contentious  ro 
its  ininciple,  was  eminently  controversial 
in   its   details,  and    it   would  have   beeo 
jverfectly   hopeless  to  have  expooted   to 
get  it   til  rough   without  any   lengtbene<l 
discussion  both  in  Committee  and  in  this 
House.       My    right     hon.    Friend    the 
Secretary    for     Scotland    luks    said,     in 
answer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentlemau  the 
Member    for     St.     George's,     Hanover 
Sipnire,  that  he  does  not  think  that  there 
will    be  any  lime  to  send   Private    Bills 
before  the  Grand  Committee.     I  can  see 
why  the   Government  were   not  auxiou.s 
to    put  up  a  Cabinet    Minister  to  speak 
upon  this  projiosal,  heeause  it  is  perfectly 
true  it  never  happens  in  debate  that  two 
Caldnet  Ministers  get   up   wilb<Mit  coo- 
trad  icting  each   other.      What  does  the 
Secretary   f(*r   Scotland   say  ?     He   puts 
this  forward   as  one  of  the  great  nd van- 
tages of  the   proposal.     He   turns  to  the 
private    Members    who    sit     below     the 
Gangway,  and   says  that   there  is  a  new 
heaven  and   a  new  earth    for  them,  and 
(hfit  if   they  will   bring   ft award  Private 
Bills  tliey  will   be  sent  before  the   Grand 
Cannnittce,  with  the  result  that  prolmbly 
the  Government  will  take  tbcm  up.     My 
lion.  Friends  must  be  content  with   dis- 
iippoiiitment  x  I  do  not  suppose  that  now 
it  will    even   stnjin   their   loyalty.     It  is 
evidetit  that  this  ridiculous   Scotch  Com- 
mittee   is    put    forward    merely    to    deal 
with  the  Parish  Councils   Bill,  and   with 
nothing  else  during   this     Session  ;    hut 
even  in  reference  to  that   it  will  not  save 
the  time  of  either  Scotch  Memlier«  or  of 
the  H  o  u  se,     T  he  Secre  t ary  f  o  r  W  ar  8»y § 
tbat~ 

"Aftrr  all,  our  chief  object  jn  that  Scotch 
opinion  shnll  receive  its  due  influence,  which  ft 
titui  uot  hitherto  recK^ivisi ;  we  want  to  make 
the  opinion  of  Si"otl;md,  a^  manifested  \^y  the 
niiijority  of  its  Representatives,  more  inilueDtiid 
t^win  it  is  at  prej*cnt." 

It  appears  to  nje  thut  my  right  boa* 
Friend  is  in  soriie  confusion.  Let  me  put 
this  ijuestion.  What  Islbecase  lu  which 
Scottish  opinion,  as  represented  by  the 
majority  of  Scotch  Members,  does  not 
secure  its  due  influence  ?  Clearly  it  is  the 
case  in  which  the  majority  of  the  House 
is  opposed  to  the  majority  of  Scotch 
Mend>ers.  What  i«  the  use  of  bringing 
in  this  proposal  now  t  Wait  till  tho 
majority  of  ibe  Hoiuae  is  In  oppositiou 
to    the    majority   of    Scotch   Mem  ben* 


« 


I 


L 


J 


Standing  Committee       [17  April  1894} 


(Seoiiand). 


730 


^Biii^ 


iemember  yoti  nre  Bot  eominirtuig  tbe 
louse  for  the  fiunre.  Thi.-*  rs  a  Sessioiml 
)n1er  :  fliis  applies  only  to  the  time  when 
If  IS  not  of  tlio  Icupt  use  or  importance. 
By  the  coiife^ision,  tliti  deliberate  ad- 
lission,  of  the  Government  themselves, 
iis  is  to  secure  tfie  inflnei)oe  of  the 
inigorirj  of  Scotch  Kepreeentatives  only 
^—wheri  the  majority  of  Scotch  Reprc,«en- 
^■^tive^s  are  iu  entire  accord  with  the 
^■Pfijority  of  the  Hoii^e  and  with  the  Go- 
^Brernment.  But  M^hen  tlic  majority  of 
^^Sootch  Members  are  out  of  harmony  with 

I  the  majority  of  the   Ilousie,  what  is  to 
^nppeu    then  ?       S»ippo}?e    that,    in    the 
ioiirse  of  two  or  three  years,  which  the 
Peeretary  for  War  allows   to  the  present 
government,    the    Unionist   Party    come 
Ibto  power,  then  it    in    possible,    if   the 
representation  of  Scotland  is  not  chnnged 
— I  am  taking  a  very  stron^jj  hypothesis 
^ — then  it  ij*  possible  that  if  the  majority 
imain  as  now,  the  majority  of  the  whole 
louse  will  be  opposed    to   the   niajorify 
f  Scotch  Membert^.  What  is  to  ha[jpen  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Collefije  Divi- 
E>ii  of    Glasgow  says,    **For  Heaven's 
ike  do  nor  let  us  have  a  Scotelj  Committee 
ben  ;   we  do  not  watit  one,"     Therefore, 
be   }»ro[»osttl  of  tlie   Government  is  re- 
iicod  to  this — ^tliat  when  a  Scotch  Com- 
Itttee    eonld    he   of    the    slightest    im- 
ortanee  to  secure  the  object   in    view, 
ben  yoii  are  not  to  have  one  \  hnt  when 
is  &  matter  of  supererogation,  why   we 
to    waste    four    days     of    valuable 
in      order     to     give     it.       This 
to   he  ridiculous  \    hut    it   is    not 
lie  crowning  absurdity  of  the  proposal, 
"aat    is     that    this    system    of    de volu- 
tin of  public  business  is  to  apply  oidy  to 
Elose    portions   of  the  Ctaited   Kint^ilom 
fhere    the    Goverim^ent    have    a    local 
_  ajority,     Tfiat    was  the  position,  of  the 
hon.    Member  for  the   Collccje  Division, 
who,  if   not  the  author,  i^   the  champion 
of  thi:*   proposaL     He  t^aid,  **  When  the 
Unionists  come  in   let  them  have  a  Com* 
mitiee    for  Eny^hmd  ;     when  the    Home 
Rulers   are    in   they    must  have  a  Com- 
I      mitte«  for   Scotland,"      See   what    that 
I      means — with  the   Government,  at  present 
^     in  power,  you  may  have  a  Committee  for 
■^cotbtnd    and     perhaps  we    may  have  a 
HKommittee    for    Wale??    and  another   for 
I      Ireland  later  on*      With  the  present  Go- 
verninent,    or    successors    of    the    same 
'      opinions,    you    may     have    three  Com- 
_toiltee(« ;  hwi  when   the  Unionist  Party  is 


in  power  you  may  have  a  Committee  for 
England  and  perhaps  one  for  London, 
That  is  not  a  Party  proposal  we  are 
told,  and,  in  a  seuse,  that  is  true.  Jt  is 
perfectly  clear  that  if  thiN  machinery  is 
forged  for  the  advantage  of  the  Party  in 
power  to-day,  they  will  not  have  any 
right  to  complain  if  the  Party  which 
succeeds  operates  with  the  same  ma- 
chinery. The  effect  of  thi^  device  is 
this — that  in  each  case,  as  ime  Party 
Slice  eds  the  other,  each  in  turn  hy  this 
means  will  he  able  to  increase  arti- 
licially  and  abnormally  its  local  majority. 
This  is  a  cumbrous  and,  I  venture  to 
think,  an  unworkable  device  for  packing 
your  Committees  ;  and  I  do  not  think 
the  House  of  Commons  ought  to  adopt 
it  without  full  consideration  and  discus- 
sion. The  Secretary  for  War,  I  am 
hound  to  admit,  does  not  eeem  to  adopt 
in  its  entirety  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  College  Division  ; 
but  if  the  propostrl  as  explained  by  the 
Secretary  for  War  is  a  little  less  absurd, 
it  is  a  great  deal  more  unfair  and  one- 
sided, l>ecause  what  is  the  proposal  of 
tlie  Government  ?  It  appears  to  he  this 
— that  you  shall  have  a  Scotch  Com- 
mittee to*day,  but  that  there  shall  be  no 
reciprocity,  and  when  the  Cnionist  Party 
come  in  of  course  they  wil!  not  have  a 
Scotch  Committee,  and  neitlier  are 
they  expected  to  have  ati  Euglis^h 
nor  a  London  Committee.  No  at- 
tention is,  apparently,  to  be  paid  to 
Engli8h  opinion,  not  because  English 
people  do  not  want  it,  but  because— and 
I  f=thould  think  this  was  suggested  as  a 
joke— there  is  no  room  large  enough  for 
them  to  meet  in.  It  is  seriously  pro- 
posed by  the  Government  that  this  sys- 
tem of  national  (Trand  Committees  i*?  to 
he  specially  instituted  and  matnlaiued 
vvlien  it  id  of  advantage  to  Home  Kulers, 
antl  when  it  is  not  so  it  is  to  be  dropped 
with  the  magnanimity  which  I  am  glad 
to  see  they  always  show.  If  we  are  to 
consider  this  Motion  as  a  proposal  for 
Scotch  Home  Rule  limited,  then  1  *ay 
that  it  possesses  all  the  worst  feiitures  of 
the  Irish  Home  Rule  Bill  What  was 
the  wor«t  feature  of  the  Hornc  Rule 
Bill  ?  What  was  the  feature  wliich  no 
English  Member  has  ever  dared  to  advo- 
ca.te  ?  It  was  the  suggestion  that  Irish 
Members  should  deal  with  their  own 
domestic  affairs  nnfettered  Viy  Euglisb 
interference,    but    should,    at    the   same 
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time,  come  to  Westminster  to  meddle 
with  our  affairs*  That  iDdefensibie  pro- 
positioD  appears  on  this  Motion.  In  the 
discussion  on  the  uotorioiiB  9th  clause  of 
the  Home  Rule  Bill  an  Amendment  was 
put  down  that  a  contingent  of  Engh*&*h 
Members  sliould  be  t^ent  to  Dtibiin.  I 
do  not  think  that  wr;?  ever  disenased.  I 
believe  it  was  gagged  with  mtkuj  other 
propositions,  I  fancy  it  was  put  down 
rather  as  a  reductio  ad  ahsurdum  of  the 
principle  embodied  in  the  Bill,  rather 
than  as  a  serious  proposition.  But  the 
proposal,  which  must  liave  seeraid 
alkBurd,  is  actually  adopte*l  bj  the  Oo* 
venimeut  in  regard  to  the  Scotch  Grand 
Committee,  for  a  contingent  of  Menil>ers, 
whose  sole  qualification  is  that  they  are 
not  Scotchmen,  are  to  he  sent  to  t»k« 
part  m  this  Committee,  and  to  leaven 
what  otherwise  wouh!  be,  I  suppose, 
too  Scotch.  Was  ever  a  proposal  so 
futile  aod  s*i  irritating  introdnced  into  a 
proposition  ?  Are  the  15  English  2H em- 
bers to  act  as  watch  dogs,  ur  are  they  to 
be  note-takers  to  report  the  proceedings 
of  the  Scotch  Committee,  and  if  anything 
dangerous  to  the  British  Government 
takes  place,  at  once  to  announce  it  to  the 
Government  ?  If  this  is  considered  to 
be  a  Fflfegiiard,  it  is  a  Hdiculotis  one. 
The  position  of  the  15  English  Members 
would  not  be  at  all  enviable.  The  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  and  the  Secretary  for 
War  complained  that  the  English  Mem- 
bers do  not  attend  to  Scotch  business  in 
the  House,  and  so,  I  suppose,  as  a 
punisbmeDt,  15  of  them  are  to  be  sent  to 
attend  nothing  but  Scotch  Debates,  and 
Scotch  Debates  condocfed  under  peculiar 
circumstances,  for  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land said  that  one  of  his  objects  was  to 
bring  out  Scotchmen  who  have  liitberto 
been  silent.  The  principle  here  proposed 
is  exactly  the  same  as  that  in  Clause  9  of 
the  Irish  Home  liule  Bill.  The  Govern- 
ment are  perfectly  consistent.  Tbej 
always  allow  the  predominant  partner  to 
go  to  the  wal  L  We  have  beard  a  great  deal 
said  ineloqttent  terms  about  national  sen- 
timent. Do  you  think  that  we  English 
have  no  national  sentiment  r  National 
sentiment  with  the  Government  is,  how- 
ever, only  to  be  respected  when  it  serves 
a  Party  purpose.  The  disadvantage  of  a 
course  of  this  kind  is  perfectly  clear,  and, 
as  far  as  we  are  concerned,  it  is  perfectly 
impossible  for  us  to  argue  it  upon  the 
narrow  basis  upon  which  the  Government 
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have  Bought  to  put  it,  I  do  not  aay  the 
subject  is  not  worthy  of  serious  considera- 
tion. When  it  was  proposed  by  Mr. 
Bright,  as  a  substitute  for  Home  Rule, 
I  thought  it  ought,  if  it  were  accepted  by 
the  Irish  Members,  who  were  at  that  time 
the  Representatives  of  the  Irish  National  , 
Party,  to  receive  very  serious  coosidera-  fl 
tion,  in  order  to  see  whether,  as  a  com-  ■ 
promise  to  Home  Rule,  we  could 
possibly  accept  it.  But  that  is  not  ^ 
the  position  in  which  it  is  placed  ■ 
before  us  now.  It  is  now  only  pro- 
posed as  a  means  of  obtaining  a  slight  Party 
advantage  during  the  present  Session. 
But  that  Is  so.  If  the  Government  had 
accepted  the  principle  on  the  ground  that 
it  was  a  principle  that  was  right  in  itself 
and  should  be  applied  to  all  natiouaiities 
alike,  I  should  not  feel  justified  in  making 
that  charge,  but  they  propose  to  apply  it 
only  where  it  ^ery^^  their  present  pur- 
poses, I  say  we  refuse  to  consider  it  on 
that  narrow  ground,  and  that  we  are  bound 
to  consider  il  as  a  proi>osition  which, 
sooner  or  later,  must  be  applied  to  all 
nationalities  efpially.  Scotch  Members 
almost  entirely  have  dealt  with  the  argu- 
ments against  this  proposal  ;  and  they 
have  been  so  curiously  fille<l  with  a  sense 
of  their  own  grievances  that  they  have 
been  totally  unable  to  appreciate  the 
possibility  that  any  other  nationality  in 
the  United  Kingdom  is  similarly  situated 
to  themselves.  What  do  they  complain 
of  ?  They  complain  of  a  congestion  of 
business,  la  not  English  business  con* 
gested  ?  It  is  not  a  new  thing.  It 
has  been  so  ever  since  I  have  been 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  It  buft 
been  the  complaint  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  tlie  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian that  purely  English  business  has  ■ 
been  congested,  and  that  necessary  fl 
English  reforms  have  tieen  unnecessarily 
delayeil,  Briiisb  legislation  has  been 
postponed  again  and  again,  and  British 
legislation  has  very  often  been  postponed 
— very  often,  let  me  say,  by  the  direct 
action  of  otiier  nationalities  in  the  Unite*! 
Kingdom,  Does  anyone  want  an  in- 
stance ?  I  would  point  to  the  Bills  in- 
troduced again  and  again  for  the  benetit 
of  the  agricultural  !alK>urer  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bordesley. 
Yes,  tliat  is  a  most  excellent  illustration^ 
I  pass  over  the  great  Public  Bills  which 
have  been  delayed  or  which  have  not 
lieen  brought  forward  owing  to  s treats  of 
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Qe*     But  hoD.  Members  who  advocate 
ais  system  of  Scoti^U  Committees  have 
ef erred  to  tbeir  own  grieviincet?  in  re- 
gard to  Private  Bills,     I   say    the  right 
hoo.    Member  for  Hordes  ley  brought,   in 
Bills  one  to  secure  compeiiBation  to  the 
allotment   holder  if   he    were   distnrl^ed, 
and  another  to  secure  teehuical  ediieatiou 
to  the  agricultural  labourer.     They  were 
not    Party     Bills,     or    Bills    to    which 
any     philanthropic      man     could      have 
taken  the  slightest  objectiou.    They  wtr<^? 
supported  and  backed  by  Members  of  the 
Conservative  Party,  of  eourt*e  by  Mem- 
bers of  the  Liberal   Unionist   Party,  and 
of  the    Crladt*toiuan   Party  ;    and   I   will 
say,  to  their  honour,  that  the  Members  of 
^tbe    Glaiistonian   Party    were,    some   of 
^■ttiem,  more  energetic  in  support  of  the 
^^BUIb     than     any    others.       But     these 
^Ipills      never     got      a     bearing.       And 
^^irhy  ?       Because     they     w^ere     blocked 
by     the  Irish  Members  opj>osite,     I   do 

Eit  want  to  einggerate  the  griev- 
ice.  It  is  part  of  the  system  under 
hich  we  work.  But  when  the  Secre- 
ry  for  War  and  the  hou.  Member  for 
Aberdeen  complain  of  their  grievatices,  I 
say  that  our  grievances  are  much  greater. 

II  say  we  have  found  that  our  national 
lentimeut  has  been  overriden  again  aud 
pgain  by  the  votes  of  other  nationalities, 
and  if  we  do  not  complain  now  it  is  only 
because  we  subordinate  our  interests  to 
the  greater  interewts  of  the  whole  eonutry; 
but  if  ibis  system  of  Separatist  legislation 
is  to  obtain,  you  may  take  it  for  granted 
that  our  voice  will  be  heard  also,  i  must 
deal  with  an  extraordinary  argumuat 
Qsed  by  the  Secretary  for  War,  He  says, 
"  You  have  no  grievance,  you  English, 
because  you  are  a  majority  in  the  House." 
What  on  earth  has  that  to  do  with  the 
^^  question  ?  The  i>oint  of  the  Scotch 
^■Rrievance  is  not  thut  they  are  a  uihiority 
^Kl  this  House,  but  that  their  tnajority, 
^Representing  a  majority  of  Scott*h 
^^ipinion,  is  overruletl  by  our  majority. 
But  our  grievance  is  exactly  the  same. 
Out  majority  is  overruled  by  their  ma- 
jority ;  and  for  the  life  of  inc  I  cannot 
see  what  difference  it  makes  w  hether  that 
is  a  majority  count^id  on  a  total  represen- 
tation of  400  or  5(30  Members,  or  whether 
it  is  a  majority  counted  on  60  or  70 
Members.  In  either  case  the  argument 
id  the  same.  That  majority  represents 
the  national  sentiment,  say  the  Scotch 
^^lembere*     If  it  does  so,  it  equally  repre- 


sents the  national  sentiment  in  England. 
If  Scotch  sentiment  is  overruled  by 
the  Imperial  majority  at  Westminster, 
similarly  English  sentiment  is  equally 
overruled  by  the  same  majority  when  it 
happens  to  be  against  England.  Now,  I 
have  said  we  can  only  contemplate  this 
matter  on  fair  grounds.  If  the  Govern- 
ment would  come  forward  and  propose  it 
as  a  universal  scheme,  then  we  should 
have  to  consider  it,  and  what  should  we 
have  to  say  ?  Is  it  possible,  let  ue  ask 
ourselves,  as  the  question  may  arise 
later,  to  apply  this  system  universally, 
and  to  deal  with  nil  our  legislation  by 
Grand  Committees  of  nationalities—* 
Grand  Committees,  remember,  which  are 
the  beginning  hut  will  not  be  the  end  ? 
because  if  you  start  with  Grand  Com- 
mittees, and  they  give  satisfaction  to 
those  for  whom  they  are  instituted,  the 
demaml  will  instantly  arise  with  greater 
force  for  First  Reading,  Second  Reading, 
and  even  Third  Readitig  by  the  same 
Committee.  Let  me  ask  the  House  to 
consider  one  practical  result  of  any 
scheme  which  would  establish  national 
Grand  Committees  for  all  the  nationali- 
ties, it  woiihl  lead  to  the  splitting  of 
every  national  Bill.  There  are  a  great 
number  of  Bills  which  are  brought  in  for 
the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom.  But 
even  in  regard  to  those  Bills  there  are 
often  differences  of  detail  in  the  several 
divisions  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  if 
this  system  were  once  set  up  there  would 
be  a  claim  which  you  could  not  resist  to 
have  each  Bill  split  into  separate  Bills,  in 
order  that  each  tnitionality  might  have  a 
separate  opportunity  of  deciding  upon  it, 
I  will  take  the  case  of  the  Employers' 
Liability  Bill.  There  was  a  Bill  which 
was  very  fairly  hrougbt  in  for  the  whole 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  if  this 
system  of  Grand  Committees  were 
adopted  I  d(j  not  hesitate  to  say  tbat 
England,  Scotland,  Wales,  and  Ireland, 
every  one  of  them  having  very  ditferent 
opinions  on  some  of  the  details  of  the 
Bill,  w^ould  have  insisted  that  separate 
Bills  should  be  brought  in  for  eacli 
nationality,  and  you  would  have  had 
four  Bills  to  pass  instead  of  one.  Look 
at  that  one  question  of  contracting  out* 
Does  Wales  agree  with  the  decision  of 
the  House  of  Lords  ?  Possibly  you 
would  have  had  t-o  have  a  separate  Com* 
mittee  for  vSouth  Wales,  because  in  South 
Wales,  at  any  rate,  owing  to  the  exists 


73o         Standimj  Committee  (COMMONS) 

tJtice  of  the  Miners'  FedemtioDi  there  is  a 
very  coii?iideral)Ie  opiuiou  in  favour  of 
contraetiug  ont.  \_Crivs  of  *'  No,  no  !  *'J 
It  h  perfectly  ritlieulon:?  to  deny  it.  You 
Imvo  got  u  great  Federation  which  has 
en  n  died  nime  thiiu  60/XK)  electiirs. 
[  Crifs  of  **  No,  no  !  "]  I  do  not  eare  for 
the-se  details.  I  umintuin  inj  as.sertion, 
and  I  saj  without  Eiesit»ktioii  that  if 
tliere  had  been  a  Gmud  Committee 
for  South  Wale.^,  the  dee  is  ion  upon 
the  oontraetiDg-out  clause  would  havo 
been  different  from  what  it  was  in  the 
wliole  House.  In  Hugland,  at  any  rate, 
the  majority  was  iindoubtedly  ic  favour 
of  tlie  contraetsng-out  clause,  and  it  was 
only  rejectctl  hy  the  aid  of  Scotcb,  Welsh, 
and  Iri^h  vote?^.  I  ilo  not  want  to  lal>oiiF' 
the  point,  because  it  if<  not  one  of  ver}^ 
great  iniportaiiee  :  !mt,  undoubteilly,  if 
you  establish  four  national  Grand  Coui- 
mittees  you  would  have  a  great  numher 
of  Hilb  split  up  wliieh  are  now  carried 
as  a  shigle  measure^  and  the  r€\siilt  would 
be  a  great  w^aste  of  time.  Let  us  now 
coDsider  what  is  more  important.  The 
Secretary  for  War  >ays  that  if  they  are 
fstill  in  power  next  year,  aod  the  Irish 
Party  demand  an  Irish  Committee,  he 
for  his  part  should  see  no  objection  to 
grantirfg  it.  Is  it  certain  tlnit  in  an  Irish 
Committee  formed  to-day  tlic  Govern- 
ment won  hi  be  iu  a  majority  ?  The 
Government,  jjo  dotil>t,  have  the  support 
of  the  majority  of  Irish  Members  as  their 
ordinary  supporters,  but  tlo  they  agree 
with  the  majority  of  Irish  Members  upon 
the  details  of  Irish  legislation  ?  I  would 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  :  Would  he  like 
to  suhaiit,  to  such  an  Irish  Committee  a 
Bill  dealing  with  tlie  Magistracy  of 
Ireland,  or  ii  Bill  dealing  witii  the  am- 
nesty of  Irish  prisoners,  or  a  Bill  dealing 
with  the  details  of  Irish  huid  ?  1  need 
not  wait  for  his  answer.  I  am  perfectly 
certain  that  my  right  hon,  P'riend  and 
the  Government  of  which  be  is  a  Meuj- 
ber  would  be  unable  to  support  the  eon- 
alusioos  at  which  such  an  Irish  Com- 
mittee would  in  all  probability  arrive. 
Then  take  the  ea^e  of  Wales.  I  admit 
that  is  a  stfonger  ease.  Tlie  Ciovern- 
tneiit  have  on  their  side  a  great  majority 
of  the  Welsh  Metn tiers  ;  but,  in  regard 
to  Wales,  is  it  certain  that  the  views 
of  the  Government,  say,  with  regard 
to  the  disposal  of  Church  Revenue, 
or  the  fprestion  of  tithe,  or  the  relatious 
lietween     landlord    and    teuani,     would 
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accord  with  the  views  of  a  Welsh  Com- 
mittee, or  that  I  hey  would  have  a 
majority  of  the  Committee  f  That  is 
the  case  with  respect  to  the  present  Go- 
vernment, They  would  be  hi  a  minority 
in  au  English  Committee,  wliere  they 
would  not  lie  able  to  carry  a  single 
Bill  ;  they  might  bo  in  a  miimrity  iu  a» 
English,  Irish,  or  Welsh  Comiuitttfe, 
and  tbey  would  only  he  la  a  majority, 
withany  certainty,  in  a  Scotch  Commitieaw 
If  I  took  the  ease  of  the  Unionist  Party 
I  should  lind  the  positions  reversed  ;  we 
might  be  in  a  majority  where  the  Govern- 
ment would  lie  iu  a  minority,  and  the 
Governmeui  might  be  in  a  majority 
where  wo  were  in  a  minority.  What  is 
the  result  ?  One  of  two  things  must  re- 
sult froui  the  adoption  of  this  proposal. 
Either,  as  I  have  already  sairl,  the  Go- 
vernment will  have  to  makea  tremendous 
Constitutional  change,  abandon  Minis- 
terial res]>onsibility  for  legislation,  and 
say  that  they  would  take  tlie  legislation 
provided  by  their  f<dlowers,  whatever  it 
might  lie  and  whether  they  agree  with  it 
or  not,  instead  of  taking  the  usual  course 
of  resigning  Oifico  in  ease  of  disagree- 
UTcirt.  They  must*  I  say,  either  Hike  up 
that  position,  w  hich  is  an  entire  revolu- 
tion of  our  present  Parliarnentary  system, 
or  they  would  have  upon  Repfrri  to  re- 
verse every  one  of  the  obnoxicms decisions 
to  which  such  a  Counnittec  might  have 
arrived.  Suppose  they  did  that,  is  it  pre- 
tended tiiat  sncb  a  state  of  things  would 
lead  to  harmony  between  the  different 
divisiotis  of  the  United  Kingdom  ?  Is  it 
ni)t  certain  that  it  would  enormously 
imTcase  the  fric^tioir  which  may  at  present 
|>revajl  ?  I  venture  to  sum  up  what  1 
have  said  in  a  few  lirief  sentences.  1  say, 
in  the  tirst  place,  that  tin-re  wnuld  ahso- 
bitely  be  uo  saving  of  f  imc,  if  the  propo- 
sition of  tlie  Governmenl  i>  adopted  pure 
ant]  simjile,  without  any  rif  its  endless 
consetjnenecs;  tliat  is  ro  say,  that  fhb 
being  a  proposid  for  a  Scotch  Grand 
C^uumittce  on  I  he  Scotch  Parish  Couneib 
Bill,  J  rcjdly  believe  ihat,  without  any 
ohstrnetion  iJi  the  ordinary  sense  of  tht» 
word,  no  saving  of  time  will  result  from 
the  adoption  of  this  proposal.  In  tlie 
second  place,  if  the  proposal  is  contiuecl 
to  Scotland  or  to  those  countries  where 
the  Government  have  a  majority,  it  will 
be  grossly  unfair  to  England  and  ought 
to  he  resisted  hy  every  English  Memlierp 
In     the    tliird    place,     1     say      that,     if 
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^m  QuiverstiUy  applied,  which  U  the  other 
^B  slturnattve,  it  would  ypiiet  our  whole 
^^f  sj9%em    of    Parliiiiueiitiiry   GoverDmeut. 

h\  these  cireum-stanees,  I  suhmtt 
11  that  the  advantages  of  thin  proposjvl 
^m  are  very  probleruaticiiK  whilst  the 
^w  difficulties    m    the    way    iwe    very  groat 

indeed.      It    is    much    more    than    the 

I  modest  proposal  that  the  Secretary  for 
War  declarer  it   to  he,  aud,  for  my  part, 
I  regret   very  mucli  that  it  should   have 
been  iutrodueetl  i\i\s   Session  for  what,  I 
<»atioot  but   thiuk,  19  a  temporary  Party 
purpose.     I    cannot    soe^    at    all   events, 
tiiat  it  is  goin^  to   serve  any  puhlit-  pur- 
po.^e,  and  I  can    only  look  upon  it  either 
Ua  a   deliberate  attempt   to  inereane  the 
local  majority  in  a  Scotch  Comuiitfee,  or 
i\»  n  concoajsiou  wrung  from  the  Govern- 
^^paent    as    a    sop    to    tl*eir   extreme  sup- 
^H^ortere,  whom  tliey  are  wuahle  to  gratify 
^^ritli    a   measure    of    Home    Rule,     But 
«.l though  this  i^  not  Home  Rule,  it  i^l  still 
»    very    dangerous    propo^al^ — dangerous 
at  any  rate  in  the  eye;*  of  those  who  have 
stny  regard  for  the  integrity  of  the  United 
llingdoni.     To   us    it    1^  a  s*t?riouF   pro- 
1,     )>eeause,     if    ft     be    not     Home 
tt  18  playing  with  seymration.     It 
directly     calculated     to     inflame    the 
[ealousies  between  the  different  naticnuili- 
atjd   to  iucrejise  the  difficulties  wdiich 
Iready  exist.    [^Lauf/hfrr,']     Hon,  Mem- 
rs  laugh.     1  think  they  do  not  see  tlie 
gravity  of  the  situation^  or  tliut  tliey  are 
not  afraid — which  is  another  position  to 
take  up — of  the  ultimate   cotichision  to 
whicli    it    may   take   fhcm.     Nothing  is 
easier    than    to    stimulate    divisions    of 
cipiuion    between   different    sections  ami 
provinces    of    the     United      Kingtloui  ; 
uothing  is    easier,    and    nothing    is    less 
ftttte^  man  like.       WImt    i^     the     experi- 
ence   of    eveiyone     who     knows    any- 
thing    of     local     government     in      this 
country  ?     We    know    that    when    you 
have    established     side    by    side    Local 
Authorities    whh    separate  institutions, 
although  those  authorities  may  he  doing 
the    same   work  and   may  have  sul>stan- 
tially  the  same  interests,  (here  arise  imme- 
diately the  most  intense  petty  jealousies, 
which    often    operate    very    greatly    to 
the     disadvaittage    of    the     community, 
Aojone  who  knows    the  history  of  liti- 
gation  in    our    Courts    knows    what    an 
enormous    amount     of    time     and    what 
eDonnotJd    i^imis    of    money    liave     been 
wasted  in  these  struggles  between  peo]»le 
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who  have  been  stimulated  into  opposition 
simply  by  the  fact  tbsit  fliey  have 
different  and  scpanite  local  governments, 
and  that  they  have  considered  that  tliey 
had  pride  and  prestige  to  maintain. 
That  is  a  necessary  consecjucnce  of  local 
government,  but  surely  it  is  not  wise  to 
introduce  this  difficulty  into  a  sphere 
where  it  will  be  much  more  serious  and 
dangerous.  It  is  said  tluit  this  is  a  ques- 
tion of  nationality,  but  I  think  it  is 
rather  n  mistiike  to  tjdk  of  this  as  if  it 
were  only  a  tpiestion  of  nalionality,  l>e- 
cause  nationality  is,  after  all,  an  arbitrary 
and  artificial  distinction.  Nationtility  is 
a  f|uestion  of  history,  a  i[uestion  of  time, 
and  very  often  you  tind  that  there  are 
raucli  greater  differences  lietween  people 
of  the  same  niitiouality  than  between 
people  of  different  nationalities.  But 
this  I  say,  that  if  to-morrow  you  desire 
to  re-create,  and  do  re-create,  the  hep- 
tarchy in  the  United  Kingdom,  although 
the  inhahitants  of  the  scimrate  Kingdoms 
would  be  very  near  indeed  in  cluiracter 
tiud  race  and  position  t4>  their  neighbours, 
still,  within  a  few  years  of  the  creation 
«)f  these  separate  Kingdomt^  yon  would 
have  rbcm  as  Jealous  as  jios^sible  one  of 
the  other  and  ]>erfectly  ready  to  enter 
into  something  like  an  interneciue  war, 
I  think  that  policy  is  dangerous,  because 
it  promotes  differences  of  that  descrip- 
tiou.  Up  to  the  present  time  England, 
at  any  rate,  cannot  be  described  as 
having  been  jealous  of  the  other 
nationalities  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
["  Oh,  f>h  V"  from  the  Xftiiofmli.Kf 
Bench fitj\  I  notice  the  'uni<m  of  hearts. 
I  say  that  tip  to  the  present  titne, 
at  any  rate,  it  cannot  be  alleged 
that  England  is  jealous  of  the  other 
nationalities  which  go  to  make  up  the 
rest  of  tlie  United  Kingdom,  I  have  no 
donlit  that  the  Eiiglisli  people  see  with 
regret,  and  jicrbaps  with  disappointment, 
their  legislation  moulded  not  in  accord- 
ance vf\t\\  their  own  preferences,  but  in 
accordance  with  the  preferences  of  Mem- 
l>ers  from  Ireland,  from  Scotland,  and 
from  Wales.  But  we  have  lieen  always 
willing  to  make  that  sacrifice  in  the 
interests  of  national  unity  and  strength, 
and  I  do  not  pretend  that  the  saciifice  is 
very  great,  because  there  is  a  public 
opinion  of  Scotland,  nud  Ireland,  and 
Wales,  and  there  is  a  public  opinion  of 
the  Unite<l  Kingdom,  which  is  something 
greater  and,  I  think,  nobler  rlian  the  public 

2  I 


789         Standing  Committee  {COMMONS} 


(Scotland), 


74a 


opiDion  of  atiy  siugle  part  of  the  King- 
dom ;  and  to  that  public  opinioDj  timt 
higher  public  opinion,  we  are  perfectly 
williDg  to  subordinate  the  details  of  our 
legislation  J  provided  that  the  other 
nationalities  will  be  also  willing  to  do  the 
same.  But  if  they  itistet  on  standing 
alone,  if  they  will  not  yield  anything  of 
the  opinion  of  the  part  to  the  opinion  of 
the  whole,  I  any  the  time  ia  coming  when 
England  will  also  say  that  she  will  no 
longer  be  bound  by  all  these  other  nation- 
alities. Hitherto  these  questions  of 
separate  interests — ^["  Divide  ! '']  I 
doubt  very  much,  Mn  Speaker,  whether 
these  interruptions  are  worthy  of  u 
moment^s  notice.  The  Government  have 
deliberately  chosen  to  treat  this  matter 
as  a  matter  of  no  importance,  but  the 
Opposition  to  a  man  are  convinced— antl 
I  think  we  have  endeavonred  to  argnt?  it 
in  a  spirit  worthy  of  the  occasion-^we 
have  shown  that  we  con^-ider  it  a  matter 
of  vital  importance,  touching,  we  believe, 
the  very  .springs  of  the  integrity  of  the 
country,  and  we  are  to  have  these  ill-bred 
interruptions  from  the  Members  from 
these  foreign  uadoiialitie^.  Sir,  I  say 
that  hitherto  the  interests  of  the  different 
sections  of  the  United  Kingdom  have 
been  treat etl  in  this  House  with  a  certain 
feeling  of  mutual  consideration,  and  it  is 
natural  that  that  should  be  so,  liecanse, 
after  all,  wlion  yoii  talk  of  separate  nation- 
alitiefl,  our  nationaiities  are  so  interwoven 
and  so  intcnnixed  by  marriage,  by  settle- 
ment, and  by  immigration,  that  it  would 
be  very  di  Hi  cult  for  any  of  ns  to  be 
certain  whctlier  we  are  pure  Scotchnjen, 
or  pure  Iri&^hmen,  or  pure  Englishmen. 
Why,  Sir,  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Midlothian  once  lohl  us  that 
the  population  of  Ireland  was  chiefly 
composed  of  the  descendants  of  Englisli- 
men  and  Scotchmen,  1  say,  under  these 
circumstances,  it  is  absurd  to  separate 
the  interests  of  the  different  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom  ;  and  not  only  so  in  ile- 
fiance  of  science  and  the  introduction  of 
railways,  which  have  I  wrought  ns  closely 
together,  1  think  it  is  most  imwis'? — I 
think  it  is  most  unpatriotic— to  seek  to 
undo  by  legislative  proposals  what 
natural  causes  have  to  a  large  extent 
eflectoiL  I  do  not  know  whether  most 
of  those  who  hear  me  were  presf'nt  when 
the  Member  for  Aberdeen  made  liis 
speech.  I  wish  they  were  here,  and 
that  they  heard  one  expression   wliicli  I 

Mr,  J,  Chamberlain 


thought  most  signifieant.  He  spoke  of 
**the  foreign  incubus  of  English  influ- 
ence," I  did  not  expect  to  find  a  Scotch- 
man talk  of  Englishmen  as  foreigners* 
Why,  in  England  at  this  day  we  have 
thousands  and  tens  of  thousands  of 
Scotchmen,  Welshmen,  and  Irishmen, 
and  we  are  content  to  treat  them  as  oar 
fellow-subjects,  content  to  see  them  in- 
flueuce  our  public  life,  content  to  see 
them  take  part  in  public  work,  and  cany 
off,  as  they  deserve  by  their  ability,  a 
large  portion  of  the  prizes  that  we  have 
to  offer.  But  now,  forsooth  I  a  different 
Bpirit  is  to  prevail.  We  are  to  substitnt« 
for  that  feeling,  Scotland  for  the  Scotch^ 
Ireland  for  the  Irish,  and  England  for 
the  English,  Well,  Sir,  when  we  are  all 
foreigners  one  to  the  other,  who  do  you 
think  will  be  the  greatest  loser?  I  be- 
lieve that  rhii  proposal  is  unwise,  I 
believe  that  in  its  consequences  it  will 
bring  about  great  evils  which  will  bo 
felt  by  all  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom 
—  by  **fbe  predominant  partner^*  as 
well  as  by  the  smaller  partner — and  I 
am  convinced  that  its  effects,  disastrous 
as  I  believe  they  will  be  to  all  concerned, 
will  be  most  injurious  to  the  smaller 
nationalities  in  whose  interest  it  is  pro* 
fessedly  hrougbt  forward. 

Question  put. 

The  Hottse  divided  :  —  Ayes  252  ; 
Noes  219. — (Division  List,  No.  26.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr,  G08CHEN  ;  I  presume  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  will  not  now  have  any 
objection  to  the  adjoyrnment  of  the 
Debate,  especially  as  during  the  last  half- 
hour  it  has  become  apparent  that  the 
House  is  scarcely  in  the  mood  to  listen  to 
further  argument  to-night,  I  therefore 
beg  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
Debate, 

Motion  maile,  and  Question  proposed^ 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourntMl/' — 
{^Mr,  GoKvhcH.) 

Sirt  W.  HARCOURT  :  Of  court©, 
if  lion.  Gentlemen  opposite  are  resolved 
not  to  go  on  wifb  this  discussion  it  would 
r»e  idle  to  pursue  it  into  the  early  hours  of 
the  morning.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  referred  to  the  House  being  rather 
impatient.  But  1  have  always  observed 
that  when  a  speaker,  however  able  he 
may  be,  promises  to  coneludo  in  a  few 


HI 


Education 


brief  sentences,  and  then  goes  ou  for  half 

an  bour [CVie^r*,  ti^kich  drowned  the 

cloie  of  the  sentenced]  We  had  reason  to 
believe  that  after  a  day  and  a-balfi* 
debate  on  thi^  MotioOf  thia  beings  the 
ibird  da  J,  we  might  have  concluded  it 
to-night.  But,  if  that  ie  not  the  case, 
our  arrangements  must  be  altered,  and 
we  shall  put  this  Motion  down  for  Friday 
morniDg  instead  of  the  Uganda  Debate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till   Friday,  at  Two 
of  the  clock. 
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BEHRIKG  SEA  AWARD  BILL, 
LORDS     AMENDMENTS, 

•Sir  C.  RUSSKLL  (Haekuey,  S.)  : 
Those  Members  who  have  taken  an 
iDtereet  in  this  Bill  will  know  that  it  hu.s 
passed  the  Third  Reading  in  the  House 
of  Lords.  They  will  iilso  know  that 
during  its  passage  through  this  Houtie 
certain  Amendments  were  foreshadowed 
And  suggested  by  hon.  Members,  Those 
Amendments  were  inserted  in  the  House 
of  Lords.  They  are  of  the  character  I 
have  described,  and  I  would  ask  the 
'House  to  allow  them  to  be  considered 
DOW, 

Lords  Amendments   considered  forth- 
with, and  agreed  to* 


MO  TION. 


EDUCATION    CODE,  J894, 


I  MOTION    FOR    AN     ADDRESS. 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  he  wisheil  to  move  that  an  Address 

11»e  presented  to  Her  Majesty  praying  for 
^e  amendment  of  the  New  Education 
Code  of  1894  in  a  numlierof  the  Article:?. 
The  vice  PRESIDENT  or  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  WJI., 
Itotherham)  suid,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Baronet  would  not  think  him  difc<L*ourteons 
for  interrupting  him,  but  he  had  oniler- 
stood  from  the  hon.  Baronet  and  his* 
h'iends  that  this  discussion  would  be 
taken  ou  Thursday. 

Sib  R.  TEMPLE  said,  there  was  no 
such  understanding  on  his  part.  He  de- 
sired to  move  the  Amendment  standing  in 
his  uame^  but  not  to  prejudice  mij 
Motion  that  might  be  taken  on  Thursday, 
The  time  during  which  the  Code  could 
be  ameuded  was  now  short,  Thtirsday 
being  the  last  day,  and  that  was  his 
excuse  for  troubliug  the  House  at  this 


However,    be    would    not 
occupy  the  time  of  the  House  for  more 
than  a  few  seconds.      The  object  of  the 
Amendments   was   to  protect  the  poorer 
vohintary   schools    against  some   of  the 
provisions  of  the  Education  Code  calcu- 
lated   to   affect    them    most   injuriously. 
With  regard  to  some  of  the  items  in  the 
Code  to  which  he  took  exception,  he  had 
received  a  sheaf  of  correspondence  from 
anxious  voluntary   school  managers  who 
were   trembling  for   the  safety   of  their 
most    meritoriouB    schools.        He    could 
assure  the  Minister  for  Education  that 
these  items  were  regarded  with  the  gravest 
apprehension    by    the    school  managers, 
Tlie  first  Atiiendment   he  proposed   wns 
as  to  the  definition  of  the  word  "  depart- 
ment "  in  reference  to  parts  of  a  t^cheme. 
It  was    not  of  much  importance,  there- 
fore he  would  pass  it  over,  and  the  same 
migiit  be  said    in  regard    to  his  second 
Amendment.       The    third     Amendment 
dctalt  witli  a  part  of  the  Code  winch  re- 
stricted the  employment  of  pupil  teachers. 
He  was  well  aware  that  a   large  portion 
of    educational  opinion  on    the   Liberal 
side  of  the   House   was  adverse  to    the 
employment  of  pupil  teachers,  and   also, 
he   grieved    to   say,  bis    friends    of    the 
National  Union  of  Eleuientary  Teachers 
were  anxious  that  employment  showld  go 
to  members   of  their  body,  and  that  the 
em  ploy  men  t  of  pupil  teachers  should  be 
restricted.       The    use  of  pupil   teacliers 
was  good  for  the  teaching  profession,  as 
it  brought  recruits,  but  a  most  importaut 
consideration  was  the  saving  of  expense 
effected  by  it.     The  employment  of  these 
pupil  teachers  was   sufficient  for   educa- 
tional efficiency  ou  the  one  hand,  but  on 
the  other  hand  it  produced  a  great  saving 
— a  circumstance  which    was    of  impor- 
tance even  to   the  great  Board  schools, 
btit  still  more  so  as  to   the  small  volun- 
tary schools,  which  were  strugirbTig  very 
often     with    financial    difficulties.      The 
next  Amendment  was  of  paramount  ini- 
portjuice.     It  proposed   to  leave  out  the 
additions    which    were    proposed   in   the 
New  Code  in   respect  of  the   proportion 
of  scholars  to  teachers.     If  tlie  propor- 
tions were  altered  as  proposed  the  effect 
would    be    most    injurious  to   vohjntary 
sehocjis * 

Mr.  AC  LAND  said,  he  had  laid  an 
amended  Minute  on  the  Table  on  that 
subject. 

8m  R,  TEMPLE  said,  the  school 
managers  declare  that  if  the  Code  Wfts 
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iioaltered  iu  tlii.'*  reaped  it  wouUl  play 
havoc  in  thoir  schools,  as  it  would  impo8e 
00  them  liability  for  iiiereastJil  estahlish- 
mentii  which  they  were  not  ahli?  to  hear. 
Thi?^  was  a  matter  of  vital  importance. 
The  maoagorn  alreaJy  had  more  than  they 
could  do  to  sustain  the  entablishmeut^, 
ami  if  their  liabilities  were  augmented 
and  nggravateil  their  fimuieial  |)osition 
would  hefoniL'  ile^perate.  lie  il id  eu treat 
the  (Toverniiictjt  ro  (^ouj*iilcT  this,  and  to 
altow  the  Ctnle  to  remain  unaltered.  It 
had  worked  wel!  a,'*  it  wa.^,  both  for  the 
Boarrl  tioliooLs  attd  the  vohiutary  schools. 
The  voluntary  schoolsj  were  admitted  to 
be  in  an  improvinj^  condition.  They 
were  doing  their  l)e»t  niider  ml  verse  eir- 
eumstiUHTP,  and  why  put  on  them  this 
fre.«h  liability  wliicli  filled  tliem  with 
a[»preliensiou  and  inspireil  some  of  them 
with  dismay  ?  Tlie  next  Amendment 
was  not  of  im|inrtitnc*e.  lie  jimposod  to 
strike  out  rhat  part  of  the  Code  whieh 
said  that  needlework  should  not  he  n 
elass  subject  for  girls.  That  was  bard 
on  the  girls»  and  in  voluntary  schooh^ 
would  ioerease  the  diffierdtie^  under 
which  the  managers  laboured.  As  a 
Board  j^chool  man  his  withers  were  nu- 
wrung,  but  he  was  speaking  for  hi.-4 
poorer  Deiglihours.  The  next  Amend- 
ment bad  reference  to  the  sanitation  of 
schools.  They  had  no  objection  to 
Hchools  beint^  closed  if  there  was  diinger 
of  infect  ions  or  epiilemic  disease,  hut  the 
Code  went  farrber  than  that,  and  would 
enable  any  two  managers  who  were  able 
to  get  a  doctor  to  agree  witi*  them 
to  eall  on  the  managing  body  at  large  to 
close  tlie  school  because  tijey  apprehended 
or  believed  that  insanitary  conditions 
existail  which  would  im|jair  the  health 
of  the  schools.  Such  a  far-reaching 
power  should  not  be  given.  The  next 
Amend  men  t  hail  reference  to  repairing 
school  premises,  and  dealt  with  a  part  of 
tJie  Cfulc  which  would  prove  burdensome 
to  prhofd  muiiHgerH  ;  and  the  last  dealt 
with  the  Article  of  the  Code  wbicb  satd 
that  **  a  Swt*ilisb  or  other  drill  **  sboiilJ 
he  given  in  the  schools.  No  dntd»t,  a 
School  lioanl  such  as  that  of  J^ondon 
wouhl  con»|dy  with  such  a  provisioM, 
because  they  had  the  meanK  and 
money 

Mu.  ACLANT)  said,  tlte  Code  went  on 
to  sav  **  or  suitable  physical  exercise." 

Slit  R.  TEMFLK  j^aid,  he  knew  that 
that  was  so,  but  what  I  hey  contend etl  was 
thai   the   Code    went    beyond  '*  suitable 

Sir  R.  Temple 


physical  exercise  "  and  specified  '*  Swedish 
or  other  drill,"  which  might  be  the  means 
of  making  requisitions  on  voluntary 
schools  which  they  were  not  able  to  meet. 
In  coDchision,  he  assured  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  that  these  Amend- 
ments were  of  a  strictly  practical 
character,  and  that  every  one  of  them 
had  been  considered  by  him  with  the  l>esl 
authorities  iu  the  country  regarding 
voluntary  schools.  He  trusted  that  they 
would  receive  the  kind  consideration  of 
the  House,  and  that  they  would  meet  id 
some  degree  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"•  That  an  humble  Address  Ijc  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  prayiuji.'  Her  to  direct  fhat  the 
New  Eflucariun  Corlc  of  1894  Ijo  amended  in 
the  following  particulars  :— 

Page  I,  Art.  3  (a>,  leave  out »  For  the  pnrposm 
of  this  Ccxle  the  Department  have  pow«^r  ttt 
decide  whether  a  part  of  a  Sichool  is  or  is  not  % 
Depart  men  t/ 

Pa|i:e  3,  Art.  12  (e),  leave  out  '  A  meeting  of 
rwo  liours  or  more  mast  incluiio  i\n  interral  for 
recreation  of  not  loss  than  10  nn'aut-es.' 

Page  %  Art.  S2.  line  1,  after  ♦  first/  \nmn  *  or 
f*ecfrtid/ 

Pa^  15.  Art,  Sr.  (a)  N.H.,  leave  out  *  is;  and 
insert  *  htis  been,'  in  last  paragi-apb. 

Pnj^*  15,  Art.  85  (h),  leave  out  *  (^which  after 
SUt  August,  18%,  must  not  be  nee<llework)/ 

Paj;e  ITi,  Art.  H8,  leu vc  out  *or  an^^r  danger  la 
health  Ukely  to  arise  from  the  eondition  of  the 
srhool/ 

Vik\rtt  20,  Art.  101  (b>,  (1),  leave  out  *  Swe<li?ih 
or  or  her  ilrill  or/*' — {Sir  IL  Trmjfh'S) 

Mu.  ACLAND  naid,  that  in  re;yra''d  to 
this  new  Education  Code,  he  had  en- 
deavoured to  meet  llie  eonvenienoe  of 
the  llonso.  He  had  nrmng-ed  for  this 
Debate  to  eouie  on  on  Thursday  next, 
which  wouhl  have  heen  within  the  limit 
of  time  allowed  for  the  Minute  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  lie  certainly  had 
thought  that  the  hon.  Baronet  tho  Mem- 
l>er  for  Kingt^tou  Imti  Reccdod  to  that. 
If,  thorufore,  the  iloiij^e  was  th'tnined  on 
the  present  occasion  it  was*  not  his  fuult, 
Tlie  Hrhl  and  Heeoutl  Amendments  the 
hon.  Member  liud  tu>l  laid  stres*s  upon  ; 
therefore  it  wru^  not  necessary  to  deal 
witli  them.  With  regard  to  the  next 
one,  he  (Mr.  A  eland)  had  gone  into  it 
carefully,  and  the  practice  which  was*  in 
existence  wlier*  he  eamo  into  Otiiee  was 
continued  in  the  Code.  The  next  point 
was  one  in  eonnection  with  whirdi  s 
Minute  would  he  laid  on  the  Table  to* 
morrow  morning,  and  perhaps  he  had 
hotter    bay  nothing    ubont    it    until    the 
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Hitiiile  wai^  ill  tlie  baiMl,'^    of  lion.  Mem-  r  ggLKCTIOX  (STANDING    COMMITTERS.) 


Ws.     As    lo    needlework   lieiii^  u  i-la?? 
finhjeet*  the  point  was  out;  upon   which 
he  liail  had  no  complaints  from  the  bulk 
of  teachers  aod  manager^*.     It  was  hiiiIlt- 
titood  tjow  that  gfrln  might  tiike  oue  clasj^ 
suhject  lipside^  needlework^  just  a 5   boys 
took  one  elass   snhject   besides  drawing. 
lu  the  itiain,  that  wils  iLeeefited  \\^  a  ri^ht 
and  sensible  pro],x)Rnl,    On  the  next  (mint 
the  htni.  Baronet  had    htinlly   nj^dersloml 
the    Co<le,     beeanse     the     words    about 
"danger  to  health'*  had  reference  to  the 
iaiiitiiry  committee  of  tbedistriet — which 
was    a   Ipodj  quite  outside — who   niitfht, 
in  the  ca!«e  of  an  epidemic  or  condition  of 
thitigs4  dangerous  to   health,   require  the 
school  lo  he  closed.       lie  Uitl  not  think 
the  Code  was  likely  to  lead  to  the   Sani- 
tary Authority    inerea.siuf^   their    power. 
The    next    point  wa8    one  that    a  noble 
Lortl  opposite  was  interested   in,  and,   in 
accordance  with  thennderstandinj^  which 
had    been    arrived    at,    he     wotdd    defer 
making    any  observation    upon    it    nntil 
Thur*i(iay.       The  lai?t    point   was  as  to 
**  Swell ish  or  other  drill  or  other  pliyt^ical 
exercise.*'       Thei'e    general    words    bad 
been  put  lO,  not  with  the  idea  of  forcing 
a  particular  kincl  of  drill   in    any  .^^ehooL 
H  e  l>el  ie v  e<l  h  o  n .  M  e  n^  I  >e  rs  <^»p  [ h  isi  to  w  o  n  I  d 
agree  with   him  that  it  wa^  ilei*irahle  to 
encourage  in  all  their  schools    a   certain 
amotmt  of  reasonalde   plijsical   training 
between  the   lesions,   in   the  playground 
if  the    school    po.sj^esscil    a    playgromid, 
and  if  not,  in  the  school  itself.  The  words 
cohi plained  of  by  the  hon.   Baronet  were 
simply    alternative    to     the     additional 
words  **  or  miitable  phy?iical  exercise.*' 
•Siu  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigati)  said,  he 
had  givGu  mosit  careful  and  anxious  con- 
fiidemtion  to  the   d'Herent  details   of  the 
Cotle,    and    having    heard     explanations 
from    tiie  Department   was    prepared    to 
accept  the  proposals  of  the  Government. 

Quest lOB  put|  and  negatived. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT    (HiKLAND)  TRlJ- 
VIPIONAI^   ORDERS    (No.    4)    BILL. 

(No,  14K.) 
Head  a  second  time,  and  conmiitteiL 

LOCAL     OOVERNMBNT      PttOVlJ^IONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  5)  Bl  LL.— (No.  149.) 

Head  a  Hocoud  time,  and  cornmittetL 

FIEIt     AND      HARBOrn      PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  1)  BILL-(No.  i:tO.) 

Head  a  secoud  time,  and  committed. 

VOL.  XXIIL  [fourth  seiues.] 


LAW,  A;c. 

Sir  Jolm  Mowhray  reported  from  the 
Committee  of  Selection  ;  That  they  had 
discharged  the  following  Members  from 
tiie  Standing  Committee  ihi  Law,  and 
Courts  of  dust  ice,  and  Legal  Proceilure  : 
— Air.  Samuel  Una  re  and  Sir  ITgbtred 
Kay-Shuttleworth  ;  nm\  had  appointed 
in  substitution  :  Mr.  Boulnois  and  Mr. 
Bilbon. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table, 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed    to^ — Behring 
Sea  Award  Bill,  with  Amendments. 

COUNTY  COUNCILS  ASSOCIATION  (I^COT. 
LAND)  EXPENSES  BILL.-(No.  97,) 
Considereil  in  Committee,  antl  reported  ; 
&«  amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow, 

WILD    BIRDS'    rifnTEt'TION    ACT   (1880) 

AMENDMENT   BlLL.-^tNo.  134.) 

8ECOND   READING. 

[ADJOrUN'ED    DKHATE,] 

Order  rea<l,  for  rei*umiug  Adjourned 
Debate  on  (Jue^tion  [I  1th  April],  *'  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  .^eeoud  time.'' 

(J  nest  ion  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday. 

M  0  T  10  NS, 

COMMONS, 
OrdcRMh  Thnt  a  Select  CommitttK*  be  ap- 
pointed to  coiisidt-r  every  Report  aisule  by  the 
Boanl  of  Af^rinilttirt',  c<>rttfytii^  tliecx|ie<iicney 
of  aay  Proviwonnl  t^rder  for  the  rncloHun^  or 
rrgulation  of  a  Coainnju,  and  prcwerited  to  the 
House  diiriiip:  the  lfli<t  or  prusynt  SetiHioiia, 
lK?fore  a  Bill  he  brought  in  for  the  coiifiitantioii 
of  Fuch  Order. 

Orderetl,  Thnt  it  )«  an  luHtnirtion  to  the 
Conimitteti  that  they  have  power  in  respL-ct  of 
each  Bach  rp>vi.Hi(>ottl  Order,  to  inquire  and 
Report  ti»  ihv  Ihiuso  whether  the  s.imt»  >ihould 
be  coiiiinned  Ijv  Parliament  ;  and,  if  s^j,  whe- 
ther with  or  without  mixliftt-ation,  and,  in  the 
event  of  their  Ijeinv"  of  o^nnion  thnt  the  same 
t«hould  not  be  contirmwU  except  isnbject  to 
ruotlificAtion*^,  to  report  such  nioiiifications  ac- 
fx>rdinj?ly  with  a  view  to  t*uch  l*rovii(iorjaI  Order 
remitted  lo  the  Roanl  of  A^nx-ulture, 

O  rile  red.  That  the  rrininifttee  do  consist  of 
Twelve  Members,  Seven  to  tx*  notninate^l  by 
the  Huune,  and  Kivc  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection. 

Dr.  Aoibrose,  Vi+i,'ount  Curzon,  Sir  Arthur 
Hayter,  Mr.  Scftk-Hayne,  Mr.  Jeffreysi,  Mr. 
Thomas  Robifi*»on,  and  Mr.  Tuylor  were  accord- 
ingly nominated  Menibeni  of  ibe  Committee. 
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Offkred,  That  the  Committee  bav«  power  to 
send  for  person fi,  papers,  atid  records. 
Ordered,  That  Five  J)e  the  quorum,— (Vr.  IL 

ELECTRIC    LIGHTING    I'KO VI SIGNAL 
ORI>EKa    (no,    1)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bitrt,  Bill  to  amtiriTi  eer- 
tain  Provisional  Orders  matle  by  the  Board  of 
l^ie,  under  the  Electric  Lighting  Act4«,  IH82 
and  1888,  relating  to  Barrow-in-Furness,  Bux- 
ton, Chipping  \Vycoml>e,  Chesterfield,  St, 
Helens,  and  West  Hartlepool,  ordered  to  l>i; 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Burt  and  Mr.  MundelJa, 

Bill  preseuteilT  and  read  tirst  time.  [Bill  163.] 

ELECTRIC    LIGHTING    PUOVISIOKAL 
ORDER8    (no.    2)    felLL, 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Burt,  Bill  to  confirm  cer- 
tain Froviaional  Orders  maide  bj  the  Board  of 
Tradet  under  the  Electric  Lighting  Acta,  1882 
and  1888,  relating  to  Grimsby.  Harrow,  Lcyton, 
Monmouth,  Peterborough,  and  St,  Auat^ll^ 
ortlere*l  to  t»e  brought  in  by  Mr.  Burt  and  Mr. 
Muudella, 

Bill  preBcnted^  ani  read  first  time.  [Bill  164.] 

J         LOCAL      GOVERNMENT     (iRELAND)     I'RO- 

VI  SI  OH  AL    ORDER    (nO.    o)    HILL. 

Ou  Motion  of  Mr.  J,  Morley,  Bill  to  contirm 

a  ProTii^ional  Order  maile  by  the  IjOCjiI  Govern* 

ment   Board   for   Ireland,  under  **  The  Public 

Health   (Ireland)  Aet,   1878/'  relating  to   the 

urban  lonitary  district  of  Athlonc,  orticred  to 

be  brought  in  by  Mr.  J.  Morley,  and  Sir  J.  T. 

Hibljert. 

Bill  presenteri,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  166.] 

y  UNIVERSilTIES    REPRESENTATION     ABOLI- 

TION    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr,  Charles  Routidell,  Bill  to 
abolifth  the  repreftontation  in  Parliament  of  the 
Univereitiea  of  the  United  Kingdom,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Charles  lion nd ell,  8ir 
George  Osborne  Morgan,  Mr.  Hunter,  Mr, 
Mac  Neill,  Mr,  Eoby,  Sir  Henry  Roacoe,  Mr. 
Bachanan,  Mr.  Haltbine,  Mr.  Donald  Crawford, 
Mr.  Gullv,  Mr.  Francis  Stevenson,  and  Mr, 
Paul 

Bill  preeentedf  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  166.] 

U  HOUSE  OF  LORDS  VETO  (aBOLITION) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  E,  J,  C.  Morton,  Bill  to 
abolish  the  power  of  the  House  of  Lords  to 
Veto  Legislation  passed  by  the  House  of 
Gommuus,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  E. 
J.  C.  Morton^  Mr.  Arch,  Mr,  Dalziel,  Mr. 
Lloyd-George,  Mr.  James  Stuart,  and  Mr.  T,  D. 
8ulliTan. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  167.] 

/      COUNTY    COUNCILLORS     (QUALIFICATION 
OF   women)    BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bpicer,  Bill    to   enable 
Women  to  be  elected  and  to  act  as  Couaty 


t>)uucilIor»j  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by   Mr. 
Spicer,  Mr.  L'ourtney,  Mr.  Walter  M'Laren,  Mr. 
Maedonald,  and  Sir  Stafford  Northeot^. 
Bill  pre»ente<l»  and  rea<t  firwt  time.  [Bill  168,] 

.MUSSEL  SCALrS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL,  ^ 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Birkmyre,  Bill  to  pntvide 
for  the  acquisition  and  better  regulation  of 
Mussel  Scalps  in  Bc^Jtland,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Birkmyre,  Sir  William  Wedderburn, 
Sir  ikinald  Macfarlane,  Mr.  Wason,  Mr.  Harry 
Smith,  and  Mr.  Cmmbie, 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time«  [Bill  109,] 

PUBLIC  LIBRARIBB  (iRKLAND)  ACT3 
AMENDMENT    BILL, 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Field,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Puhlio  Libraries  (Ireland)  Aeta,  ordered  ,to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Field,  Mr.  John  Eedmond* 
Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  William  Johnston,  Sir  John 
Lubbock,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Sir  Thomas 
Esmonde,  and  Mr,  Carson. 

Bill  presont42d,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  170-] 

PUBLIC  LIBRARIES  (sCOTLAND)  BILL, 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dahiel,  Bill  to  amend 
**  The  Public  Libraries  Consolidation  (Scotland) 
Act,  1887/'  orrlcred  to  lye  brought  iu  by  Mr. 
Dahiel,  Mr.  Cameron  Gorbett,  Sir  Obarlea 
Cameron*  and  Mr.  Eenshaw, 
Bill  present«il,  and  read  first  time.  [BiU  171,] 

POOR    LAW    AMENDMENT    BILL, 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Lambert,  Bill  to  exempt 
certain  persons  from  the  liability  of  maintaining 
relations  who  become  chargeable  to  the  public 
funde,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Lambert, 
Mr.  Cobb*  Mr.  Hal  ley  Stewart,  Mr.  Billson,  and 
Mr,  Luttrell. 

Bill  presented,  and  rea^l  first  time.   [Bill  172.] 


WATS    AND    MEANS, 

Reaoltttions  [Iflth  April]  reported — [See 
page  663,] 

KesolutioQs  agreed  to. 

BiU  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Mellor, 
The  Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  Sir  J.  T. 
Hibbert. 


I 


DISrSNSART 


(IRELAND) 


COMMITTEES 
BILL, 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Patrick  Aloysius  M*Hiigh^ 
Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  qualifica- 
tion of  Members  of  Dispensary  Committees  in 
Ireland,    ordcrcil   to   be    brought    in   by   Mr. 
Patrick  Aloysius    M'Hugh,    Mr.    Crean,    Mr. 
Bodkin,  Mr.  Tully,  and  Mr.  M*Cartan. 
BiU  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  173,] 

And,  it  being  after  one  of  the  clock, 
]Mr.  Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without 
Questioti  put, 

Honse  adjourned  at  twenty  minutea 
after  One  o*clock« 
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quiry  iu  Ireland,  whirb  was  utterly  un- 
knot u  iQ  Euglaud,  Tlie  la.^t  time  it  was 
attempted  in  England  it  nmterially 
asaisted  m  liringing  alK>ut  a  revolntiori. 
They  were  told  that  tt  took  place  h) 
Scotland,  but  lie  L*onteuded  it  would  be 
very  niu(*h  out  of  place?  in  England  m^  it 
WHS  i  1 1 1  rel  an  d .  T  he  I  r  i  sli  I  a  w  w  aF  f  o  u  iid  ed 
on  the  English  law — or  as  much  asi  they 
were  allowed  to  have  of  it.  It  was 
Dot  founded  on  the  Scotch  law,  aud  lie 
believed  if  it  W'tif*  attempted  to  establish 
it  iu  Eiigland  Members  would  rlise  m  re- 
volt agaiust  it  and  desfroy  the  Goverri- 
ment.  Why,  then,  should  it  he  allowed 
in  Ireland  ?  He  aLso  complained  that 
the  Attorney  General  had  too  much 
powder  in  Ireland  in  regard  to  chawge  of 
venue.  In  England  a  motion  had  to  he 
made  iu  Court,  but  iu  Ireland  the  Attor- 
Dey  General  hud  only  to  write  his  name 
upon  a  paper  when  he  wished  to  make 
changes*  and  it  was  done.  As  a  rule,  the 
Attorney  General  was  a  gentleman  who 
was  on  the  look  out  for  a  Jndgeship.  He 
was  appointed  for  his  political  service!*, 
and  if  be  did  not  take  a  .Judgeship  it 
was  because  it  was  not  good  enough  ; 
and  this  was  the  gentleinan  who  was  en- 
trusted with  thi&^  important  power.  The 
Coercion  Act  was  an  infamous  Act  when 
tiiey  came  4o  look  into  it.  If  it  had 
been  inflicted  upon  England  the  people 
of  Ireland  raight  have  submitted  to  it  ; 
but  it  had  uot,  and  he  contended  that  it 
was  atrocious  to  impose  it  npoii  those 
who  were  too  weak  to  fight  against  it. 
There  had  been  nothing  like  it  since 
ancient  times.  Coming  down  to  a  late 
period,  they  fonud  tliat  the  United  Stiites 
once  suspended  the  Constitution  in  the 
South,  but  only  after  a  tremeudoiis 
war.  The  Constitution  was  restored 
after  a  abort  period,  and  the  men 
from  Alabama  were  now  aa  good 
oitizens  of  the  UniteU  States  as  the 
men  of  New  York,  Lord  iSalisbury  had 
an  idea  of  repealing  this  Act  at  the  end 
of  20  years,  but  that  period  did  not  count 
when  the  Liberal  Party  were  in  Office, 
but  only  when  the  Conservatives  were  in 
power.  It  bad  been  imposed  upon  Ire- 
land because  it  was  a  weak  country  aud 
unable  to  resist  it.  He  thanked  the 
present  Govornraent  for  not  having  use*l 
the  measure,  altbongh  tbey  had  a  great 
temptation  to  do  so,  and  believed  that  by 
refraining  to  put  it  into  force  tbey  iiad 
done  a  great  deal  of  good.     Had  Ireland 

Colonel  Nolan 


I 
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ever  been  as  quiet  during  the  last  20  years 
as  it  now  was  ?  The  present  Governnjent  ^ 
had  administered  Ireland  now  for  two  ^ 
years  without  the  Coercion  Act,  and 
there  bad  l>een  extremely  little  crime  in 
that  country.  No  class  had  sutlered.  fl 
That  WHS  one  reason  for  sii|iporting  a  V 
Liberal  Government.  They  called  them- 
selves a  free  people,  hut  directly  a  Con- 
servative Government  came  into  power 
the  Coercion  Act  would  be  again  enforced. 
The  question  was  one  that  required  very 
little  discussion.  He  believed  every 
Memljcr  luul  made  up  his  mind  now  to 
vote  on  it.  He,  therefore,  left  it  lo  the 
decision  of  the  House.  He  knew  that 
a  large  portion  of  the  House  were  opposed 
to  its  provisions,  and  he  trusted  that  the 
yesir  won  hi  not  go  by  withont  having  this 
horrible  and  wicked  Act  removed  from 
the  Statute  Hook. 

Me.  \\\  KEDMOND  (Clare,  E.),  iu 
seconding  the  Motion,  said,  everyone 
knew  what  this  Coercion  Act  was.  It 
was  a  measure  that  bad  not  been  applied 
to  England,  to  Scotland,  to  Wales, 
or  to  any  other  part  of  the  British 
Empire  except  Ireland.  To  expect 
that  the  Irish  people  would  have 
an  Act  of  such  a  character  imposed 
upon  them  under  such  circumstaoces 
was  to  expect  too  much.  He  must  say 
that,  while  he  quite  agreed  with  bis  hou, 
and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel  Nolan)  that 
the  present  Government  deserved  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  credit  for  not  having  put 
the  Coercion  Act  in  force,  the  Irish 
Members  had  every  reason  to  expect  that 
the  Government  would  have  proceeded 
to  re  pea  1 1  b  e  Ac  1 1  o  u  g  bef  o  ro  no  Vi .  T  b  ey 
all  know  that  when  the  Chief  Secretary 
and  his  friends  were  in  Opposition  they 
denounced  both  in  England  and  Irelaad 
tlie  Coercion  Act,  and  he  did  uot  think 
he  w^ould  lie  going  too  far  if  he  said  that 
the  return  of  the  present  Government 
w^as  largely  due  to  the  fact  that  tbey  had 
pledged  themselves  to  repeal  that  Act, 
and  to  govern  Ireland  with  the  ordinary 
law.  The  right  bon.  Gentleman  would 
not  find  fault  with  thorn  now  for  being 
anxious  that  it  should  be  repealled.  He 
did  not  liiiiik  the  Chief  Secretary  would 
put  the  Act  in  force  again,  because  it 
would  bo  quite  contrary  to  all  bis  profes^ 
gions  upon  the  subject,  but  tbey  all  knew 
that  it  was  not  an  impossible  contingency 
that  he  might  at  some  time  or  other  ceaae 
to  be  Chief  Secretary,     They  were  awi 
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t!iat  uuder  certain  eircumstaeiecs  ftiiotber 
Ooveni incut  mi^ht  come  into  power,  aud 
that  then,  without  a  single  day's  notice, 
all  the  terrible  raacdiinery  of  the  Act  of 
1887  could  b^  put    into  force  by  tiie  new 
^^overnment    without   reference    to    this 
House  at  all.     That  was  a  very  dangerouis 
state  of  affairs,  and  the  Irish   Members 
could  not  be  blamed   if    they  a^ked  for 
the     repeal      of      the      Act     in     order 
ilhat     it      might      not      in      future     be 
at  all  events  not  without  full  dis- 
^ssion    in    that   House,    and    after    ihe 
matter  had   been  thoroughly   ventilated. 
The  Chief  Secretary  might  tell  him  that 
the  Goverament  hiul  been  very  well  em* 
ployed  since  it  came  into  Officcpand  that 
Ily  there  bad  been  very  little  or   no 
lime  for  taking  the  action  they  were  now 
ked  to  take.     Ho  granted  that  la^t  year 
the   Goveromeut  occupioil  most   of   the 
time    of  the  House  in  endeavouring    to 
pass  a  Home  Rule  Bill,     For  that  they 
deserved  credit,  but  he  was  only  express- 
iog  the  opinion  which  be  believed  existed 
.raong  the    Irish   people,  ^vhen   he  said 
t  there  was  a  great  de.'il  of  disappoint- 
existing  thai  the  Government  hiul 
taken  some  step  in  the   direction  to 
Vhicb  he  was  now  referring.     The  Go- 
Ternment  hatl  been  nearly  two   years   in 
power,  and  they  harl  made  progress  with 
various     English     Rills     of     an    tmpor- 
nt     character,    but    they     had     given 
iBo     sign     wMth     regard     to     this     Co- 
ion     Act*         If      tbey     had     stated 
that  they  would  take  the  earliest  oppor- 
^mity   of  repealing  it   that  would  have 
en  something,  but  they   had    said  not 
e  single  word  to  that  effect,  and  under 
those  circurastanceri  bis  hon.  mid  gallant 
riend  was  justified  in  bring  forvvard  his 
otion.     There  was  no  matter  of  higher 
portanco  to   the  Irish   people  than  to 
uro  the  repeal  of  this  Act,  because   if 
thefntore  they  should  find  it  necessary 
w&s not  impossible — to  enter  into  a 
mbination  once  more  for  protection  of 
eir  property  and    themselves    against 
odlords,  as  they    had   so    successfully 
ne  in  the  past,  they  won  kibe  confronted 
ith  this  Coercion  Act,  and    hampered 
ereby  in  every  possible  vray.     He  con- 
nded  that    the    Government  ought   to 
sist  them  in  repealing  this  Act.     They 
on  Id  then  be  able  to  say  that  they    had 
len  sincere  when  they  were  denouncing 
oerclon.     He  would  not  go  into  details 
ith  regard  to  this  proposal.     He  would 
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only  say  it  was  a  measure  which ^  if  the 
Irish  people  had  a  means  of  settling  is 
for  themselves,  would  not  have  l>€en 
(trought  before  that  House.  He  did  not 
believe  the  Coercion  Act  could  have  ex- 
isted in  any  other  country  in  the  world. 
As  an  Irishman,  he  felt  absolutely  humi- 
liated to  think  thnt  they  had  to  come  to 
that  House  to  make  such  au  appeal  to  it. 
It  was  almost  like  begging  to  ask  that 
they  might  have  restored  to  them  the 
commonest  principles  that  had  prevailed 
in  Gvery  portion  of  the  British  Empire. 
It  was  iHiiniliating  to  Irishmen  in  this, 
the  19th  century,  to  have  to  ask  English- 
men aud  Scotchmen  to  repeat  an  enact' 
ment  which  could  not  exist  in  any  other 
part  of  tlie  world.  In  1887  the  Coercion 
Act  was  passed  by  the  aid  of  the  Closure 
of  the  most  drastic  kind,  and  on  the 
Second  Heading  the  most  tremendous 
fraud  of  the  century  was  perpetrated. 
Forgery  was  actually  brought  into 
it  in  order  to  influence  the  Ilouie 
Bill.  He  did  not 
that  some  Members 
into  voting  for  the 
n  consequence  of  the 
publication  in  The  Times  of  the  letter 
which  led  them  to  believe  that  Mr, 
Parnell  and  his  associates  were  in 
correspondence  and  in  connection  with 
men  who  had  committed  moat  des- 
perate crimes  in  Ireland.  He  as- 
serted that  the  Liberal  Party  owed  it 
to  the  memory  of  the  late  great  Irish 
Leader  (Mr,  Parnell)  to  vote  for  the 
repeal  of  the  Coercion  Act.  A  number 
of  Irish  Members  wore  sent  to  prison 
under  that  Act,  but  it  bad  not  altered 
their  opinions  or  views,  or  lowered  them 
ill  the  slightest  degree  in  the  e,-^timatiou 
of  their  countrymen.  He  could  under- 
stand the  Coercion  Act  being  continued 
if  it  could  be  pointed  to  as  a  success,  but 
it  had  done  nothing.  In  his  own  con- 
stituency of  Clare  the  Act  had  been 
absolutely  of  no  avail.  Inquiries  were 
made  there  and  Magistrates'  Courts  were 
set  up,  but  to  all  intents  and  purposes  the 
Act  had  been  a  failure*  It  had  been  a 
failure  also,  bo  believed,  all  over  Ireland, 
bnt  particularly  in  Clare.  The  late  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  ivould  tell  them 
that  they  had  succeeded  in  trauquillising 
Ireland  before  the  Coercion  Act  \  but  any 
student  of  Irish  history  must  know  that 
coercion  never  tranquillised  a  country. 
On  the  contrary,  it  had  been  the  greatest 
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possible  £ititnulu»  to  fiirtlier  ugitatioii. 
Tlie  I  ate  Chief  Secretury  knew  ymy 
well  fLiat  he  bad  put  a  large  iiuml)er  of 
repre?ieiitutive  men  in  Irelaiiil  into  prison, 
Init  tliat  lie  had  failed  to elnuige  the  opinion 
of  any  one  of  tUem.  He  knew  a  Inn  that 
public  opiuioti  supported  tbe  meti  lie  Imd 
put  into  gaol.  With  regard  to  tlie  treat- 
meiit  accorded  to  prisoiiorsi  under  the 
Coercion  Act,  t4ie  Irii«li  people  would 
never  forgot  tliatiiome  individuals  actually 
lost  their  Hvcsi  under  it.  He,  for  one, 
could  not  forget  that  tbe  Coercion 
Act  was  di.Htinctly  responsitde  for  the 
death,  \\i  least,  of  John  Mandeville. 
lion,  Members  knew  bow  he  was  fed  on 
bread  and  water  day  after  day  until  he 
was  reduced  almo^it.  to  tbe  point  of  death, 
and  bow  be  actually  did  die  wbordy 
afttr wards.  He  himself  (Mr.  IlednionJj 
bail  bad  the  pleasure,  or  rather  tlie 
advantage  from  the  point  of  view  of 
his  coiKstitueutH,  of  bciug  in  prison. 
Some  hou.  Gcntlemcsu  who  were  put 
m  prison  ohje<'ted  to  wearing  prisun 
clothes.  He  diil  not  care  wliai  par- 
ticular clothes  he  wore  as  long  as  tliey 
were  clean  clothes,  mid  be  wjis  not 
a  bit  asbamcil  of  wearing  the  prii^on 
dress.  He»  however,  refused  to  associate 
with  the  oniinary  pri8ouer8,  lie  was 
asked  to  go  out  into  tlie  prison  yard,  ami 
to  walk  shoulder  to  sbouhkT  with  the 
conm^ou  juisonerE^,  lie  woubl  ask  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chief 
Secretary  (Mr.  A,  J.  Balfour)  what 
good  be  expected  to  ctfcct  hy  snhjecdug 
an  Irish  Member  to  snch  treatment  ?  He 
was  in  prison  in  Wexford  Gaol.  He 
belonged  to  Wexford,  had  spent  most  of 
bis  life  there,  and  had  l>een  Mcad^er  for 
Wexford,  his  father  having  been  Member 
bt^fore  him.  Every  ujaru  woman  and 
child  in  Wexford  knew  him.  Two  of 
the  prisoners  who  were  in  the  gaol  with 
hijn  were  soldiers,  wboiiad  deserted  froiji 
their  regiments,  ami  conmiitted  a  series 
of  burglaries  in  tbe  county.  Amongst 
other  places  they  hail  broken  into  was  a 
cojivent  \n  the  town  of  Wexford,  In 
that  convent  they  had  committed  what 
almost  amounted  to  an  act  of  sacrilege 
In  the  eyes  of  the  fM:o[de,  as  they  hiid 
taken  a  statue  of  the  Blessed  Virgin  and 
hung  it  by  the  ueck  on  to  a  gas- bracket. 
These  men  had  been  sentenced  to  three 
months'  imprisonment,  which  was  the 
8ame  sentence  as  had  l>een  inHicted 
upon  him  for  expressing  bis  approval   of 
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tlie  action  of  men  in  defending  their 
houses  against  an  eviction  which  bad 
been  aduutted  to  be  unjust  even  )>y  tbe 
Resident  Magi st rat e  who  carried  it  out. 
Well,  be  was  asked  to  pi  actically 
associate  with  these  men,  aud  because 
he  i\ould  not  do  so  he  was  put  upou 
bread  and  water.  He  bad  not  tbe 
slightest  complaint  to  make  of  tbe 
otbeiais  of  the  prison.  Tbe  Governor 
was  a  friend  of  hts,  and  tbe  doctor 
was  a  most  respectable  gentleman,  who, 
be  believed,  was  very  borry  for  what 
occurred.  But  according  to  the  lustrwc- 
tions  of  the  Government  of  the  i\tis  be 
was  put  upon  Incad  and  water  for  24 
bojjrs  and  bad  21  hours'  solitary  confine- 
ment, without  any  exercise.  Tbe  next 
day  he  was  asked  whether  be  would  gt> 
out  with  the  ordinary  prisoners,  aud 
because  be  again  refused  be  again  got  24 
hours  of  bread  and  water.  A  thinl  time 
be  was  asked  to  exercise  with  the  com- 
mon t;riniiuals,  and  as  he  again  refused 
be  got  a  third  term  of  bread  and  water. 
The  doctor  then  interfered.  The  bread 
and  wntcr  mciimt  juactically  nothiirg  to 
him  (Mr.  Kodmond),  because  be  felt  00 
indignant  at  the  way  in  which  he  wm 
treated  that  he  simply  ate  nothing  at  all. 
The  ducttjr,  treating  him  as  no  doubt  be 
would  have  treated  any  other  patieut  who 
was  b] ought  nnder  bis  notice,  stopped 
the  bread  jmd  water,  and  shortly  after- 
wards sent  him  to  tbe  iuHrmary.  Matiy 
bon.  Members  who  were  imprisoned 
under  tbe  Coercion  Act  went  through 
more  than  he  did,  aud  be  wished  toktiow 
what  the  late  Government  galued  l»y  it 
iilL  After  all,  what  was  (be  use  uf 
putting  people  into  prison  unless  a»  a 
mark  of  febiinic  and  degrndation  ?  Kvery 
one  knew  that  wIku  a  man  wiis  put  in 
prison  for  a  genuine  crime  be  was  ashamed 
on  regaining  his  liberty  to  bold  up  bis 
head.  How  was  be  {}Ar.  Redmond) 
treated  on  being  released  ?  So  far  from 
being  disgraced  in  the  (^ya^  of  the  com- 
munity, be  found  on  leaving  tbe  prison 
that  the  Miiyor  and  Corporation  of  Wex- 
ford and  all  the  representative  men  in 
tbe  place  were  waitliig  for  him,  and  bu 
was  presented  on  behalf  of  tbe  muijici- 
pality  with  an  aiblress  of  congratulatiou 
and  tbnnks  for  having  gone  into  prison 
under  such  eircumstauces.  All  tbe  Na- 
tionalist Members  who  had  beeu  im* 
prisoned  were  returned  a  I  tbe  next  elec- 
tion, and  not  a  single  soul  in  Ireland 
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affected  by  this  tretitraent  in  the  sHglitest 
legree,  except  lu  the  waj  of  beiug 
treugtbene*!  in  his  Nationalise!  opinions, 
hatever  may  be  naitl  liy  \]\v  apostle?  of 
loercion,  nothing  could  be  SfxiU  by  any- 
tly  forsuch  coercion  as  absolntely  failed, 
f  English  politicians  were  ilctcrrainrvl 
to  govern  Ireland  by  coercion,  ih^j  should 
go  in  for  a  kitnl  of  coercion  tfiat  would 
Imve  the  retsult  they  desired.  Six 
months'  iiiiprisonnient  woukl  not  stop 
the  mouth  cjf  any  man  in  Ireland.  If 
^nbey  were  determitied  to  have  coercion, 
^Biey  shonld  repeid  the  present  Act  and 
introduce  a  drastic  law  whieh  would  give 
them  tiie  power  of  sending  men  to  peiial 

kirvitude  for  the  term  of  ihcir  naturfil 
v^es.  Such  coercion  might  Riii^fccd. 
The  present  Act  would  not  succeed  in 
^topping  agitation  in  Ireland  ;  it  wouhl 
nly  succeed  in  outniging  the  feelings  of 
Ve  people  and  in  stinmhiting  them  in 
er>'  poAsihle  way  to  continue  the 
gle  for  j^elf'governnient,  A  Coercion 
ct  like  tljKt  now  in  existence,  if  it  was 
forced,  wa^*  actuafly  un  ineentive  to 
rac.  He  was  perfectly  certaiti  thfil 
ere  were  people  in  various  parts  of  Ire- 
iid  who,  if  such  a  Coercion  Act  were  in 
»rce,  would,  in  order  lo  resent  it,  ftreak 
e  law.  Tlierofore,  even  from  the  point 
view  of  those  who  thought  that  Irc- 
od  must  be  governed  by  exceptiomd 
ws,  this  Act  waa  no  good  at  all, 
lause,  while  it  irritated  the  people  auil 
t raged  their  feeling*^,  it  was  nut  drastir 
ough  to  5top  agitfirioii.  lie  appealed 
ith  confidence  to  the  Liheml  Party  in 
tills  matter,  because  lie  knew  peifectly 
well  that  there  were  Mcnd>ers  of  that 
Party  who  had  deiiounced  eoeroioii  just 
m  strongly  as  t!ie  Irish  Members  them- 
selves  had  denounced  it.  One  Englisii 
Member  hnd  gone  over  to  Ireland  and 
l>een  iiiipri.Honed  himself.  He  did  not 
exj>ect  that  the  Conservatives  would 
support  the  appeal  that  was  now  made  to 
the  House,  because  they  ajight  have  some 
notion  that  in  future  then'  might  want  to 
^KWXt  the  Act  in  force  for  their  own  pur- 
Bosed.  It  might  he  said  tbut  the  di>^cus' 
iion  WH8  a  mere  waste  of  time,  t!uit  the 
Bill  could  not  become  law,  nod  lliat,  even 
if  it  went  through  the  Commons,  the 
House  of  Lords  would  not  pass  it.  Still, 
the  fact  of  the  House  of  Commons  regis- 
tering a  vote  in  favour  of  the  repeal  of 
the  Act  would  have  a  good  effect  in  Ire- 
land and  in  every  portion  of  the  world.  If 


no  Bill  was  to  be  introduce+l  which  tl\e 
House  of  Lords  would  not  pass,  he  shouid 
be  glad  to  know  what  Bill  could  be  in- 
troduced. It  was  the  House  of  Commons 
that  in  the  first  itistanee  initiated  the 
Coercion  Bill  and  passed  it,  and  it  was 
Ministers  sitting  on  the  Front  Bench  in 
that  House  who  administered  it.  The 
House  of  Commons  was,  under  these 
eireiimstanees,  the  proper  authority  to 
repeal  the  Act,  and  it  was  for  the  present 
Govern  meat  to  let  the  Irish  people 
\  I  n  d  e  rst  a  n  d  t  h  at  1 1 1  ey  were  i  n  earn  est.  If 
they  were  in  earnest,  they  would  leave 
no  st4>ne  unturned  to  enable  his  hoii.  and 
gallant  Friend  (Colonel  Kolan)  to  jiasa 
his  Bill  into  law. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  tiie  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.** — ( Cokmrl  Nolan,) 

Hit.  BARTON  (Armagh,  Mid.)  saul, 
he  felt  sure  that  many  Members  would 
have  listened — as  he  had  done — ^with 
sympathy  to  that  part  of  the  speech  of 
the  hoji.  Member  with  regard  to  his  own 
experiences  in  prisou.  He  did  not  tliink 
an V one  was  likely  to  accuse  the  hon. 
Member  of  want  of  manliness  or  courage, 
either  physically  or  politically.  But  he 
would  remind  the  hon.  Member  that  his 
experiences  in  prison  were  regulated  by 
the  Prison  Rtdes,  and  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  Bill.  He  woidd  also  remind 
him  that  the  late  Govern  men  t  had  no 
monopoly  in  prosecuting  Members  of 
Parliament.  Under  the  administrutiou 
of  the  present  CIdef  Secretary  colleagues 
of  the  boil.  Member  h^id  been  prosecuted, 
aud  if  tliose  prnsecu lions  hnd  resulted  Tn 
convictions  the  hnn.  Geuth  men  to  whom 
he  referred  woidd  have  been  umler  the 
same  Prison  Rules  as  the  hon.  Member, 

An  lion,  MEMUEit  :  Those  Members 
were  tried  by  a  jury. 

Mr,  barton  said,  that  had  nothing 
to  do  with  his  point,  which  was  that  in 
tlfis  important  Debate  as  to  whether  the 
Crimes  Act  should  he  repealed,  the  hou. 
Member  had  int  rod  need  an  element  which 
had  no  relation  to  the  Crimes  Act  alone, 
but  relateil  |o  i-s^ry  Act  bearing  irpon 
crime  in  Irelatid.  Passing  from  that,  no 
one  who  heard  it  eotild  say  that  the 
speech  of  the  hou.  and  gallant  Member 
in  moving  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill  was  not  a  good-humoured  speech. 
The  hou.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had  told 
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them  that  to  be  imprisoued  under  the 
Crimes  Act  was  an  honour,  ant]  tlmt  iu 
his  own  case  it  had  been  uece^ssarj  to 
apologise  for  having  never  been  in  prison. 
Furthermore,  he  toJd  them  that  at  the 
present  moment  the  Bill  was  not  in  opera- 
tion in  any  part  of  Ireland. 

An  hon.  Member  :  One  proviaioo  is. 

Mk,  barton  ;  Only  one  provision 
was  in  operation.  Looking  at  the  good- 
humoured  ebaracter  of  the  speech  of  the 
hoti.  and  gallant  Member,  it  was  phiiu 
that  he  wae  not  suffering  unJer  that 
burning  ^ense  of  wrong  that  he  won  Id 
have  them  believe*  The  j^peeehes  of  tho 
Mover  afid  Sceouder  might  have  made  a 
greater  impression  upon  him  were  it  not 
that  he  knew  of  hundreds  of  thoirsands 
of  Irishmen  whom  the  Act  of  1887  had 
saved  from  inlolenihlo  tyraoDj, 

Mr.  \V.  REDMOND  :  The  Coereiofi 
Act  has  »)ot  been  put  iu  force  in  your 
part  of  freliiiid, 

Mr,  BARTON  said,  that  the  meaiiinre 
might  he  properly  called  an  Act  that 
saved  loyal  men  from  coercion.  Iu  one 
thing  he  agreed  with  the  lion.  Member 
for  Clare — namely,  that  if  that  Act  were 
to  be  repealed,  the  Bill  to  repeal  it  ought 
to  be  proposed  by  the  responsible  Go- 
vernment, and  not  by  a  private  Member. 
What  were  the  facts  ?  The  Act  of  1887 
took  more  than  three  months  to  pass^ — 
namely,  from  the  1st  of  April  to  the  7th 
of  July,  but  now  it  was  proposed  to 
carry  the  Second  Reading  of  a  Bill  re- 
pealing it  on  a  Wednesday  afternoon. 
The  present  Chief  Secretary  himself 
brought  forward  an  Ameudmenl,  in  the 
coarse  of  the  Debate  which  took  place 
upon  the  Crimes  Aet,  proposiug  a  limita- 
tion of  the  Aet  to  three  years  ;  and  be 
then  said  that,  if  not  so  limited,  but  put 
on  the  Statnte  Book  as  a  permaneni  Act, 
the  difficulty  of  repealing  it  would  be 
very  great,  because  anyone  jirnposing  it  a 
repeal  would  liave  to  prove  a  negative* 
If  the  present  Bill  were  to  pass,  then 
the  Cliief  Secretary  ought  to  prove  that 
negative,  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  know  better  than  anyone  else  the 
true  state  of  Ireland  at  the  present  time* 
The  hon,  and  gallant  Member  (Colonel 
Nolan)  had  said  that  the  passing  of  the 
Crimes  Act  was  not  justified.  He  (Mr. 
Bartou)  would  not  argue  that  point  or 
re-open  it,  but  he  would  remind  the  House 
of  one  set  of  facts,  and  one  ouly,  which 
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lingered  in  his  memory.  In  the  IS 
months  preceding  its  adoption  there  were 
10  uiipnnisbed  murders  and  350  un- 
punished serious  crimes  in  Ireland.  The 
hon,  and  gallant  Member  had  spoken  of 
the  Coercion  Act  as  hnmi Hating  to  Ire- 
land, !jut  to  his  (Mr,  Barton's)  mind  it 
would  be  much  more  hnmiliating  to  allow 
crime  to  go  unpunished  in  that  country. 
The  evils  the  Crimes  Act  was  meant  to 
meet  were  the  difficulty  of  detecting 
crime  and  the  breakdown  of  the  jury 
system.  These  were  points  that  the  Act 
met.  Never  did  an  Act  more  speedily 
accomplish  its  objcet  of  restoring  order 
to  Ireland.  There  had  been  a  good  deal 
of  cant  and  exaggeration  used  in  connec- 
tion with  the  contents  of  the  Act  of 
1H87,  wliich  really  ctiected  only  a  smali 
alteration  in  the  then  existing  law, 
A  great  part  of  the  complaint  as  to 
coercion  duraig  the  last  Administration 
had  nothing  vvhatt^ver  to  do  with  the 
Crimes  Act,  What  Wiis  complained  of 
even  by  the  Chief  Secretary  was  jury 
packing  and  lending  the  forces  of  the 
Crown  at  evictions. 

Mu,  J.  MO  RLE  Y  :  I  did  not  com- 
plain of  lending  the  forces  of  the  Crown 
to  protect  officers  iu  carrying  out  the 
law. 

Mr.  BARTON  said,  that  Members  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Party  referred 
to  that  matter.  The  complaints  were 
not  so  much  as  to  the  administ ration  of 
the  Crimes  Act  as  to  the  administration 
of  the  orilinary  law.  Besides,  the  Crimes 
Act  contained  mnch  less  alteration  of  the 
law  than  was  supposed.  It  only  intro- 
duced the  Scotch  preliminary  intjuiry  and 
the  Scotch  system  of  change  of  venue 
and  of  special  jnr3\  It  extended  sum- 
mary jnrisdiction  to  certain  eases  in 
which  juries  had  been  found  inapplicable, 
and  it  gave  the  Lord  Lieutenant  power 
to  prohibit  and  suppress  illegal  and  dau- 
gerous  associations.  But  though  the 
change  in  the  law  was  snmll,  and  the 
interference  which  it  cftbclcd  with  liberty 
was  also  small,  tbe  Act  comparing  very 
favourably  with  previous  Coercion  Acta, 
it  touciied  the  weak  spots — namely,  tbe 
failure  of  the  ordinary  jury  system  and 
the  failure  in  the  detection  of  crime.  He 
wouhl  remind  the  House  of  the  nature 
of  the  former  Coercion  Act.  The  Act  of 
1881-2  was  of  a  very  difterent  character- 
It  suspended  the  habeas  corpus  and  ^ave 
unlimited    power    of  suppressing  new«- 
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papers  aod  publio  meetings,  iinil  eoiti- 
mitted  the  trial  of  murder  and  treason- 
felony  to  a  ConiraiBsion  of  Judges. 
Tliere  was  a  re^l  invasion  of 
liberty  ra  that  Act  and  of  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  called  the 
rights  of  the  Cons^titiition.  8nch  could 
not  be  said  of  the  Crimes  Act,  It  did 
not  contain  a  suspension  of  the  habeiis 
corpus  or  a  right  of  search  or  power  to 
suppresa  newspapers.  It  contained  no 
unltmited  power  of  arrest ;  it  did  not 
interfere  with  the  essential  rigbts  of 
citizens.  All  it  did  was  to  strengtben 
the  administration  of  the  law  in  places 
where  experience  bad  shown  that,  it  was 
faulty  and  needed  strengr  herd  tig.  The 
i)on.    Member    for    Clare    h»i<l     told    the 

tmse   that   the  Acr  o^'  IHH7  was  so  in* 
lerable  that  not  a  day  longer  sh^njld  he 
owed  to  pass  before  removing  it  from 
B    Statute    Hook.     But,    speaking    in 
Dublin   at    a    meeting    of    the    Natioiiai 
League,  the  hon,  Meml»er  had  saitl  that 
the    revocation    of    the    Coercion    Act 
would   not  benefit  the  people  of  Ireland 
because   it  had   fallen   out   of  uRe*     The 
bon.   Member   sipoke   trnly  when  lie  ^.md 
thai.     But  the  Act  was  not  in  operation. 
^^  was  now  out  of  use  and  did  no  harm  to 
^pyone ;     and    it  only    rernaineil    on  the 
^ntute    Book   in  case  necessity    should 
Hlee^  by  a  revival  of  disorder,  for  its  em- 
ployment.    Reference  had  Iwen  made  by 
tbe  hon.  Member  for  Clare  to  the  case  of 
Mr.  John   Mandeville^   but  the  Unionist 
Party  never  admitted  that  there  was  any 
ahadow  of  fouudafion  for  the  suggestions 

Fde  in  that  case,  or  in  many  other  L-ases, 
ey  were  misropreseotations,  and   were 
part  of  the  attacks  mtulo  upon  the  mea- 
sure at  that  time  for  reasons  which  won  Id 
be  fresh  in  the  recollection  of  the  House, 
Reference    had    also  beeu   made   by    the 
right   hon,    (Tentleman    to    the   Resiilent 
Magistrat-es  ;    but    the    Chief     Secretary 
himself    had  appoinied  several  Resident 
Jlagistrates,    who    were,  he     said,     re- 
^bvable,  and  he  seemed  to  wish  to  substi- 
^■le  f or  existing  Magistrates  others  wlio 
Hpald  be  removable  by  poptdar  vote. 
"^Mk,  J.  MOKLEY  :  I  never  said  so. 
Mii-     BARTON      would     make     no 

fticism  opon  those  appointments.     Two 
'the  gentlemen  ajipointed  were  friends 
his  own,  and  lie  assertotl   tiiat  they 
were  of   the   same  standi  ug  and  class  at 
the  Bar   as   the  gentlemen  appointed  by 
late  Government  J  ami  it  therefore  did  . 


not  lie  in  the  mouth  of  any  supporter  of 
the  Government  to  make  the  fact  of  the 
appoiutment  of  Removable  Magistrates 
a  special  slur  upon  the  administratjon  of 
the  Crimes  Act  or  the  admiuistration  of 
justice  in  Ireland.  What  were  thefacts  with 
regard  to  the  success  of  the  Act  ?  How 
many  people  were  convicted  under  it  ? 
The  House  would  remember  with  what 
organised  resistance  it  was  met,  aud  the 
men  who  w*ere  couvicted  under  it.  The 
hgures  were— in  1888,  1,082;  in  18H9» 
o97  ;  in  18i)0,  391  i  in  1891,  186;  and 
in  June,  1892,  there  were  only  four 
prisoners  In  Ireland  under  the  Crimes 
Act.  It  seemed  to  him  that  these  figures 
were  a  record  of  the  steady  progress  aud 
suecess  of  the  measure  in  reducing  dis- 
order and  preventing  breaches  of  the  law. 
In  1887  there  were  870  persons  wholly 
boycotted  aud  3,&65  persons  partially 
boycotted,  but  liefore  the  end  of  1891 
there  was  uot  a  single  man  or  woman  in 
Ireland  either  wholly  or  partially  boy- 
cotted.  That  meaut  that  4,900  persons 
were  relieved  from  intolerable  persecu- 
tion. Who  would  deny  that  that  had 
been  accomplished  by  means  of  the  Act  ? 
During  tlie  same  period  agrarian  offences 
fell  oil'  by  50  per  cent.,  and  at  the  end  of 
it  ordinary  crime  was  lower  than  it  had 
been  for  20  years.  But  that  was  not  the 
only  result  of  the  Unionist  policy.  It 
was  said  that  the  Act  was  used  for  the 
purpose  of  assisting  tbe  landlords  in 
carrying  out  evictions.  But  evictions 
decreased  during  the  five  years  of  a 
Unionist  Administration  by  75  per  cent. 
There  were  13  per  cent,  fewer  paupers 
in  Ireland  and  18  per  cent,  less  emigra- 
tion from  the  country  at  the  end  of  that 
period  than  at  the  beginning. 

CouiXEL  NOLAN  :  Was  that  due  to 
the  Coercion  Act  ? 

Mb,  BARTON  admiited  that  other 
causehi  were  operating  bene  lie  i  ally  in  Ire- 
land at  that  time,  but  these  losults 
would  have  beeu  impossible  but  for  the 
operation  of  the  Coercion  Act,  which 
restored  the  elements  of  order  and  thus 
helped  to  prevent  emigration  and  to  re- 
move pauperism.  They  were  told  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  there  was 
peace  in  Ireland  at  present*  But  could 
it  be  said  that  there  were  tbe  elements  of 
permanence  in  the  peace  ?  Was  it  not  a 
peace  which  was  purely  conditional, 
which  was  essentially  temporary,  aud 
upon  which  even    tbe    Chief    Secretary 
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bimself  could  not  rely  for  die  maiiitc- 
uanoe  of  order  ?  Tliey  know  from  the 
speechei^  of  hon.  Members*  that  tlieir 
attitude  both  in  Ireland  and  to  the  Go- 
vernment dt^pentled  npou  the  perforinaiK^c 
of  cerraiij  promises,  some  of  whtch  thej 
must  know  it  was  impossible  to  perforni. 
The  Chief  Secretary  him.self  would  be 
slow  to  say  that  the  prejsent  poaeeful 
fondition  of  Ireland  was  of  a  permanent 
character  on  which  Parliament  could 
rely  in  justification  of  the  repeal  of  this 
Act.  There  were  already  signs  of  a 
revival  of  boycott inpj  and  intimidation, 
and  he  feared  they  were  becoming  more 
serious  every  day.  The  state  of  Clare 
anil  of  some  other  places  in  Ireland  at 
the  present  moment  not  only  formed  an 
argument  agftinst  the  repeal  of  the 
Crime;?  Act,  but  would  justify  the  Chief 
Secretary  in  applying  some  of  its  pro- 
visions to  those  parts  of  the  country. 

Mk.  W.  REDMOND  :  Clare  is  now 
in  a  better  conditiou  tlian  it  has  been  for 
years, 

Mh.  WYNDIIAM  (Dover)  :  That  is 
not  sayiog  nuich. 

Mr.  HAKTOiS'  could  not  accept  the 
hon.  Memlier  for  Clare's  statement.  At 
the  Spring  and  Summer  Assizes  of  1893 
there  was  a  scandalous  failure  of  justice 
in  tlm*  county,  and  the  JucJge  described 
it  as  a  travesty,  and  declared  tlnit  a  great 
responsihility  rested  on  someone  for  tliat 
state  of  things.  At  the  Winter  Assizes 
there  was  an  antomatic  change  of  venue, 
and  then  several  eonvictious  were  oh- 
taiacd.  At  the  Spring  Assizes  there 
was  agaiu  a  failure  of  jtjstice.  Ouc 
hundred  and  seventeen  cases  were  re- 
ported, l>ut  only  five  prisoners  were  tried, 
and  only  one  was  couvieted  of  connnon 
assault.  The  Judge  stated  on  that  occa- 
sion that  it  was  not  possilde  to  try  anv 
eases  in  that  county  without  open  con- 
tempt of  the  law.  Yet  they  were  tolil 
that  the  condition  of  Clare  was  satis- 
factory, aud  that  it  never  was  in  a  better 
state. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  said,  what  lie 
bad  stated  was  that  the  figures* 
showed  that  there  was  leas  crime  in 
Clare  uow  t)»an  tliere  had  been  for  a 
long  time.  How  lorig  that  would  reuiain 
the  case  he  did  not  know,  if  evictiorift 
went  on  at  Hodyke  nml  other  pla«His  in 
the  eoiinty.  If  the  evictions  continued 
be  would  not  answer  for  the  future, 

Mr.  Barton 


Mr.  barton  said,  the  hou.  MemlierV 
iuterruption  confirmed  bis  statement,  that 
the  peace  in  Trclaml  did  not  stand  upon  ft 
permanent  foundation,  and  if  that  was 
the  case  who  would  argue  that  there  wad 
any  ground  for  repealing  the  Crimee 
Act  ?  The  Chief  Secretary  himself  had 
described  Clare  as  a  "  black  krea,**  and 
as  a  disgrace  fo  civilisation, 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  That  was  a  long 
time  ago. 

Mr.  BARTON  :  Will  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  tell  us  it  \}i  in  a  more  satis- 
factory pondition  to-day  ? 

Uh\  J.  MORLEY  ;  Yes. 

Mr.  BARTON  said,  he  would  rem iud 
the  right  hon.  Oentlemnn  that  the  failure 
of  Juries  to  convict  was  one  of  the  ele- 
ments to  be  dealt  with.  When  juries 
failcil  t(*  conviet,  prosecutors  were  afraid 
to  prosecute.  The  Judge,  in  his  Charge 
at  the  Assizes  last  year,  said  that  one  of 
the  worst  results  of  the  faihire  of  justice 
that  had  occurred  at  Assizes  after  Assizes 
was  that  no  man  would  undertake  nu 
abortive  prosecution,  which  would  only 
throw  fresij  odium  and  bntred  uj>ou  him- 
self. He  greatly  feared  thai  that  migbt 
be  a  reason  for  the  Chief  Secretary *« 
statement  that  the  number  of  prosecuti(Mi5 
was  fulling  otf'.  But  iiad  the  right  hoii, 
Gentieman  himself  shown  that  the 
Crimes  Act  was  one  which  he  would  take 
the  r  cspo  E 1  s  J 1  u  I  i  t  y  o  f  re  |  le  a  I  i  n  g  ?  1 1  e  tol  d 
the  House  on  the  Tth  of  July  last  that 

"  If  he  were  iierHimjJed  that  tiic  power  of 
chang-e  of  venue  and  of  securing  sp-ecial  juries 
wualdput  an  uuti  tu  tbiH  sUite  of  ihiugs,  which 
nil  deplored^  tin  uiiioiiut  of  things  hv  hul  snid  ia 
the  past  J  fiiifl  no  sense  of  niortili^'ation  at 
having^'to  unsay  ttiem.  would  prevent  him  front 
faking  tho-w  j>owers/' 

The  Chief  Secretary  would  he  willing,  if 
Jieee-ssity  arose,  to  tnke  thet^e  powers, 
W^as  lie  goini;  to  de]uive  others  of  them  ? 
Would  be  take  the  respousihility,  iu 
the  fa«'e  of  these  facts,  of  removing 
this  Act  from  the  Statute  Book  ? 
But  they  bad  better  iiml  more  direct 
^uidanet*  on  this  tpiestion  even  than  thjit 
trlven  by  the  Chief  Secretary.  Looking 
to  the  future,  they  bad  to  ask  whether 
there  was  likely  ti>  be  any  necessity  for 
nsing  this  Actaji^aiu.  They  bad  the  plaiu 
answer  froni  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo, 
who  bad  clearly  decbirei!  bis  views,  as  to 
the  uatore  of  the  present  order,  why  tt 
existed,  and  how  lon|r  it  was  likely  to 
last.  He  said  the  retisnn  why  they  hod 
not  encouraged  agitation  iu  Ireland  waa 


I 
I 

I 


765  Criminal  Lau^  Procedure  {18  Apbil  1894]    (Ireland)  Act  (1887)  ^c.  766 


because  thej  had  a  Government  in  power 
i¥ho  were  doing  their  hest  to  give  the 
whole  government  of  the  country  into 
the  hands  of  the  Irish  people.  That, 
again,  was  another  proof  that  this  peace- 
ful state  (>f  Ireland  was  ahsolutelj  con- 
ditional, and  conld  not  he  relied  upon  as  nn 
argument  for  repealing  this  Act.  The 
hon.  Memher  for  Majo  went  on  to  saj 
that  if  the  Tories  got  back  to  power  be- 
fore Home  Rule  was  passed  there  would 
be  one  of  the  biggest  land  agitations 
that  had  ever  been  seen  jet,  and  that 
there  would  be  more  necessity  than  ever 
for  dealing  with  the  evicted  tenants. 
What  did  that  mean  ?  That  meant  that 
if  the  Unionist  Party  should  be  placed  in 
Office  there  would  be  boycotting  and  dis- 
order followed  by  crime,  a  state  of  things 
DO  Government  could  contemplate  as  the 
result  of  repealing  this  Act.  He  did  not 
doubt  the  ability  of  the  lion.  Member  to 
do  much  in  the  direction  pointed  out ;  but 
if  that  were  to  follow  the  repealing  of 
this  Act  of  Parliament,  the  next  time  an 
attempt  was  made  to  get  up  an  agitation 
the  Eugiish  people  would  not  be  so  easily 
humbugged,  nor  the  Irish  so  easily 
Jtroused,  nor  Irish  tenants  so  easily  duped. 
There  must  be  mischief  if  such  a  threat 
were  carried  out,  and  at  all  events  it  was 
Bufiicient  warning  of  the  sheer  madness 
of  repealing  this  Act.  He  based  the 
defence  of  the  Act  upon  the  ground  that 
it  accomplished  its  object  and  that  it  re- 
stored order  and  prosperity  in  Ireland. 
It  had  been  admitted  that  it  did  no  harm 
to  anyone  now  ;  and  it  could  not  be 
brought  into  operation  without  the  House 
having  the  opportunity  to  stop  that 
operation  if  it  wished  to  do  so.  It  was 
fiar  better  that  it  should  remain  on  the 
Statute  Book  than  that  there  should  be, 
as  there  had  been  in  the  past,  a  succession 
of  spasmodic  and  fitful  Coercion  Acts, 
which  were  a  scandal,  caused  sgitation, 
and  led  to  bitter  conflicts  in  that  House 
and  the  loss  of  time  required  for  other 
business.  How  many  Coercion  Acts  had 
there  been  in  the  present  century  ?  No 
less  than  28  had  been  introduced  by 
Liberal  Governments  in  63  years.  Such 
measures  were  by  no  means  a  monopoly 
of  the  present  Parliament  or  of  the  pre- 
sent Chief  Secretary.  During  Grattan's 
Parliament  there  were  14  Coercion  Acts 
before  1795^  and  many  more  before  1800. 
So  far  as  the  experience  of  the  past  went, 
whether  in  the  United  Parliament  or  in 


the  Irish  Parliament,  they  would  see  how 
neeessary  it  had  been  to  introduce  con- 
tinuous measures  of  this  kind,  and  he 
believed  their  spasmodic  character  had 
been  the  real  obstacle  to  their  success. 
It  was  far  more  statesmanlike  and  far 
more  calculated  to  effect  the  purpose  to 
let  the  Act  remain  on  the  Statute  Book, 
and  then  months  of  weary  waiting  would 
be  saved  if  it  were  required  to  be  put  in 
operation.  Everyone  hoped  the  time 
would  come  when  there  would  be  no 
necessity  for  exceptional  legislation  for 
Ireland  ;  but  in  the  face  of  recent  history, 
of  what  they  all  knew  of  the  present 
condition  of  Ireland,  and  of  the  threats 
he  had  quoted  which  had  been  held  out, 
nobody  could  say  that  that  time  had  yet 
arrived.  He  felt  satisfied  that  in  resisting 
this  Bill  he  was  not  open  to  any  charge 
by  hon.  Members  from  Ireland,  while 
he  was  convinced  he  was  discharging  his 
duty  to  his  Irish  fellow-countrymen  and 
his  constituents.  No  Act  of  recent  times 
had  been  of  greater  public  benefit  than 
this,  and  it  would  be  a  mistaken  and 
most  unwise  course  to  entertain  for  a 
moment  the  notion  under  present  circum- 
stances of  depriving  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment of  the  means  of  once  for  all  restoring 
order  and  peace  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  SETON-KARR  (St.  Helens) 
seconded  the  Amendment  for  the  same 
reason  which  prompted  him  on  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  in  1882.  It  was  not 
often  that  an  English  Member  had  the 
opportunity  of  intervening  in  an  Irish 
Debate.  He  admitted  that  the  Act  was 
an  exceptional  piece  of  legislation,  and 
he  did  not  support  it  simply  because 
it  was  brought  in  by  the  Leaders  of  his 
own  Party  :  but  he  supported  it  because 
he  believed  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
for  the  welfare  of  Ireland.  What  was 
the  grievance  on  which  Irish  Members 
rested  this  demand  ?  No  case  had  been 
made  out  now  for  repealing  it.  It  could 
never  have  touched  a  single  honest  man 
in  Ireland. 

Mr^  W.  REDMOND :  I  beg  your 
pardon  ;  it  touched  me. 

Mr.  SETON-KARR  hoped  he  had  not 
inadvertently  touched  the  hon.  Member, 
but  in  that  case  it  probably  was  the 
misfortune  and  not  the  fault  of  the  hon. 
Member  ;  he  must  have  been  in  bad  com- 
pany. It  had  never  touched  any  man 
who  did  not  deserve  it.  They  were  asked 
to  vote  for  the  repeal  of  this  Act  on  the 
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groniad  that  it  was  an  exceptional  meBSiire. 
But  why  need  it  be  exceptional  ?  He 
would  make  thia  offer :  that,  if  either  the 
Government  or  any  Irish  Meml>er  would 
propose  to  extend  the  Act  to  the  rest  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  he  would  support 
them.  If  that  were  done  a  great  canse  of 
complaint  would  be  removed.  But  the 
one  thing  that  convinced  him  that  the 
Act  WHS  necessary  in  Ireland  at  the  time 
it  was  passed  was  that  trial  hy  jury  diil 
not  operate  in  that  ec>untr^\  The  present 
state  of  Ireland  juBtihed  the  passing  of 
the  Act,  and  it  would  be  better  to  keep  it 
and  so  »ave  the  time  that  would  have  to 
be  spent  in  paf*sint^  another  Act  if  the 
weapon  of  exceptional  legi**lfltion  again 
became  necessary.  It  was  said  that 
Parliament  could  pas  8  the  Bill  if 
necessary  in  another  Session ;  but 
there  had  been  a  sufficient  waete  of  time 
last  year,  when  Gvvry  Member  of  the 
House  was  impressed  with  so  great  n 
scandal,  No  responsibility  had  been 
brought  houTe  to  the  men  who  necessi- 
tated that  situation  ;  and  the  result  had 
been  that  the  English  Memlwrs,  repre- 
presenting  live-sixths  of  the  interests  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  had  all  their 
measures  of  domestic  reform  thrown 
back  or  shelved.  He  oftered  that  argu- 
ment to  Erigiiah  Members  in  every  part 
of  the  House,  and  tiiey  should  not  de- 
prive tliemseives  of  a  weapon  which  had 
been  so  succesBful  in  dealing  with  an 
exceptional  state  of  things  in  Ireland 
in  the  past  which  they  had  been 
threateneil  on  good  authority  might  recur. 
He  believed  that  in  the  ]>rcsent  condition 
of  affairs  English  Members  won  hi  he 
false  to  the  interests  of  their  constituents 
and  their  country  if  they  allowed  even 
the  possibility  of  such  waste  €tf  time.  If 
a  Unionist  (ioverument  came  into  power 
it  was  (fuitc  possiljle,  were  the  Bill  ru- 
peate<l,  that  they  would  have  a  return  in 
Ireland  of  the  Htate  of  at!uirs  vs  Inch  pre- 
vailed in  18K7  ;  they  would  have  a  fresh 
agitation  set  on  foot,  and  the  loyalist 
minority  would  be  threatened  and  boy- 
cotted. Another  Coercion  Act  would 
then  be  required,  and  what  in  such  cir- 
cumstances would  become  of  the  legisla- 
tive reforms  which  English  Memlterj^ 
desired  to  see  cairied  ?  AH  the  time  of 
the  House  would  again  be  taken  up  with 
the  question  of  coercion.  It  was  there- 
fore in  their  own  interest  that  English 
Members  should  op|>ose  the  repeal  of  the 
Mr,  Scion- Karr 


Act.  Let  the  Act  remain  on  the  shelf  to 
be  brought  down  only  as  uecessity  might 
recjuire.  Irish  Members  might  believe 
him  when  he  said  that  he  had  no  desire 
to  assist  in  ]>assing  what  were  called 
coercive  measures  for  Ireland  unless 
there  was  absolute  necessity  for  it.  He 
thought  the  case  had  ^►een  amply  made 
out,  and,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he 
should  be  only  too  glad  to  support  uni- 
versal legislation  of  this  kind  were  it 
thought  to  he  necessary.  But  bearing io 
mind  the  time,  trouble,  and  responsibility 
incurred  in  passing  the  Bill  in  the  past, 
and  the  fact  that  its  operation  had  so  re^ 
dounded  to  the  benefit  and  prosperity  of 
Ireland,  as  well  as  of  the  United  King- 
dom, he  did  trust  every  English  Member 
would  oppose  the  repeal  of  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  **now,'*  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  **upon  this 
day  six  months." — (3/;-.  Barton.) 

Question  proposed,  *'*'  That  the  word 
'  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mh.  WYNDHAM  (Dover)  hoped  be 
would  not  be  guilty  of  disconrteey  if  in 
the  absence  of  the  Mover  and  Seconder 
of  the  Bill  he  pointeti  out  that  their 
speeches  had  afforded  convincing  proof 
of  the  inconvenience  and  #veu  ahsurdity 
of  approaching  f|uestions  of  that  magni- 
tude on  a  Wednejiday  afternoou.  He 
would  l>e  the  last  person  to  disparage 
those  speeches,  for  they  all  enjoyed  the 
breezy  geniality  of  the  hon*  and  gallant 
Colonel,  and  they  also  listeneJ  with  re- 
spectful alien t ion  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Clare  ;  Imt  he  put  it  to  both  hon. 
Gentlemen  and  to  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  as  well,  whether 
those  speeches  were  calculated  to  induce 
the  House  to  reverse  its  decision  upon  a 
grt^t  measure  of  policy  solemnly  under- 
taken some  years  ago  ?  The  hon*  and 
gallant  Mover  dilated  on  the  questioa  Of 
trial  by  jury,  but  the  Chief  Secretary 
knew  that  he  (Mr,  VVyndham)  could 
bring  forward  aheaves  of  <^ notations  from 
speeches  by  the  right  hon.  Gentlemau 
antl  bis  colleagues  referring  to  the  diffi* 
eulty  of  obtaining  convictions  in  Ireland* 
Tiie  present  Secretary  ior  Wur,  in  1885, 
said  tliey  couhi  not  be  sure  of  getting  ft 
coitvictiou  on  the  clearest  evidence,  and 
it  was  not  merely  reasonable  but  it  wad 
ue<;es&ary  to   provide    some  measure  to 
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impressed  ou  h\&  mi  ad  when  tlieae  cou- 
troveraies  ritged  ;  he  hoped  uothiug 
said  that  afteriioou  would  rescue 
them  from  the  ohlivion  mto  which 
they  had  passed  ;  aed  he  eertuiuly  had 
no  wish  to  btir  up  ancient  niomeries 
by  criticising  the  atits  of  men  which  the 
Unionist  Party  held  to  be  blameworthy 
aud  illegal,  hnt  which  were  deliberately 
done  as  a  protest  against  the  Crimea 
Act.  He  wished  to  take  advantage  of 
that  lull  in  the  storm  of  controversy  and 
to  ask  the  House  to  look  npou  these 
matters  in  the  light  of  the  rehitiou  of 
law  to  Bocial  order,  and  to  look  upon 
tbi8  Act  as  one  event  in  an  historical 
series  of  eveuts.  If  they  did  that  tke 
first  thiug  which  must  stiiketbem  would 
bt^  the  ludicrous  similarity  between  the 
position  of  the  Goveromeut  to-day  and 
that  of  the  Tory  Government  of  188*5. 
Both  were  in  Office  by  virtue  of  Irish 
votes.  Tlie  Tory  Government  a  Howled 
the  Crimes  Act  to  lapse^  but  he  did  not 
think  that  by  reason  of  that  actioo  they 
were  open  to  the  charge  of  cynicism  so 
often  levehed  against  them  by  the  pre- 
sent Administration,  A  Government 
took  Oflice  in  order  to  do  more  things 
than  one  ;  it  sought  to  achieve  many 
matters  of  the  highest  importance,  and 
it  could  uot  sacrifice  itself  upon  one 
matter  which  constituted  only  an  item 
in  its  programme.  No  donbt  if  right 
iion.  Gentlemen  opposite  voted  that  after- 
noon in  support  of  the  repeal  of  the 
Crimes  Act  they  won  Id  he  voting  Lu 
accordance  with  their  consciences.  Now,  ho 
would  like  to  consider  this  question  in  the 
light  of  the  aUernatious  betweon  Acts  of'  I 
Coercion  aud  measures  of  conciliation. 
This  was  an  old  story,  because  they 
found  both  Parties  during  the  last  25 
years  alternatively  passing  exceptional 
legiBlation  antl  men  announcing  that  they 
were  going  to  give  it  up  in  favuur  of  a 
policy  of  conciliation.  This  see-saw 
policy  had  gone  ou  all  that  time,  and 
wotild  go  on  until  botli  po!il(cal  Parties 
adopted  finally  one  plan  or  smother  of  a 
sufficiently  drastic  and  adequate  charac- 
ter. They  were  a^jked  tiik  evening  to " 
repeal  the  Crimes  Act  of  1887  simply 
because  it  bad  conflut-cd  to  sl^cial  order 
n  Ireland.     They  passed  the  Crimes  Act 


OTercome  that  ditiicnlty.  The  right 
hoiu  Gentleman  addeil  that  such  a 
measure  might  very  well  he  nmde  part  of 
the  permanent  law  of  the  land.  He 
quoted  this  to  show  that  the  measure 
before  the  House  dealt  with  a  vast 
question  of  policy  upon  which  both 
in  the  House  bad  held 
antagonistic  to  those  put 
by  the  Mover  of  the  Bill. 
Both  Parties  in  tbe  State  had  »t  onetime 
or  another  encountered  the  difficulty  of 
not  being  able  to  secure  verdicts  in 
accordance  with  the  evidence,  and  both 
sides  had  been  forced  to  resort  to  excep- 
tional aud  repressive  legislation  in  order 
to  lill  up  that  defect  in  the  social 
condition  of  Ireland,  But  could  they 
discuss  the  social  conditions  of  Ireland 
during  the  last  30  years  in  the  course  of 
a  Debate  of  three  or  four  hours  ?  Were 
they  to  be  asked  to  give  tiieir  verdict  ou 
the  two  speeches  they  ha*i  heard^  fol- 
lowed by  what  seemed  to  be  a  conspiracy 
of  silence  ?  Could  they  be  expected 
under  such  circumstances  to  reverse  the 
deHnite  and  deliberate  policy  of  tbe 
UnioDist  Party  with  regard  to  Ireland  ? 
What  subjects  did  the  bon,  and  gallant 
Member  deal  with .''  Trial  by  jury, 
change  of  vt-^nue,  special  juries,  prison 
treatment,  capabilities  of  Magistrates, 
the  discipline  of  the  police,  and  a  tbousand 
other  matters  which  had  nothing  on  earth 
to  do  with  the  principle  of  adopting  re- 
pressive legislation  for  Ireland.  The 
House  was  being  asked  to  reproduce  in 
four  hours  a  three  months'  Debate  on  the 
Climes  Act,  and  long  and  protnictetl  De- 
bates on  the  Irish  Estimates  of  six  years. 
Anybody  who  remembered  the  Dd^ates 
on  jury -packing,  prisou  treatment,  the 
unfortunate  death  of  Mandeville,  and 
many  o ther  topics^  won  1  d  feel  the  ahs u rtli ty 
of  asking  them  to  determine  a  principle 
of  policy  in  a  Debate  hampered  hy  faint 
echoes  of  ancient  cootroversy.  They  had 
become  faint,  and  hon.  Members  liijd  heeu 
aittiiig  like  Bip  Van  Winkles  listen lug  to 
references  to  topics  the  mere  mention  uf 
which  at  (me  time  producctl  storms  of 
angry  recriminatioD.  But  now  they  were 
met  with  good-tempereit  laughter,  not 
because  their  moral  nature  had  beert  re- 
fornieiU  hut  because  they  had  learned  the 
•nptitiess  and  hollowness  of  such  pro- 
ceedings. He  had  heeu  glacl  to  forget 
the  minor  details — ^such  as  the  weight 
and  ages   of  prisoners — which  were  so 


of  lHb7  in  order  to  bring  the  law  into 
harmony  with  social  order  in  Ireland, 
The  Home  knla  Bill,  according  to  its 
author,  wa$  introduced  for  the  same  pur- 
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po^e.  It  wa?i  then,  and  was*  still,  a 
question  bow  soeial  order  t*ould  he  re* 
eoiieiled  ^Yith  the  law  in  Ireland — how 
just  verdicti^  from  juries  cow  Id  be  secured^ 
the  rights  of  property  protecteil,  and  the 
intimitlatlon  of  the  subject  prereuted. 
Two  nlternatives  had  been  presented  to 
secure  this  object — exceptional  legisla- 
tion aud  Home  Rule  for  Ireland.  Far- 
liarneiit  had  adopt eil  tlie  former,  and  re* 
jected  Home  Rule  in  IH86.  It  would 
be  fatal  if  the  (Toverninent  that  afternoon 
went  back  from  tlie  point  at  which  Par- 
h'anrent  arrived  in  18Hf>^ — the  point  of 
ilecidiiig  lH>rween  effective  and  per- 
manent legislation  of  an  exceptional 
character  ami  an  ample  measure  of  Home 
Rule,  If  the  Government,  in  spite  of  tlie 
experience  of  18H5,  reverteil  to  a  policy 
of  endeavotiring^  to  govern  Ireland  under 
the  ordinary  law,  whilst  withholding 
from  ft  ti»e  demand  for  Home  Rule, 
they  w^ou!d  be  doomed  to  meet 
again  with  disappoint  men  r  and  failure. 
He  admitted  that  tlie  Cliief  Secretary 
for  Irehind  waii  entitled  to  rote  for 
this  Motion  to-day,  but  only  on  the  con- 
ditioa  that  he  introduced  n  Home  Rnle 
Bill  on  Monday.  His  Party  had  recog- 
nised the  fact  that  in  Ireland  yon  could 
not  be  sure  of  getting  juries  to  convict, 
and  that  there  were  some  eouvictionsi 
that  were  jn:^tifiable,  ^ome  that  were  not, 
and  cases  in  which  they  were  indeed 
fiometimes  good,  some  tin  »cs  had,  and 
sometimes  indifferent.  But  the  fact 
stood  Ihcsnme,  It  was  true,  then,  chat  in 
1885  you  conid  not  be  sure  of  getting  a 
conviction  from  a  jury.  Was  tlie  riglit 
lion,  (Teiitleman  the  Chief  Secretary  sure 
that  they  would  l>e  able  to  get  a  convic- 
tion now  ?  The  late  Prime  Minister 
said  it  was  not  to  be  denied  that  there 
was  great  interference  with  individual 
liberty  in  the  shape  of  intimida- 
tion. He  asked  whether  there  was  no 
intimidation  now,  an<!  wli ether,  if  the 
Chief  Secretary  and  his  Party  should  be 
driven  from  (iffice,  they  might  not  get 
more  intimidation,  ami  be  unable  again 
to  nrnteet  th^c  property  of  the  landlords 
or  to  ^ct  con VK'I ions  from  juries?  He 
t*aid  that  the  old  vlifficiilties  were  still 
there,  and  if  there  was  any  difference  it 
was  only  a  difference  of  degree,  and  one 
upon  which  they  could  not  count.  These 
were  the  three  gbiring  Jefects  in  the 
Bocial  order  in  Ireland  \<bich  no  re- 
sponsible   Minister  coidd    look    ?*t    with 

Mr,  fiyndham 


equanimity.  The  late  Prime  Minister  laid 
down  as  the  fruit  of  ripe  ejtperience  that 
there  were  only  two  alternative  cures  for 
social  disorder  in  Ireland.  One  was 
Home  Rule,  and  the  other  \\'d»  repressive 
legislation  of  a  permanent  character — 
that  was  to  say,  if  they  could  not  get 
juries  to  convict,  they  must  have  it  in 
their  power  to  iuatltnte  tribunals  which 
would  convict,  and  to  change  the 
venue  of  trial.  He  was  not  gorog 
this  evening  to  argne  npon  the  merits 
of  the  Crirues  Act  which  they  were 
asked  to  repeaL  He  said,  in  the  first 
place,  without  deciding  upon  its  merits, 
if  was  their  plan  for  dealing  with  tliese 
defects  in  the  social  condition  of  Ireland, 
and  that  it  was  the  late  Prime  Minister's 
alternative  plan,  and  that  by  iin|>licatioii 
he  was  bound  to  main  fain  the  Crimes 
Act,  which  contained  a  great  many  of  the 
provisions  which  he  himself  had  stated 
were  necessary.  The  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land had  admitted  also  that  a  good  nmojr 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Crimes  Act  were 
the  settled  policy  of  the  Parly  to  whieh 
he  belonged  in  the  absence  of  Home 
Ru!e.  Therefore^  some  kind  of  Crimes 
Act,  closely  resembling  the  Crimes  Act 
in  cjuestion  this  evening  was  the  second 
i^triug  of  the  Government  l>ow,  and  they 
could  not  repeal  that  Act  unless  they 
were  prepared  forthwith  to  introduce  a 
Home  Rnle  Bill  again.  Again  he  would 
point  out  that  one  of  the  alternatives  had 
more  authority  drawn  from  the  sanction 
of  that  House  than  the  other,  Tho 
Crimes  Act  was  passed  by  a  majority  of 
101  on  its  Scf^ond  Reading.  The  Third 
Reading  was  passed  by  a  majority  of  87, 
Tliey  knew  that  if  the  Governiiient 
drumme<l  up  all  their  suppi>rters  they 
could  not  command  a  majority  sucli  as 
that  this  evening*  They  miglit  say  that 
the  country  at  the  last  General  Election 
voted  against  the  plan  of  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  for  dealing  with  social  dis- 
order in  Ireland.  That  was  a  plansible 
argument  i  but  if  tho  late  Prime  Minister 
was  right  in  laying  down  that  these  were 
the  only  two  surviving  alternative 
pJans  for  governing  Ireland*  it  became 
necessary  to  find  out  which  plan 
was  accepted  by  the  country  with  any 
authority.  But  they  knew  perfectly  well 
that  the  only  reason  which  prevented  the 
Government  from  adopting  that  alterna* 
tive  policy  was  that  they  felr  they  dared 
not  go  to  the  country  on  the  question  of 
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Home  Rule.  Therefore,  if  xha  Goveni- 
meiit  votod  for  the  Motion,  know iug  that 
I  bey  couM  uot  get  die  coufitiy  to  ij.*^Re 
thiit  Home  Utile  was  bettei  thuu  exeeji- 
tioijiil  [egit*lntIoii,  tliey  ilitl  so  i? imply  to 
please  their  Irlnh  supporters  hy  allowing 
execptiomil  legisititiou  to  laps^e*  lie 
argued  that  the  Governnieut  were  corn 
mitted  to  the  Crimes  Act  of  lb87  or  to 
somethiijg  like  it ;  and  they  were  cijpe- 
cially  committed  to  i^onie  of  its  pro- 
vbioD.s  hLcuUHe  tliey  had  declared  that 
imtess  Home  Rule  wa§  grautcd 
some  8ueh  legislation  was  tieees- 
sary.  He  believed  that  if  the  Coereiou 
Act  lapsed,  tljo  Goverumeuf:  could  not 
eveii  prevent  the  carrying  of  nrm;*,  aud 
»o  would  be  unable  to  keep  ortler  in 
Ulster.  He  koew  that  his  argu- 
loent  was  an  opportunist  argument,  not 
dealing  with  the  merits  of  tbe  Act,  He 
must  say  that  he  believed  that  the  Act 
was  a  gooil  one,  and  that  the  Bill  uow^ 
l^efore  the  House  was  a  raischievouH  one. 
Miftchievoue  as  it  was  it  w^a^  abo  Inop- 
jiortune.  Upon  one  thing  they  were 
ttgreetl,  and  I  hut  was  a?i  to  the  value  of 
Parliiuuentury  time.  They  saw  that  for 
two  yearrf  practically  all  English  legisla- 
tiou  had  been  huug  up,  [Mr.  J.  Moii- 
i^v  :  The  Tari^^h  Councils  BilL]  Well, 
(hat  was  the  only  measyre.  They  liad 
failed  either  through  their  fault  or  their 
misfortune  to  pass  any  liill  but  one.  The 
waste  of  dme  hitherto  bad  been  eauseil  by 
the  merely  negative  joetbod  of  bringing 
ia  Bills  of  such  a  character  and  in  such 
niuttbers  as  ro  prevent  all  ehant:e  of  atiy 
of  I  hem  passiag.  But  there  w^ere  far 
more  drastic  methods  of  wasting  time. 
Tbey  w^asted  only  the  present  lime  if 
they  failed  to  pass  Bills.  If  they  passed 
bad  Bills,  tbey  wastetl  the  future  time 
needed  for  tbeir  repeal  ;  while  if  they 
repe4iled  good  laws  they  wasted  the  time 
of  the  present  aud  the  past,  and  also 
time  iu  the  future,  which  would  be  ueedwl 
for  theh*  re-enactment.  That,  was  the 
plan  of  the  boo.  and  gallaat  Member  this 
afternoon.  [Colonel  ^^iLan  ;  I  am  re- 
pe^liDg  a  bad  Bill.]  Of  course,  his  hon. 
aud  gallant  Frteud  was  entitled  to  say 
that.  But  to  flupport  bis  argument  be 
might  refer  to  The  Dailf/  iVew/r,  That 
newspaper  explained  that  it  was  not 
sufficient  for  a  measure  to  lie  a  good 
tDeiiStire^  but  that  measurea  of  positive 
legislation  must  be  given  precedence  in 
accordance  with  urgeocy.    Consequently, 


bad  Bills  eould  only  be  repealed  if  there 
was  urgency.  He  asked  whether  this 
wiis  (be  lime  of  day  to  look  up  the 
Statute  Book  m  order  to  find  bad  iaw\s^ 
so  that  they  riiigbt  set  tbemselves  to  re- 
peal them  ?  U  tbey  wanted  to  repeat 
batl  laws,  there  was  tbe  Lord's  Day 
Observance  Act,  with  which  tbey  might 
very  welt  dispense.  Before  tbey  could 
vote  for  tbe  measure  brought  forsvard 
this  evening  it  must  be  prove<!  that  tlie 
Crimes  Act  of  1887  was  iujurioi^s,  aud 
that  It  was  inflicting  present  injury,  ami 
that  that  injury  was  of  so  grave  a  charac- 
ter that  it  raised  in  the  minority  upon 
which  it  was  inflicted  a  deep  and  pas- 
sionate sense  of  injustice,  and  that  tbe 
people  of  tbe  country  should  have  given 
unufiistakable  signs  tbat  they  preferred 
the  policy  of  the  Government  to  the  plan 
of  the  Conservative  Party. 

♦Mtt.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S,) 
said,  t!iat  but  for  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Clare,  be  should  have  been 
emit  en  t  to  have  given  a  silent  vote  upon 
this  Bill.  He  w^as  perfectly  content  to 
rest  his  vote  on  the  speech  of  bis  hon, 
and  learned  Friontl  the  Memlier  for  Mid 
Armagh.  But  he  wished  to  draw  atfeu- 
tion  to  a  statement  id  the  lion.  Memlier 
for  Clare.  That  hon.  Member  had  said 
tbat  the  Climes  Act  luul  i>een  a  faihire. 
He  wished  to  show  from  a  Pari i,i men tary 
Return  I  bat  one  of  the  most  important 
provisions  of  the  Act,  so  far  from  having 
provctl  a  failure,  ha<l  proved  a  great  suc- 
cess. If  he  asked  any  Memher  below 
the  Gangway  opposite  to  whiidi  clause  of 
the  Act  he  had  tbe  greatest  objection,  he 
would  uudouhtedly  say  the  1st  clause, 
which  authorised  secret  inquiries.  [**  No, 
no  1'']  At  any  rate,  that  wn^  the  clause 
most  fiercely  resisted  in  tbe  House,  It  was 
quite  accurate  to  say  that  that  clause  bad 
not  had  any  effect  in  County  Clare.  Tbe 
inquiries  held  with  reference  to  the  com- 
mii^siou  of  gross  offences  resulted  in  tho 
ilefeat  of  the  authorities.  But  be  would 
take  another  county  w*bicb  for  a  long 
time  rivalled  Clare  in  disorder  —  the 
County  of  Kerry.  Six  inquiries  were 
belrl  under  the  first  section  of  the  Crimes 
Act.  What  was  the  result?  In  five 
out  of  the  six  cases  prosecutions  took 
place  and  convictions  followed.  He  did 
not  want  the  House  to  run  away  witbj 
tbe  idea  that  those  were  triHIng  offences. 
The  first  case  was  one  of  firing  at  and 
woundJug,  and  the  inquiry  resulted  iu 
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prosecutiou  and  couvictiou  and  ii  aeuteitce 
of  20  years*  peual  servitnde.  The  second 
vane  was  one  of  atliickini;^  a.  dwelling'- 
housie  aiiil  firing  iit  the  person.  In.  that 
also  u  0011  vie tioo  was  obtained.  The  four 
others  were  cases  of  ronrder.  In  the 
first  ther<^  was  a  couvictiou  and  exeeu- 
tion  ;  iu  the  second,  he  admitted,  the 
trHjuiry  was  abandoned  ;  in  tlie  tliird  n 
nmn  was  convietcd  aud  executed  ;  and 
in  the  laf^t  two  men  were  convicted  aud 
sentenced  to  death.  In  all  these  cases 
secret  inquiries  were  held  ooly  be- 
cause it  was  impossible  to  get  evi- 
dence io  any  other  way,  and  if  the 
Crimes  Act  had  uot  contained  that 
clause  it  would  have  been  impossible  to 
prosecute.  Was  it  not  a  good  thing,  a 
righteous  and  wise  thing,  to  getevideuce 
even  by  these  means  iu  order  to  punish 
and  convict  these  criminals  ?  The  Chief 
Secretary  was  now  asked  to  part  with 
that  power  ;  bnt  nothing  was  more  certain 
than  that,  if  an  otithreak  of  crime  should 
again  occur  in  Ireland  aud  this  Repeal 
Bill  was  carried^  snch  atrocious  criminals 
must  ci^cape,  or  the  House  must,  pass 
months  iu  passing  another  Ael.  The 
Chief  Secretary  ^aid  that  the  state  of 
County  Clare  was  tolerahly  satisfactory, 
[Mr,  J.  MoRLEY  :  I  said,  **Much  more 
satisfactory.**]  He  thought  that  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  went  a  little  fur- 
ther than  that.  But  not  long  ago  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  admitted  that  a 
part  of  Clare,  Limerick,  and  Cork  formed 
a  black  area  which  was  an  ahsolute  dis- 
grace to  civilisation.  What  was  the 
position  to-day  ?  Was  it  uot  the  case 
that  iu  this  area  agrarian  crime  con!d  be 
committed  witli  absolute  impunity  ?  In 
the  first  place,  a  most  elective  police  force 
was  unable  to  detect  it,  and  in  the  few 
cases  in  which  it  %vas  detected  and 
ofienders  were  brought  to  trial  the  only 
chance  of  getting  a  conviction  for  an 
offence  committed  iu  County  Clare  was 
to  have  the  ease  tried  out  of  the  county. 
Assizes  were  held  year  after  year  in  the 
County  of  Clare,  and  evidence  was  given, 
l)Ut  a  jury  failed  to  convict.  [A  laugh, ^ 
He  knew  what  hou.  Gentlenien  were 
laughing  about.  They  were  laugbing 
Ifcboui  Mr,  Justice  O'Brien,  Ever  since 
l882,  when  he  presided  over  the  Phcenix 
Park  trials  and  the  Longh  Mask  murder 
triafs,  he  had  carried  his  life  in  his  hand. 
That  was  why  hou.  Members  laughed. 
What  happened  universally  in  the  County 

Jfr.  T.  W.  Sutsell 


of  Clare  was  this — that  at  the  Spring  and 
Snmmer  Assizes  it  was  absohilely  im- 
possible to  get  any  cfMiviction  for  agrarian 
offences  no  matter  what  the  evidence  was. 
[**  No,  no  ! "]  What  was  the  use  of  saying 
^''No,  no''  when  the  records  were  before 
the  country  P 

Mu.  W,"  REDMOND  :  Is  it  not  the 
fftct  that  the  great  majority  of  prisoners 
brought  up  at  these  Assizes  are  charged 
with  onJinary  crime,  and  that  the  diffi- 
culty of  obtaining  a  verdict  of  guilty 
from  the  Jury  arises  from  the  fact  that 
Mr.  Justice  O'Brien  is  in  the  habit  of 
passing  outrageous  sentences  ? 

•Mil.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he  knew 
nothing  of  the  kind  ;  therefore  he  was  not 
going  to  answer  the  question.  The 
Chief  Secretary  knew  that  the  only 
chance  the  Crown  had  iti  the  County  of 
Clare,  or  had  had  for  some  time  back,  had 
been  that  these  special  agrarian  or 
political  offences  should  he  tried  out  of 
the  county,  and,  fortunately  for  the 
Crown  and  for  society*  the  Winter 
Assize  Act  furnished  a  means  for  that. 
The  Chief  Secretary  knew  that  he  bad 
secnred  convictions  for  offences  com- 
mitted in  Clare  when  they  were  tried  in 
Cork,  which  he  never  would  have  secured 
if  they  had  been  tried  iu  Enuis,  Couaty 
Chire.  As  far  as  these  three  areas  were 
concerued,  agrarian  crime  could  be  cam- 
mitted  in  them  with  absohite  impunity, 
and  in  face  of  dhat  state  of  things  the 
House  was  asked  to  part  with  the  Crimes 
Act.  He  maintained  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  onght  to  have  used  the  mea* 
sure  in  these  areas  before  now.  It  \*'ma 
cruel  to  the  people  in  the  parts  of  the 
country  affected  to  ask  them  to  live  under 
the  conditions  they  had  been  forced  to 
live  under  during  the  hist  two  years. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  compcdled 
thetn  to  do  so  simply  and  solely  liecanse 
he  declined  to  use  the  powers  which  this 
Act  gave  him.  It  was  too  much  to  ask 
Parliament  to  give  up  these  powers 
which  could  be  used  in  the  areas  indi- 
cated with  such  effect  now  and  which 
might  have  to  be  used  in  the  future  in 
Ireland,  The  hon.  Member  for  Armagh 
had  pointed  to  a  speech  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo,  and  had 
said  that  that  hon.  Member  bad  given 
them  a  warning  in  his  speech  at 
Lnrgan  in  December  last.  He  (Mr.  T, 
W,  Rnssell)  dirl  not  complain  of  that 
speech.       Probably    It    was    the    most 


I 


I 
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foolish    speech    tbat    the    hoii,  Member 
for  Mayo  ever  delivered 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON:  Ami  that   is 
Baying  a  good  deaL 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  ! 
•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  the 
speech  was  foolish  from  that  stand-point. 
It  was  also  foolish  to  threaten  in  advance. 
While  he  did  not  doiiht  the  hon.  M©ndjer*a 
Willingness  to  ombarra^s  any  future 
Government  in  Ireland  that  would  not  do 
his  bidding,  he  was  not  quite  so  sure  of 
the  hon.  Member's  power  to  carry  out 
his  threats.  In  his  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell's) 
opinion,  one  set  of  evicted  tenants  was 
quite  enough  for  this  century.  He 
believed  that  the  Irish  teuants  would 
think  twice  and  thrice — would  think  n 
very  long  time— before  they  repeated 
what  they  had  done  in  the  past  at 
the  hon,  Gcntlenmn^s  hiddiDg.  The 
whole  country  had  seen  the  sutfermg  of 
tho!w  people  %  the  whole  country  had 
realised  itheir  losbes,  and  no  matter  how 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ea^^t  Mayo  might 
threaten  any  Government  in  tbe  future 
he  (Mr,  T,  W.  Russell)  thought  he  would 
find  that  he  was  the  fugleman  of  an 
imaginary  army  when  he  called  the 
tenants  out.  Tberefore,  he  did  not 
attJich  much  weight  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's threat  of  land  agitation  and  the 
country  being  filled  with  crime  and  dis- 
order and  the  Crimes  Act  being  taken 
down  from  the  shelf.  But  these  times 
might  come  round  again  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  not  being  iu  favour 
of  an  Irish  Parliament  managing 
Irish  affairs,  he  was  not  prepared  that 
they  should  go  through  the  Session  of 
1887  again  solely  because  of  the 
doctrinaire  opinions  of  bon.  Memhers 
sitting  on  the  Front  Ministerial  Bench 
who  were  opposed  to  the  Crimes  Act, 
He  (Mr,  T,  W,  Russell)  opposed  the 
repeal  of  this  Act  because  he  came  from 
a  part  of  the  country  where  they  did  not 
feel  the  grievance  of  it,  and  never  had 
done.  He  thought  it  was  of  importance 
for  them  to  realise  that  there  were  at 
least  a  couple  of  millions  of  people  in 
Ireland  who,  practically,  had  never  known 
that  there  was  what  was  called  a  Coercion 
Act  in  force  there.  Why  did  they  not 
know  it  ?  Simply  because  the  people  iu 
those  part^  of  the  country  did  not  seek  to 
coerce  other  people.  Hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  opposite  were  the  greatest 
coerciomats  who  e^er  existed  in  Ireland. 


They  spent  their  time  in  coercing  people 
who  did  not  agree  with  them^  and  can'ietl 
tlieir  coercion  to  such  an  extent  that  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  that  they  should 
be  coorceil  in  turn,  so  that  other  people 
might  have  freedom.  He  (Mr,  T.  W. 
Jiussell)  came  from  a  part  of  tbe  country 
— he  represeuted  it — where  the  grievance 
of  tins  Act  bad  never  been  felt,  where  no 
mail  had  been  tried  under  it,  because  no 
man  bad  brokeu  tbe  law  that  would  have 
brought  him  under  it,  and,  not  being 
engaged  iu  coercing  other  people,  there 
was  no  reason  why  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  should  be  at  liberty  to  coerce 
them.  The  great  mass  of  the  i>eople  of 
Ireland  had  not  been  touched  hy  this 
Act.  The  Act  was  passed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  stopping  people  from  doing 
things  that  they  had  no  right  to  do,  aud  be 
held  that  it  would  be  absolute  folly  in 
the  face  of  the  work  thii^  Parliament 
would  have  to  do  in  the  future  to  repeal 
this  Act — which  was  not  in  operation  iu 
any  part  of  Ireland,  and  was  hurting  no 
oiie^when  they  might  in  the  course  of 
li  few  years  have  to  devote  months  to 
the  work  of  re-enacting  it.  He  should 
vote  for  the  Amendment, 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Mohlev,  New- 
ca,stle-upon-Tyne)  :  The  hou.  Member 
for  Dover  in  his  very  interestiug  aud,  I 
may  say,  witty  speech,  congratubited  the 
House  on  the  fact  that  we  are  only 
listening  to  the  faint  echo  of  ancient  con- 
troversies of  which  I  have  no  wish  to 
revive  the  memory.  Tbe  hou.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down  characteristically 
endeavours  to  make  tbe  echo  more  than 
faint.  He  has  talked  about  the  doctri- 
naire opinions  that  prevail  on  tins  Bench, 
and  I  presume  that  in  using  that  word, 
rt^ith  which  I  am  only  too  familiar,  he 
intends  to  apply  it  to  me.  I  think  that, 
on  the  whole,  the  condition  of  Ireland  to- 
day under  the  doctrinaire  rule  contrasts 
very  favourably  with  its  condition  under 
any  other  rule  that  it  has  passed  under 
for  very  many  years.  But  before  %?e  go 
into  the  larger  and  more  apposite  ques- 
tion raised  by  the  hou.  Member  for  Dover, 
I  should  like  first  to  say  a  few  words  as 
to  some  of  the  details  raisetl  iu  the  speech 
— of  which  I  do  not  complain-— of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone.  The  hon. 
Member  talked  about  the  enormity  of 
dropping  Section  1  of  the  Crimes  Act, 
which  authorises  cotirtsof  secret  inquiry. 
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The  bou.  Member  quoted — aud  be  was 
qnite  right  iu  doiog  so  from  a  coDtro- 
troversial  poiot  of  view — the  one  case 
which  uo  doubt  does  seem  to  show  that 
the  conviction  followed  from  holding  this 
secret  inquiry 

Mb.  T.W.  RUSSELL:  I  admitted 
that  these  iuquiries  had  failed  iu  County 
Clare. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  He  quoted  the 
case  of  Kerry.  But  you  cannot  have 
regard  to  this  clause  without  viewing  its 
operation  as  a  whole.  Now,  according 
to  the  Return  moved  for  by  the  hon. 
Member  himself,  there  were  31  of  these 
inquiries  held,  and  convictions  were  ob- 
tained in  1 1  cases,  and  in  1 1  cases  only, 
and  of  these  11  five  were  obtained  in 
County  Kerry.  I  do  not  say  for  a  moment 
that  11  convictions  out  of  31  cases  are 
not  worth  having ;  but  in  the  worst 
places,  especially  in  County  Clare,  the 
three  iuquiries  which  were  held  there 
under  the  very  skilful  magistrate  who 
beld  the  inquiries  in  Kerry  and  who  held 
the  inquiry  in  Dublin  the  other  day,  these 
inquiries  brought  nothing  to  light  and 
they  might  just  as  well  never  have  been 
held.  Take  Dublin  itself.  I  have  been 
reproached,  I  think  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Clare,  with  myself  authorising  the 
holding  of  courts  of  secret  inquiry. 

Mk.  \Y.  REDMOND  :  Hear,  bear  I 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  There  have  been, 
in  all,  three  courts  of  secret  inquiry  held 
in  Dublin  from  the  winter  of  1891  under 
the  Explosives  Act,  one  under  the  late 
Chief  Secretary  and  two  during  the  time 
we  have  been  in  Office.  First  of  all,  I 
point  out  that  these  inquiries  were  held 
under  the  general  law,  a  law  prevailing 
as  much  in  England  and  Scotland  as  it 
does  iu  Ireland.  Secondly,  I  felt  that  it 
was  not  open  to  me  in  case  of  crimes  of 
this  enormity — dynamite  crimes — to  ab- 
stain from  using  any  weapon  that  was 
Constitutionally  within  my  reach.  I  had 
uo  faith  in  these  courts,  and  I  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  this  fact — that  in 
no  one  of  the  three  inquiries  was  any 
person  made  amenable,  or  was  any  evi- 
dence brought  into  them  which  could  be 
available  for  that  purpose.  And  an  ad- 
ministrator like  Lord  Spencer  himself, 
who  admits  that,  except  in  the  case  of 
the  Phoenix  Park  munlers — I  of  course 
allow  a  very  remarkable  exception — to 
his  knowledge  and  belief,  the  secret 
inquiry  is  not  a  valuable  onis  in  the  hands 
Mrm  Jm  Morley 


of  any  Government.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Tyrone  talked  about  the  state  of  a 
certain  disturbed  area,  and  I  might  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact 
that  the  Crimes  Act  was  introduced  in 
1887  with  a  view  practically  to  that  area 
alone.  As  I  reminded  the  House  in  the 
Debates  on  the  Bill  of  1887,  it  was  really 
only  for  the  sake  of  oue-sixth  of  the  area 
of  Ireland  chat  this  extraordinarily  power- 
ful engine  was  constructed  and  passed 
through  this  House.  It  has  been  doubted, 
and  no  one  who  heard  the  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  would  doubt,  whether 
the  condition  of  that  area  is  not 
as  bad  or  almost  as  bad  as  it  ever  was, 
and  is  not  bad  enough  to  resort  to 
exceptional  law.  The  hon.  Member 
says  that  agrarian  crime  is  prevalent  in 
Clare — in  that  dark  area  of  a  corner 
of  Kerry,  a  corner  of  Limerick,  a  piece 
of  Cork,  and  a  good  deal,  but  not  all,  of 
Clare.  He  says  I  ought  to  have  used 
powers  which  I  could  have  used  by 
issuing  proclamations  under  the  Crimes 
Act  long  before  now.  Well,  the  proof 
of  these  things  has  been  the  result.  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  supposing 
for  a  year  or  two  years  I  had  placed 
Clare  again  under  proclamations  under 
the  Crimes  Act — I  do  not  believe  that 
the  condition  of  Clare  would  in  these 
circumstances  have  been  nearly  so  satis- 
factory as  it  is  now,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber blamed  me  for  not  doing  that.  If  yon 
did  introduce  special  criminal  law  with  all 
the  efects  which  what  is  called  coercion 
bears  on  the  minds  of  the  peasantry,  you 
would  not  have,  you  could  not  have,  upon 
your  side  any  of  those  moral  forces  which 
I  have  endeavoured  to  attract  to  my  side. 
You  would  have  all  the  old  prejudice  and 
passion  raised  instead,  as  circumstances 
seem  to  show,  of  finding  the  state  of 
things  in  County  Clare,  and  in  the  dis- 
turbed area  becoming  certainly  alleviated 
to  a  degree  which  a  year  and  a-half  ago, 
when  I  took  this  responsible  office  I 
hold,  I  did  not  dream  of  as  being  possible. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Armagh  (Mr. 
Barton)  talked  rather  at  large  about  the 
condition  of  this  disturbed  area,  and  the 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  seemed  to  be^ 
under  the  same  impression.  I  am  able 
to  state  here  on  the  responsible 
authority  of  officers  who  have  knowiv 
Clare  for  years  and  years,  who  have 
been  in  contact  with  the  disorderly 
elements  of    its   population,  who  have 
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of  the  community  on  the  side  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive Government,  tlmt  is  u  disgrace  I 
am  quite  willing  t^j  face  and  encounter. 
But  how  has  this  improvement  l>een 
etfented  ?  Not  merely  Itj  tlie  fact  that 
certain  moral  and  pojnilar  forces  hare 
been  on  the  side  of  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment, but  also  because  I  knew  per- 
fectly well  that  if  jo«  wore  to  attempt 
to  govern  Ireland  by  exceptional  law, 
that  was  all  the  stronger  reason  why  you 
should  resort  to  every  iiienns  that  the 
ordinary  law  and  vigour  of  administra- 
tion placed  within  yonr  reach.  And 
what  has  fieen  done  ?  There  has  been 
consistent  vigilant  patrolling.  All  the 
resoyrcew  of  police  foresjt^lit,  |K>lice 
caution,  police  snpcrvision  have  been 
used  to  the  full,  und   thai  is  whiit  I  have 


had  to  investigate  offences  against 
the  law  in  that  county^  that  Clare 
is  quieter  than  it  has  been  at  any 
time  sinee  1886.  Since  the  1st  of 
January  of  the  present  year — that  is  to 
say,  a  full  quarter  of  a  year — there  have 
been  in  Clare  only  1*2  cases  of  crime  of 
all  kinds.  That  is  a  very  remarkable 
result  \  and  wbeu  the  hon.  Member  says 
I  ought  to  have  done  something  which  I 
did  not  do,  I  do  not  believe  anything  I 
could  have  done  won  Id  have  produced  a 
more  satisfactory  result.  But  let  us  go 
on.  Let  ua  see  how  far  doctrinaire 
opinions  are  justified  or  wot  jus^tified  in 
the  various  parts  of  that  dark  area.  The 
hon.  Member  mentioned  a  corner  of 
Kerry.  Well,  during  the  ^0  months 
— the  present  Government  has  been  ia 
OiRce  20  njoutbs — tbercfore,  I   offer  our 


period    of   20   months  so  compared  with  '  always   urged   since   1880,   when  I   first 


the  preceding  20  month&« — in  the  20 
months  1890-92,  ending  August,  1892, 
the  recorded  outrages  were  23o,  In  our 
^0  months  from  August,  1892,  till  April, 
1894,  the  figure  of  235  has  sunk  to  147. 
In    the    County    of    Cork    in    the    first    of    1880,    and    I 


ventured  to  press  upon  the  attention  of 
this  country  the  question  of  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland  by  exceptional  law*  If 
the  hon*  Gentleman  wiM  search  the 
records  he  w^ill  find  I  opposed  the  Bill 
opposed     (be    Bill  of 


inarter    of    1892  there  were  18  reported  [  1882.     I  never  pretended  that  Ireland  is 


wiar 

■kses    over  the    disturbed   area.    In    the 
MMiie  period  in  1893  tliere  were  tO  cases, 


a  very  easy  country  to  keep  quiet.     I 
have  never   said    that   a    wesik,  Tierveless 


^□d    I   w^ould  call   the  attention    of    the  '  Government  will  do  well   in  Ireland,  but 


House — and  I  am  sure  they  will  take  it 
from  me  when  I  state  it  with  full  re- 
sponsibility—it  is  not  merely  the  decline 
iu  the  numbers  of  these  otfences,  it  is  tho 
iact  that  there  is  a  more  marked  improve- 
ment, if  I  may  so,  in  the  nature  of  the 
'Crimes  themselves  The  crimes  were  bad 
'^Dough  taken  as  a  whole,  but  in  the 
language — mark  you  the  technical  lan- 
guage— of  the  official  experts,  crime  is 
now  far  less  serious  than  it  has  been  nt 
any  previous  time  since  1886.  I  would 
Itke  to  say  one  word  or  two  as  to  bow* 
ibis  has  been  effected.  It  has  been 
efTected  largely,  no  doubt,  by  the  fact  that 


I  have  saiil  that  you  will  do  more  by 
using  vigorously,  discreetiy,  aud  wateb- 
fully  the  powers  aud  ins  I  rumen ts  that 
the  ordinary  law  and  the  ordinary 
mftcbinery  of  the  Administration  placed 
in  your  bauds  than  by  resorting  to  violeut 
measures,  and  to  a  law  that  permanently 
suspends  trial  by  inry  in  those  very  cases 
wliere  trial  by  Jury  is  most  essential  as  a 
guarantee  for  the  freedom  of  the  subject. 
That  is  the  only  alternative  course  you 
have,  I  do  not  know^  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  will  not  agree 
with  me  when  I  siiy  be  will  find  there  is 
more  force  in  this  position   tbsn  there  is 


there  is  to  a  certain  extent  a  sympathy  '  in  the  almost  automatic  resort  to  excep 
with  the  present  Government.  I  am 
well  acquainted  with  the  fact  that  I  am 
reproached  with  governing  Ireland  by 
the  aid  of  gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way and  by  the  aid  of  the  clergy.  Well, 
Mr,  Speaker,  all  I  can  say  is,  that  I 
think  a  man  is  very  unwise  who  attempts 
to  goveru  Ireland  unless  he  has  got 
the     clergy    and     those    who    are    the 


tional  Criminal  Law.  Kesort  to  expedients, 
such  as  the  suspension  of  Dial  by  jury, 
weakens  the  uerve,  if  I  may  so  speak,  of 
the  ordinary  Executive  officers.  They 
know  they  have  got  this  tremendous 
weapon  within  grasp,  and  that  makes 
them  indisposed  to  use  to  the  best  and  the 
full  extent  the  ordinary  powers  of  the 
law.  There  is  only  one  more  argument 
leaders  of  popular  opinion  on  his  side.     If    of  the  bon.  Member  for  Tyrone  to  which 


a  disgrace  to  have  the  moral  leaders 
[VOL,  XXIII.  [fourth  sBmis,] 


I 


shall   refer. 
2  M 


He  sayi  he  speaks  for 
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K>0,OtW  of  I  lie  populfttioo  of  Ireland*  , 

[•Mk.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  dt.l  notiiay  \ 

BO,      That  may  do  to  raise  a  laugh,  bat 

Jwliat    I    did    say    was  that  there  were 

fmilliotiB  of  people  in   I  re  I  a  mi   who   never 

'  knew  dint  there  waB  a  Coercloii  Act  in  i 

force.  I 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  did  not  wish  to  I 
raise  a  laugh.      1  spoke  seriously.       He  ij 
»aid  that  2,000^000   people  did  not  know 
that  the  Act  was  in  force.       That  is  the  i 
argument  of  dcetpotism  all  over.  I  might  | 
guspend    trial    by  jury  for   all   kindi  of 
offeiicee.  Id    England    I    mean,  and    the  , 
ordinary  citizen  would  not  he  afiected,  | 
It  wouhl  not  affect  the  hon.  Member  or  ' 
myielf,  but  would  any  h on.  Member  dare  j 
to  get  up  t*>  propose   for  England    lav^s  ' 
tuch  as  this  which  we  are  aaked   to  re-  , 
peal  for  Ireland  ?       Twenty  millioua  of 
people  in  England  would   never  know   a  ; 
Coercion  Act  had  been  passed  ;  it  would  ; 
not  come  home  to  them,  hut  let  them  try 
it  at  the  polls.      The  hon.  Member  for  1 
Dover  (Mr.  Wyndham)  in  his  excellent 
speech  dealt    with  the  question  before  | 
the   Houne    with    a   certain    amount   of 
breadth  which  enables  one  to  attempt  to 
deal  with  it.     Bnt  the  hoo.  Member  made  I 
one  very  momentou!^   admission,  and   he  | 
repeated  it  over  and  over   again.       He  j 
iaid,   ami   leased  his   whole  argument  on 
this,  that  the  alternative  to  Home  Rule  j 
is  coercion.       That   was  the  biisi»  of  his 
whole   argitmont.       He  took   to  himself 
and  ratified  the    proposition     which    he  i 
attributed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Midlothian,  that  the  al- 
ternative as  between  this  permanent  and  j 
perpetual  coercion  is  some  such  proposi- 
tion of  Home  Rule  as  we  have  recom- 
mended to  the  House.       The  hon.  and  ! 
learned  Member  for  Mid  Armagh  cjuoted 
some   remarks   of    mine   made  in    1887 
while  this  BiR  was  in  progress  through 
the  House,  and  be  reminded   me  that  I 
had    moved    an    Amendment    in    effect 
limitiug  the  operation  of  the  Act  to  three 
years.       That  w^as  a  very  good  Amend- 
ment    unfavourably     received.        That 
Amendment,  unlike  most  of  the  Amend- 
ments to  the  Act  of  1887,  was  fortunately 
discuseed — most  of  the  Ajnendments  to 

Mr^  J>  Morley 


that  Act  were  summarily  dismissed.  I 
think  they  were  not  put,  and  whether 
they  were  put  or  not  they  were 
oot  discussed — the  very  course  which 
so  outrageii  hon.  (xentlemen  last  year- 
was  then  practised  in  this  case.  Now, 
Sir,  I  should  be  content  to  argue  on  the 
principle  which  I  brought  before  the 
House  in  1887,  hut  the  hoii.  Member  for 
Dover  says  the  whole  question  which  we 
are  discussing  turns  upon  our  view  of  tho 
law  to  social  order.  I  do  not  much 
quarrel  with  that  way  of  stating  the  case. 
He  says  the  see-saw  between  Parties  will 
go  on.  In  fact,  he  says  very  much  what 
Lord  Salisbury  said  when  he  remarked 
that  the  fuihire  of  our  government  in 
Ireland  in  due  to  the  etlects  of  tempera- 
ture at  Westminister  and  not  to  theefl'ectt* 
of  a  temperature  in  Ireland  itself.  The 
hon.  Member  means  the  same  thing,  1 
cannot  suppose  that  anything  is 
worse  if  you  want  to  improve  a 
population  like  the  population  of 
Ireland,  who  have  been  accustomed  to 
bad  conditions  and  bad  government. 
They  unfortunately  have  not  tho  same 
feelings  towards  the  law  and  its  adminis- 
trators as  we  have  in  this  country,  I 
quite  agree  that  you  have  to  look  into 
the  roots  of  social  order.  I  cannot 
imagine  anything  less  calculated  to  in- 
spire the  population  of  Ireland 
with  respect  for  the  Criminal 
Law  than  the  fact  now  admitted 
by  the  Member  for  Dover  —  and 
sufficiently  obvious  without  the  admission 
— that  the  Criminal  Law  in  its  most 
important  aspects,  in  those  parts  which 
go  deepest  into  tho  daily  life  of  the  com- 
munity, is  to  move  up  and  down,  and  that 
there  is  to  lie  trial  by  jury  enforced  one 
day  and  not  another.  I  cannot,  I  say, 
conceive  anything  less  likely  than  that> 
to  inspire  the  Irish  people  with  respect 
for  the  law.  If  you  had  passed  a  Crimes 
Act  whiclt  suspended  trial  by  jury  for 
goml  without  allowing  the  discretion  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  interveue,  I  could 
imagine  that  there  was  something  to  be 
said  for  the  hon.  Member*s  positioo, 
though  it  would  he  very  difficult.  But 
in  this  case  the  question  whether  this 
Act  is  to  be  operative  or  not,  whether  it 
is  to  be  called  into  life  or  left  dorrannt 
m^ii  dead,  is  dependent  on  the  poliricat 
changes  at  Westminster.  1  do  not 
believe    there    could    be    anything    lers 
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csalculated  to  i umpire  people  with  respect 

I  for  the  gravity,  the  majesty,  tbe 
C0Q.*taucy  and  steudfasfness  of  the  law 
»Tid  its  admfuiiJtrAtioo.  The  boD*  Mem- 
ber for  Dover  says  «t  is  monstiuiis  to 
fttterapt  to  mido  in  one  afternoon  wlmt 
tbo  House  took  three  raontljB  to  pas^.  I 
do  not  follow  that  argument  at  all.  If 
you  were  goiog  to  specify  partieular 
provisions  to  whieh  you  object,  or  do 
^B  Dot  object,  iheti  I  could  tinderstand  that 
^Bthere  wti8  8onie  force  in  the  argument 
of  the  hon.  Member  ;  but  it  j*ecmt*  to  mo 
that  we  have  plenty  of  time  tbi^  after- 
Qoon  to  affirm  the  principle — and  we  on 
"lis  side  of  the  House  should  he  etermiilly 
Idisgraeetl  if  we  hesitated  to  itffirm  it  at 
ttlie  first  available  opportunity — ^  ibat 
Irelaud  is  not  to  be  placed  nmler  per- 
Qanent  exceptional  criminal  repressive 
jlftw  in  perpetuity.  The  bon*  Member 
[for  Dover  says  that  I  may  be  entitled  to 
rote  for  this  Motion  if  1  bring  in  a  Home 
teule  Bill  on  Monday.  Well,  I  **hall  not 
IbriDg  in  a  Home  Rule  Bill  on  Monday, 
ibeeause  we  have  other  btisiiiess  to  do. 
should  vote  for  this  Bill  in  any  ease, 
whatever  I  thought  of  t be  date  on  which 
Home  Rule  Bill  should  he  brought  in. 
I  do  not  deny,  ai^  I  have  already  said, 
the    diilicukiea    and    dangers    of    Irish 

Igovernment.  I  recognise  to  the  full  the 
ftecesBity  of  a  firm  govern  me  tit  in 
Ireland,  but  let  us  look  for  a  moment  at 
the  history  of  previous  recognitions 
of   the   maxim   that   Ireland  needs   firm 

I  government.  First  of  all,  you  do  not 
get  it.  You  get  alterations  in  the 
koYernmeDt  and  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
Crentleman  opposite  (Mr*  A.  J.  Balfour) 
and  of  us  who  sit  on  this  Bench »  I 
think  that  is  not  well  calculated  to 
Strengthen  the  Irish  belief  in  tiie  firmness 
md  uniformity  of  goverument.  It  came 
out  in  1887,  in  the  Debates  on  the 
Coercion  Bill — I  do  not  wish  to  use  a 
aore  exasperating  word  —  that  never 
efore  w^as  a  Coercion  Bill  brought  in 
Iwithont  a  Preamble.  The  Crimes  Act 
Df  1887  occupies  what  I  must  say  is  a 
pre-eminence  in  the  unfortunately 
ong  list  of  Coercion  Acts ;  it  has  no 
i^reamble,  ami  it  starts  in  all  its  naked 
beauty  without  any  explauation.  No 
"*  Jvernmeut  ever  before  embarked  upon 
be  proi>08al  of  a  Coercion  Bill  without 
FBpecifying  in  it  the  conditions  which 
made  such  a  proposal  justifiable.     That 


is  true  of  the  Act  of  1847,  of  the  Peace 
Preservation  Act  of  1870,  and  of  the 
Coercion  Act  of  1882.  In  these  cases 
I  the  Preamble  set  forth  some  special 
reason  why  a  resort  to  exceptional  legie- 
j  la t ion  was  necessary.  It  is  instructive, 
,  as  shoiving  the  condition  of  Irelaud  60 
I  years  ago  and  to-day,  that  when  the 
I  Coercion  Act  of  1832  or  1833  was  passed 
tliere  were  no  fewer  than  248  agrarian 
homicides  in  that  year,  whereas  since  the 
present  Government  came  into  powxr 
there  has  not  been  a  single  agrarian 
homicide.  My  point  is  this— ^that  if, 
when  crime  sw  ept  over  the  country,  it  was 
tlrought  necessary  to  justify  this  kind  of 
legislation  by  chapter  and  verse,  bo  to 
I  speak,  so  m«eh  the  more  unjustifiable  is  it 
now,  when  Ireland  is  perfectly  tranquil* 
^  that  w*e  should  say  to  her,  '*  We  impose 
1  upon  you  for  ever  this  stigma — we  take 
from  yon  for  ever  your  guarantees  for 
freedom/'  It  may  be  said  fay  hon.  Mem- 
[  hers  opposite  that  the  policy  of  the 
Crimes  Act  of  1887  was  that  if  Ireland 
l»ecame  trauquil  the  proclamation  could 
he  revoked.  But  that  does  not  go  to  the 
root  of  our  objection  to  this  perpetual 
Crimea  Act.  The  root  of  our  objection 
to  it  is  that  it  takes  for  gnmted  that  Ire- 
lanil  is,  and  will  continne  to  he  for  an 
indefinite  length  of  time,  irreconcilable 
to  our  ideas  of  law  and  order.  I,  for  one^ 
have  never  denied  that  in  an  emergency, 
such  for  instance  as  arose  in  Ireland  in 
1867,  it  may  become  necessary  for  the 
Government  to  suspend  the  guarantees 
for  the  lilserty  and  equality  of  the  subject. 
You  may  use  a  Coercion  Act  without 
offence  against  the  principles  of  the 
Constitution — you  may  use  it  to  deal  with 
an  active  emergency.  That  is  one  thing, 
hufc  to  alter  the  whole  Criminal  Law  of 
Ireland  in  its  most  vital,  organic  re- 
spects, and  to  alter  it  for  always,  is 
another  thing,  and  is  to  put  Ireland  in  a 
position  which  I,  for  one,  will  never  he 
a  party  to.  The  hon.  Member  for  Dover 
or  the  hou.  Member  for  Mid  Armagh 
referred  to  the  value  of  this  Crimea  Act 
in  certain  times,  and  the  argnment  has 
been  used  again  and  again  since  the 
preseut  Government  came  into  power, 
and  since  the  beginning  of  the  Session 
of  1893,  that  we  were  guilty  of  really 
criminal  conduct  in  stripping  ourselves 
I  of  the  powers  under  the  Act.  I  have 
been  looking  into  the  percentage  of  per* 
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sous  made  time  cable  to  indictable  offen^ej* 
ill  Ireland  under  tlie  prcseni  Governraonl 
and  the  percentage  made  amenable  during 
tbe  active  exiateuee  of  tbe  Crimei^i  Act, 
Under  tbe  late  Government  the  percentage 
wa»  4 1 ,  and  y nder  tlie  presen t  Govenimeu t^ 
in  spite  of  having  stripped  themnelvos  of 
those  extraordinary  powers,  the  number  of 
persons  made  ameuahle  was  46  per  cent, 
I  am  not  going  to  weary  the  lloui^e  with 
figures,  but  everybody  will  see  that  these 
are  figures   which  bear   upon    the   argu- 
ment,    1  will   just  give  one  other  fignre 
an  to  proceedings  on  indictment  before  a 
jury  by  the   present   GovoriMneiit,  aud   I 
contrast  tbeiio  proceed! ngn  with  prciceed- 
iogs  by  summary  jurisrliction   under  the 
Crimes  Act  of  1887  by  the  late  Goveru- 
moot  in   respect  of    tbe  three  following 
offencsi*   : — Firstly,    riot    and     unlawful 
a^»embly  ;  secondly,  forcible  possci^siou  \ 
aud,  thirdly,  assaultii  on  or  re^iititunce  to 
tbe  sheriff,  eons  table,  or  bailifll     Under 
the  Crime.s   Act  the  percentage  of  con- 
victions was  72,  and  2*5  persona  were  dis- 
charged or  acquitted.      Under  indictmeut 
by    tbe    present    Government    we    have 
obtained  7d   per  cent,  of  coDvictious,  and 
only  lo   persons  have  been  actjuitted  or 
discbarged.     These  figures,  I  believe,  are 
a  means  of  testing  what  we  have  lost  by 
dropping    the  provisions  of    tbe   Critnes 
Act.     Well,   Sir,  whatever  may  be  said 
by    hon*    Members   opposite    as    to  the 
merits  of  the  Crimes  Act,  we  to-day  shall 
without  any  sernple  or  hesitation  support 
the  Bill  to  repeal  that  Act,     We  will  not 
be    parties  to   retaining  on   the    Statute 
Book    longer   than    we  can  help  a   law 
which  in  one  portion  of  the  Three  King- 
doms    withdraws     the     protection      of 
jury      trial      from    persons    aecuseU     of 
certain      offences.       The      Act      with- 
draws    that     protection    from     persons 
aoiiused  of  combination,  and  from  persons 
under  certain  conditions  attending  public 
meeting.    It  executes  a  special  repressive 
procedure  iu  cases  of  trespass  ttnder  the 
guUe  of  forcible  possession,  and  it  with* 
draws  trial  by  jury  from  persons  charged 
with  belonging  to  an  Association  wbieii 
tbe  Lord  Lieutenant  may  make  illegal  bj 
a  stroke  of  his  pen.     All  these  conditions 
are  sucii  as  to  make  the  people  dislike 
and  distrust  the  law.     As   to  change  of ) 
Tenue,  I  do  not  deny  that  a  provision  of  I 
that  kind  may  be  convenient.     But  my  j 
view  is  that  by  retaining  this  Act  on  the  I 
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Statute  Book,  if  you  go  to-morrow  to 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  to  apply  for 
a  change  of  venue  on  ordinary  grounds, 
you  make  it  very  easy  for  the  Court  to 
say  to  you,  "  You  have  the  Crimes  Act, 
Wbut  more  do  you  want  ?  Ytni  can  get 
tbifl  thiug  by  a  stroke  of  the  pen."  In 
fbat  way  1  think  that  the  existence  of 
this  Act  has  a  mischievous  operation  on 
tbe  mind  aud  procedure  of  ibe  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench.  As  to  the  other  points 
in  the  Act,  I  have  tiotliiug  to  say  beyond 
what  I  have  already  said.  It  uu justly 
jjlaces  a  stigma  upon  Ireland,  If  you 
insist  upon  retaining  this  Act  on  tbe 
Statute  Book  this  afternoon,  you  are  by- 
yon  r  attitude  branding  with  the  deepest 
condemnation  your  own  British  govern- 
ment in  Ireland.  You  cannot  have  a 
more  complete  admission  that  your  go- 
vernment in  Ireland  has  failed  than  tbe 
insistence  by  the  Party  opposite  on  re* 
taining  this  astounding  violation  of  Con- 
stitntioual  Law,  this  violation  of  tbe 
Trea ty  of  U n i o n  w  h i c h,  accord i u g  t o  M r# 
Pitt  himself,  promised  to  give  equality 
of  law  in  a  practically  identical  form  to 
tbe  two  contracting  parties  to  tbe  Treaty* 
It  is  on  that  gronnd  that  I  shall  with 
peculiar  pleasure  vote  for  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
said,  he  must  confess  it  occurred  to  him, 
wiio  was  not  very  long  a  Member  of 
that  House,  as  a  pecuh'ar  phase  in  their 
Farliamentary  procedure,  that  they  should 
bo  calaily  asked,  on  a  Wednesday  after- 
noon, at  the  suggestion  of  a  private 
Member,  to  repoa!  a  Bill  the  Second 
Retiding  of  wOiich  took  seven  long  days 
of  this  House  ;  and  be  must  say  be 
thought  when  the  Government,  through 
the  moutii  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  bmi 
practically  adopted  the  Bill  as  one  the 
Government  were  prepared  to  supjwrt, 
there  was  all  the  more  reason  in  demur- 
ring to  the  suggestion  msulo  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  who  proposed  it, 
and  ths  hon.  Member  who  seconded  U, 
that  they  should,  by  a  vote  of  the  House 
to-day,  in  any  wise  attempt  to  alter 
or  repeal  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  Act  of  1887.  As  regarded 
the  case   that   had  been   made   by    thi 
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right  hoo ^Gentleman,  be  satd  at  the  very  I  with   great   trouble   in    1887?     It   was 


TOutset  of  his  remarka  that  he  ilid  not  for 

■4  mofDent  quarrel  with   regard  to  what 

pthe  right  hori.  Geutleumii  had  said  as  to 

the  foiulitiou  of  Ireland   under  what  he 

^leafied    to  call    tbis  doctrinaire    regime 

■»eiug  a  differeut  condition  to  what  it  was 

m  1887,     If  he  thought  that  any   future 

Uuiouist     Government  would,     in    their 

attempt  to  govern  Ireland,  l>e  treated  as 

the    right    hoii.    Geutlemau    had    been 

treatecl    in    his    attempt    to   govern    the 

country     hj    hou.     Members    below   the 

(Jang way  and  by  Euglisb  Members,  too, 

■ke  would  have  no  hesitation  tu  votiug  in 

favour  of  tbis>  Bill     But    be  knew  well 

that  just  ad   the  condition  of  Ireland  in 

U887   was   a  maun faetu red  and  artitieial 

fcoudirion  for  Party  audipolitieal  purposes, 

Bo  the  present  quiet  eonditiuc   of  Irehmd 

Rraft  a  manufaefured  ami  artitieial  oue  for 

like  purpose.^,       llronienl  c/teers,^     He 

heard  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 

"  [)nically  cbeer   that    statemeuf,  but  at 

be  same  time  be  noticed  tbat  uo  answer 

beeu   given    to   the  quotation  wbicLi 

be   hon.  Member  for  Anna^di  read  from 

speech  of  the   bou,  Meuiher  for  East 

fay  o  d  e  1  i  ve  rei  1  w  i  t li  i  ti  l  he  pa^t  f e  w  d  ay  s, 

_klid  iu  wliicli  the  hou*  Member  for  East 

Mayo    told   tb«m    tiiat   the  otdy    reawou 

why  they  were  not  encouraging  any  agita-  , 

tion  in  the  country  jut*t  now  was  because 

they    bad    a    friendly    Goverument    iu 

power  ;  hut  he  went  ou  to  say — 

'*  If  the  Tories  ever  get  bnck  into  power  be- 
ne we  get  Home  Ride,  I  l^eheve  there  wiU  be 
e  of  the  biggest  land  agitationa  that  haa  ever 
in  seen  yet/' 

P*  Hear,   bear  !*']      Hon,    Members  said 
**  Hear,  hear  !"  hut  did  that  or  did  it  not 
■ear  out  his  proposilioti  tbat  the  eonditrou  , 
Hf  Ireland  depended  not  upon  the  fact  that  i 
Barticular  laws  were  being  aduuuit^tered, 
Bot     upoD      tbe    fact    that    tbey     were  [ 
'foiug  to     Ireland    in    what    bad    been  ; 
temietl    a    foreign  garb,  but    upon     the  | 


clear  from  tbe  speech  of  the  boD»  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  that  tbe  question  of 
order  or  disorder  was  to  depend  not 
upou  theeomlitiou  of  tbe  law,  or  whether 
there  was  or  was  not  Home  R«le,  but 
upon  the  particular  Party  tbat  happene*! 
to  be  in  power  iu  this  House.  He  could 
conceive  no  stronger  argument  in  favour 
of  tlic  Amendment  of  the  lion,  and 
learned  Member  for  Armatjb,  who  asked 
tbe  House  to  reject  this  Bill,  Tbe  right 
hon,  Gentleuiau  said  tbat  tbe  reason  of 
his  gsuceePF  in  Irelari<l  was  that  he  bad 
ou  bis  si(!e  the  priests  and  the  leaders  of 
public  opinion.  No  doulu  be  bad  the 
priest!*  upou  bis  side  to  a  very  large 
extent  ;  but  what  did  tbe  stJitemeTit  of 
tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  prove  ?  It 
was  proof  of  the  vast  reBpoiisibility  that 
rested  upon  the  shonlders  of  these  same 
priests  for  all  the  terrrhlo  thues  in 
Ireland  from  the  year  1880  down  to 
1867,  when  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr, 
A.  J.  Balfour)  took  charge  of  tbe  Irish 
Government.  When  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary told  them  that  the  connlry  bad  im- 
proved, and  that  Clare  ami  the  darker 
parts  were  in  a  better  i^oiidition  than 
tbey  bad  l)een  si  nee  1H86— with  which 
he  was  inclined  to  agree — be  should  like 
to  ask  what  was  the  reason  of  the  im- 
provement ?  Were  the  present  Land 
Laws  different  to  tbe  Land  Laws  of 
1887  ?  They  were  identieally  tbe  same. 
Were  there  fewer  evietious  now  ?  It  had 
been  shown  tfiat  under  tlie  regime  of  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  eviction:^  reached 
a  lower  point  than  tbey  bad  tonched  for 
many  years.  Had  otinr  laws  l>ee«  passed  ? 
The  best  thing  tbat  con  Id  have  happened 
to  Irehmd  was  tbat  sirico  the  present  Go- 
vernment came  into  power  not  a  single 
Bill  for  Ireland  bad  lieen  passed.  It  was 
eiguificant,  too,  in  connertitm  with  the 
improved  condition  of  Ireland,  tbiit  the 
Returns  of  crime  were  least  not  at  a  time 
when  Home  Rule  was  granted,  but  iu  the 
very  ipiarter  of  the  year  succeeding  the 
rejection  of  tbe  Home  Ride  Bill  by  the 
House  of  Lords.  These  facts,  be  eou- 
particular  Government  which  happened  I  tended^  eonchisivciy  proved  tbat  tbe  con- 
^10    iu   Ireland     to    administer    those    *1'^'«"  ^f  Ireland  depended  not  tipou  the 

^ o     Tf  *u  *  .1  I  *    1     laws  passed  by  this  Pari iameut,  nor  upon 

|W8  r     If  that  waa   the  case  he  wanted  ,    ,     -  ^      ,        r .    t>    *■  .  ^ 

.  .  ,,    the  fact  that  this  Parliament  was  govern- 

know  what  stronger  argument  could  !  j,^^    j^^,^^^^^j    ^^^^^   ^f    ^    Home    Rule 

&re  be  for  not  repealing  this  measure,    Parbament,   but   depeudeti   solely    upon 
iich  was   added  to  the    Statute  Book  \  what  in  the  interest  of  a  political  Party 
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was  the  be«t  condition  to  have  Ireland  in  ]  passible,  and  it  wa^  in  view  of  doing 
at  a  particular  moment.  Wliat  happened  that  they  manufactureil  such  a  condition 
in  1887  ?  Why  was  the  Crimes  Act  of  social  chaos  in  Ireland  as  to  render  it 
passed  ?  One  wonid  think  that  a  Con- 
servative Government  ^vinhed  for  and 
worked  a  Crimes  Act  with  the  greatest 
possible  zest.  ["  Hear,  hear  !  *']  That 
was,  in  other  word*',  that  they  wished  to 
afford  an  argumont  so  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  could  go  dowu  to  the  con- 
stituencies and  abnse  them,  and  thereby 
lose  their  seata.  That  was  the  case  t>f 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite^  but  might  he 
remind  them  of  this  :  Tiie  Unionist  Go- 
vernment was  in  power  a  whole  year 
before  the  Crimes  Act  was  bront^ht  in  at 
all,  and  why  did  they  briug  iu  a  Crimes 
Act  ?  Because  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  said  that  if  Engbuid  was  able 
to  »overn  Ireland  without  exceptional 
legislation,  then  the  wljole  ease  of  Home 
Rule  would  he  **up,"atul  that  it  must  be 
<lemonstratcd  to  the  Engh'sh  cotistitueti* 
cies  thut  it  was  impossible  for  England 
to  govern  Ireland  without  coercive  or 
oppressive  legislation.  He  would  quote, 
as  appro pr tat B  (o  the  passage  oi  the 
C'rimes  Act  of  1 HH7,  wliat  was  said  hy 
the  hon,  Mcml>er  for  Waterford  (Mr,  J, 
Retlmon  d )  to  wards  the  end  of  1 886.  The 
hon.  Member  said — 


necessary  for  the  Government  to  pass  the 
Act  of  1887.  The  Chief  Secretary, 
having  said  so  much  about  the  condition 
of  Ireland,  proceeded  to  give  them  some 
statistics  of  certain  crimes  under  the 
Crimes  Act  and  under  his  own  reffim^. 
The  absence  of  one  class  of  crime  was 
very  remarkable — namely,  the  crime  of 
boycotting. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  May  I  point  out 
that  at  this  moment  there  is  only  one  case 
of  partial  boycotting  ;  therefore  I  cannot 
give  statistics  of  boycotting  which  does 
not  exist. 

Mr.  CARSON  observed,  that  he  did 
not  at  all  say  the  right  lion.  Gentleman 
wiis  keeping  back  statistics  on  this  head* 
He  was  quite  aware  that  since  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  came  ii»to  Office  there 
had  not  been,  so  far  as  he  knew,  a  single 
prosecution  in  Irelanil  for  Vioycotting* 
That  was  one  of  the  faults  he  was  going^ 
to  find  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
It  was  not  because  there  had  not  been 
boycotting  in  Ireland,  and  that  of  n 
-  Mr.  fJlarl^tone  told  the  people  of  Ern^]mnd  ruinous  kind  too.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
tiiey  hful  to  ^ijoose  between  t*f>ercioa  rm  the  oni*  ,  ^  ^ 

ddeand  Home  Rule  nn  the  nthor.     Home  Rule  !  man  told  him  the  other  day,  in  answer  to 


was    defeateLl  ut   the   liwt   Election    by  Grt^t 
Bhtaiu,  and  I  say  adviswlly  tluiT  if,  in  yAnce  of 
that  defeat,  the  Tories h.iil  been  able  to  role  Ire-  , 
land  with  the    orrlinary  law,   ilie  result  would 
have  been  in  England  und  Htiotland  to  throw 
baok  onr  cause,  jMirbaps  for  a  peaeration,  ami 
to  give  the  lie  lirect  to  the  prophery  of  Mr. 
Gladstone,      We  have  achjevwl  a  victory  with-  | 
ot3t  breaking  any  law  or  eotnnilttinjer  a'  ^m^h  I 
outrage.     Now  i«  the  time  when  outragew  are  ' 
fewer  than  they  have  been  in  the  Inst  five  yeai^. 
We  have  l>een  able  to  force  the  Go  vera  in  eat  tn 
jive  u|*  the  ordinary  law  and  to  fall  back  otjec 
more  on  coercion.*'  | 

He  had,  he  snhniittedj  demonsitrat^l  thut 

the  peace  at  present  prevailing  in  Ireland  i 

wa8  duo   not  to  any  law  passed  by  this  | 

HouHe   s^incfi   the    present    Govornmeut 

camo  into  power,  and  be  had  alno  detnon- 

Btrated  by  the  tj notation  from  (lie  speeeh 

of  the   hon*   Member  for  Wuterford   that  i 

the  Irish  Nationalist  Members  during  the 

year  1886,  when  the   Unionist  Govern-  | 

tnent  were  in  power,  deterinined  to  make  i 

government    by   the    ordiiiarj''    law    im- 

Mr.  Carson 


a  q  nest  ion,  that  the  bnsiness  of  a 
certain  miller  at  Kells  had  been,  M 
he  pnt  it,  luaterially  iutcrfered  with, 
hnt  as  he  (Mr.  Carston)  was  in- 
structed, absolntely  ruined  in  conse- 
quence of  the  boycottitig  and  denunciation 
to  which  he  was  suhj acted  because  he 
had  taken  an  evicted  farm.  8o  far  as  he 
«K>iihl  see,  the  rio^ht  lion.  Gentleman  did 
not  look  upon  boycotting  as  a  serious 
oll'enee,  and  he  was  well  aware  that 
within  the  pa?^t  few  days  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  went  down  to  Nenagh  in 
the  County  of  Tipperary,  and  announced 
— he  did  not  know  upon  what  aulhontv, 
htit  the  hon,  Meml>er  was  looked  upon  as 
the  right  hon.  (ientleraan's  guide,  philo- 
sopher, and  friend  in  Ireland^to  the 
peofde  (hat,  a»  far  as  evicted  farms  were 
coneerned,  I  hey  might  go  on  boycotting 
In  the  o^d  way,  and  they  might  be  per- 
fectly eertfiin  llie  Government  would 
not  ititerfere  with  thetn.    When  they  had 


I 
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T^rnmeot  to  reduce  their  staiiBtics  of 
crhae  if  they  passed  over  the  crime  of 
boycotting. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  think  I  informed 
the  House  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  the  system  of  classifyiog 
and  reporting  boycotting  is  exactly  what 
it  has  been  heretofore ;  therefore  if  I  find 
there  are  no  cases  at  the  present  moment 
except  one  of  partial  boycotting,  I  think 
I  am  justified  in  stating  that. 

Mr.  CARSON  should  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  he  contend  that 
incitement  to  boycotting  was  not  a  crime  ? 
Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  read  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  ?  He  should  think  that  a  Minister 
had  lo  do  something  more  than  punish 
crime  actually  committed,  and  had  to  see 
that  there  was  not  a  recrudescence  of 
crime.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
read  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo  had  he  taken  any  notice  of 
it  ?  So  far  as  he  could  see,  within  the 
few  months  there  had  been  a  recru- 
descence of  this  crime  of  boycotting  to  a 
very  alarming  extent  in  Ireland,  and  he 
would  be  perfectly  prepared  on  any  day 
to  show  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
what  he  based  this  fetatemeut.  Pass- 
would  ask  were 
they  perfectly  sure  that  there  was  not 
going  to  be  boycotting  in  future  ;  and  if 
they  were  not  sure  there  was  not  going 
to  be  boycotting  in  future,  were  they 
going  to-day  to  weaken  the  effect  of  the 
only  Act  on  the  Statute  Book  that  would 
enable  them  to  deal  with  it  ?  He  said,  in 
face  of  the  conduct  of  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland,  and  in  face  of  their  threats, 
it  would  be  simply  childish — unless  they 
were  prepared  to  say  they  were  determined 
no  longer  to  allow  boycotting  and  to  look 
upon  it  as  a  crime — to  contend  that  there 
was  any  justification  in  the  present  con- 
dition of  Ireland  for  acquiescing  in  the 
repeal  of  this  Act  of  Parliament.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the  pro- 
ceedings under  the  first  section  of  the 
Act,  oommonly  known  as  the  Star 
Chamber  section,  had  been  unsuccessful. 
He  had  something  to  do  as  a  lawyer  with 


s  Betom  of  statistics  of  crime  in  this 
House,  he  would  ask  the  right  hoti. 
Gentleman  were  the  statistics  reduced 
because  he  wa9  pleased  to  look  upon  this 
terrible  crime  of  boycotting  as  no  crime  at 
«11?  He  knew  it  had  been  contended 
that  there  waa  no  illegality  about  boy- 
cotting. He  rather  thought  that  some 
hon.  Members  had  got  up  in  this  House 
and  had  put  forward  boycotting  not  only 
as  being  no  crime,  but  rather  a  merit. 
Those  who  lived  in  Ireland  knew  what 
boycotting  was,  and  what  it  led  to.  It 
was  not  necessary  for  him  to  state  his 
opinions  on  this  point.  The  question  of 
the  doings  of  the  Land  I^gue  in  respect 
of  boycotting  and  the  allegation  of  the 
barmlessness  of  boycotting  was  one  of  the 
matters  inquired  into  and  found  upon  by 
the  three  eminent  Judges  who  constituted 
the  Special  Commission.  The  Judges 
had  placed  on  record  their  decision  on 
this  question  in  the  following  terms  : — 

'*We  are  of  opinion  that  the  combination  of 
which  boycotting  was  the  inatmment  was 
illegal  both  in  its  objects  and  the  means  which 
were  adopted.  The  object  of  this  elaborate  and 
all-pervading  tyranny  was  not  only  to  injure 
the  individual  landlords  against  whom  it  was 
<liTected  by  rendering  their  land  useless  to  them 
anless  they  obeyed  the  edicts  of  the  Land 
lieagae,  but  to  injure  the  landlords  as  a  class 
And  drive  them  out  of  the  country.  .  .  . 
It  was  not  contended  before  us  by  the  re- 
spondents that  actual  intimidation  could  be 
justified,  but  it  was  argued  that  the  Land 
lieague  did  no  more  than  direct  the  force  of 
public   opinion   against   those  whose   conduct 

was  deemed  injurious  to  the  interests  of  the  ^  in  or  away  from  that,  he 
tenants.  It  was,  however,  put  before  us  that  '  ^ 
the  action  of  the  Land  League  far  exceeded  this 
limit,  and  that  the  effects  of  boycotting  were 
such  as  might  be  expected  to  and  did  create  a 
well-grounded  terror  in  the  minds  of  those  who 
waSend  under  it,  and  we  come  to  the  conclusion 
Chat  this  was  the  intention  of  those  who  devised 
and  carried  out  this  system.  It  is  further  to  be 
observed  that  though  boycotting  led  in  many 
cases  to  actual  outrage,  yet  it  was  persisted  in  for 
years  against  the  same  individuals,  and  was 
£;enemlly  recommended  notwithstanding  the 
evils  which  plainly  resulted  from  it." 

I^otwithstanding  that  —  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knew  just  as  well. as  he 
did  what  the  sanction  of  boycotting  had 
been  in  Ireland — the  hon.  Member  for 
£ast  Mayo  went  down  to  Nenagh  and 
told  the  people  that  under  the  regime  of 
the  present  Government  it  was  not  the 
GoTemment*s  fault  if  people  were  not 
boycotted  according  to  the  old  ways  and 
old  methods.    It  was  easy  for  the  Go- 
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time  some  weapon  to  etmble  bim  to 
thoTougljly  investigate  the  raiitter,  so  tlial, 
if  podt^ible,  the  rritiiiiials  luigbt  be 
brought  to  juatice*  The  right  Iiod. 
Getitleman  i^aid  thu.t  these  two  oaee» 
umler  the  Explotiives  Act  failed  just  as 
uuder  the  Crimes  Act.  Was  that  a 
reason  for  stholiyhing  the  Explosives 
Act  ?  Though  it  might  fail  in  certain 
cases,  the  cases  noder  this  first  dectiou 
were  onlj  desperate  cases  where  they 
could  not  get  evidence  io  any  other  way 
or  see  lire  a  clue  to  the  perpetrators  of 
crime  except  by  holding  these  secret  in- 
quiries. It  was  exactl>"  in  the  clasB  of 
cases  in  which  they  would  not  exjject  to 
obtain  auy  large  porcoiitago  of  success 
lit  eventually  bringing  criminals  to  justice, 
that  these  secret  in<4uirie8  were  likely 
to  prove  nsefuL  He  said  it  tiad  l>een 
siifhcieiitly  suecussfnl  in  proteeling  mauy 
peasants  in  Ireland  against  the  coercion 
of  the  League  to  justify  its  retention  on 
the  Statute  Book.  The  right  hou* 
Gentleman  did  not  say  much  against  th^ 
change  of  venue  or  special  juries,  and  he 
rather  thought  he  would  like  to  keep 
these  [inj visions.  If  the  right  hon* 
(Jentleman  had  got  up  and  said,  as  re- 
presenting the  Government,  lie  would 
consent  to  the  Bill,  providing  it  was 
^indcrstooil  that  the  provisions  as  to 
special  juries  aud  change  of  venue  were 
to  l>e  retained,  ho  would  have  made  an 
entirely  tlilfereut  case.  As  regnrds  this 
question  of  special  juries  and  cbi*nge  of 
venue,  there  was  a  great  misappre- 
heiision  amongst  many  English  people. 
In  England,  in  civil  cases  they  never  saw 
such  a  thing  as  a  person  challenged  at 
all  ;  but  in  Ireland  in  every  civil  case,  no 
matter  how  small ,  be  it  only  for  good* 
soldj  each  side  ehallcngcil  almost  all  its 
full  numbers.  The  hon.  and  gallaut 
Gentleman  said  the  law  was  diflereiit  iii 
England  nnd  Ireland,  [Colonel  NoLAX  : 
ives  Act  I  Under  this  Act»]  The  people  of  Eng- 
Ycs,  but  I  land  and  Irelaiid  were  dit!ereut.  They 
would  nevex  mnke  the  slightest  pro- 
gress in  deaiing  with  Ireland  iu  look- 
ing upon  Ireland  in  the  abstract  and  not 
Ireland  in  the  conrrete.  What  was  the 
reason  that  it  had  been  necessary  to 
insist  so  much  njM>n  this  question  of 
of  the  explosion  at  all,  and  although  the  special  juries  and  change  of  venue  in 
prosecution  was  not  a  successful  one  Ireland  ?  The  Irish  people  hatl  been 
it  showed  bow  theright  hon.  Gentleman  i  educated  by  agitators,  and  sometimes  «o- 
W&8  anxious  to  have  ttt  bis  hand  at  the  |  calle<i  leadersof  opinion,  to  disregard  their 

Mr,  Canon 


the  admiuistation  of  the  Crimes  Aet. 
[r7*epr*.]  Hon*  Members  cheeretl  that. 
He  did  not  make  any  secret  of  it.  It 
was  I  lie  business  of  a  htwyer,  and  parti- 
cularly one  holding  the  position  of 
Attorney  Generars  Counsel,  to  do  his 
duty,  eveu  if  hc'  were  attacked  for  doing 
so.  He  always  thought  that  one  of  the 
greatest  mistakes  of  hon.  Members 
opposite  in  attacking  the  Crimes 
Act  was  that  they  did  not  attack  the 
Crimes  Act  itself  and  the  Members 
of  this  House  who  passetl  it,  but  they 
attackeil  the  officials  who  were  bound  and 
compelled  to  do  iheir  duty.  As  regarded 
this  first  section  of  the  Crimes  Act,  he 
believed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
entirely  wrong  in  saying  that  it  was  not 
a  valuable  weapon  for  the  detection  of 
crime.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  Lord  Spencer,  who,  no  doubly  had 
great  experience  in  the  ruhninistration  of 
the  law^  in  Ireland,  said  that  except  in 
the  one  case  of  the  Phci30ix  Park  murders 
it  never  proved  of  any  nse.  But  was  it 
not  worth  having  on  tlie  Statute  Book  if 
only  it  served  to  bring  to  justice  those 
miserable  miscreants  who  were  guilty  of 
the  wilful  murder  of  Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish  and  Mr,  Burke.  As  to  the 
cases  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member  fi»r 
South  Tyrone,  these  were  all  eases  in 
whicli  men  were  brought  to  trial  for  the 
n»ost  iteinons  otiences  against  innocent 
persons.  He  rememberetl  the  two  men 
who  were  brought  to  hook  for  the  murder 
uf  Quirk e,  and  he  did  not  belitjve  any- 
body  who  eat  in  the  Court  and  heard  the 
piteous  tfile  told  by  the  widow,  an  old 
lady  of  HO  years  of  age,  who  saw  her 
hubbaQd  shot  in  her  presence,  would  say 
tlmt  that  case  alone  was  not  important 
enough  to  justify  the  retention  on  the 
Statute  Book  of  this  tirst  section  of  the 
Act,  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went 
on  to  say  that  he  himself  bud  instituted 
two  inquiries  under  the  Ex 
since  he  had  corne  into  power, 
he  tlid  something  more.  Having  insti 
tutetl  an  inquiry  into  the  Explosives  Act 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  put  the  men 
on  trial,  on  the  evidence  procured  under 
that  Act,  on  an  entirely  different  charge, 
that   of  murder,  which  did  not  arise  out 
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Tbe  rigbt  hoD.  Gentleman  thoaght  it 
neeesBarj  recently  to  proseaiite  three 
Members  of  the  Pariveliite  Party,  having 
no  doubt  been  advised  that  they  had 
brol^en  the  law»  Did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ever  think,  in  his  calmer 
moments,  of  the  kind  of  ridiculous  farce 
he  went  through  ?  What  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  do  ?  These  gentlemen 
were  prosecuted  in  relation  to  certain 
evictions  on  the  De  Freyne  estate  in 
County  Roscommon.  What  happened  ? 
They  were  tried  before  a  jury  of  the  very 
evicted  tenants  whose  cause  they  had 
championed.  ["  No  !  "]  He  did  not 
say  they  were  all  evicted  tenants,  but 
they  were  in  that  venue,  and  might  or 
might  not  have  been  on  the  jury.  The 
jury  did  not  convict.  He  believed 
one  juror  held  out,  but  the  11  dis- 
agreed, and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  so  convinced  that  it  would  not  be 
worth  while  to  further  consider  the  case, 
that  the  Attorney  General  instructed  the 
Crown  Prosecutor  to  at  once  enter  a 
nolle  prosequi^  and  there  was  an  end  to 
the  prosecution  against  the  hon.  Members. 
But  suppose  this  class  of  cases  rose  in 
number,  as  thay  were  told  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  they  would  rise 
in  number  if  a  Unionist  Government 
came  into  power,  would  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tell  them  that  the  way  they 
were  to  carry  on  the  Government  of  Ire- 
land was  to  have  a  similar ^«co  to  what 
he  had  in  Roscommon  ?  Anything  more 
absurd  could  hardly  be  conceived.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  boasted  of  the  im- 
provement in  Ireland  in  dealing  with 
crime  under  the  ordinary  law.  He 
wanted  to  know,  had  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  convicted  in  a  single  case  in 
Ireland  under  the  ordinary  law  and 
without  change  of  venue  ?  Not  one. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  called  the 
ordinary  change  of  venue  under  the 
Winter  Assize  Act  the  ordinary  law.  It 
was  statute  law,  and  what  more  was  the 
Crimes  Act  than  statute  law  ?  What 
more  conclusive  argument  could  be 
brought  forward  in  favour  of  the  change 
of  venue  than  had  been  given  by  the 
Chief  Secretary,  who  had  stated  that  he 
had  been  successful  in  obtaining  a  larger 
number  of  convictions  in  agrarian  cases  in 
which  there  was  a  change  of  venue  ?  It  had 
long  been  conceded  byLiberals  and  Conser- 
vatives alike  that  they  never  could,  and 


oaths  upon  a  jury  ease  in  Inelaud.  They 
had  not  been  allowed  to  differ  and  express 
their  opinions  freely  as  they  wished.  In 
1886,  long  after  the  Home  Rule  Bill 
was  brought  in,  a  Nationalist  gentleman, 
Mr.  Rolleston,  wrote  to  Uniiii  Ireland 
complaining  that  in  a  previous  issue  it 
had  stated  that  Protestants  and  Catholics, 
if  on  the  Nationalist  side,  should  unite 
in  defeating  Government  prosecutions. 
Mr.  Rolleston  protested  against  that,  and 
asked  if  it  was  liberty  that  a  man  should 
not  be  allowed  to  go  into  the  jury-box 
and  find  a  verdict.  Here  was  a  note 
upon  Mr.  Rolieston's  letter  by  the  editor 
of  United  Ireland^  who  was  a  Member 
of  that  House — 

'*In  a  self-Koverned  Ireland  it  would,  of 
coarse,  be  intolerable  that  men  should  not  be 
allowed  to  differ  freely  in  the  jury-box  and 
eveiywhere  else ;  but,  in  the  state  of  chaotic 
conflict  to  which  English  rule  reduces  us,  he 
who  is  not  with  us  is  against  us,  and  must 
expect  to  be  dealt  with  accordingly.  That  is 
not  liberty,  but  it  is  the  way  of  winning  it." 

Therefore,  the  way  they  were  going  to 
win  liberty  in  Ireland  was  to  go  into  the 
jury  box  and  act  not  according  to  the  evi- 
dence, but  according  to  political  opinions. 
All  he  could  say  was  that  if  the  English 
people  adopted  similar  ideas  and  acted 
upon  them  the  present  system  of  juries 
would  not  be  tolerated  in  England  for  a 
moment.  He  would  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary this  :  If  they  found  the  jury  system 
did  break  down  what  were  they  to  do  ? 
He  was  reading  the  other  day  a  non- 
political  essay  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  which  he  made  one  statement 
which  appeared  to  him  entirely  consonant 
with  the  views  he  was  now  putting  for- 
ward.    The  statement  was  this — 

"  It  is  said  that  the  great  end  of  the  British 
Constitution  is  to  get  12  honest  men  into  a  box. 
That  is  really  a  very  sensible  way  of  putting 
the  theory  that  the  first  end  of  guyernment  is 
to  give  security  of  life  and  property,  and  to 
make  people  keep  their  contracts.' 

If  they  found  they  could  not  g^t  twelve 
honest  men  into  the  box  by  reason  of 
the  political  teaching  and  education  they 
had  received  to  disregard  their  oaths, 
then  he  asked,  were  they  to  give  up  the 
great  end  of  the  British  Constitution  and 
not  put  12  honest  men  into  the  box 
at  all  ?     Let  him  refer  to  a  specific  case. 
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never  would, secure  convictions  in  agrarian 
*'iiseR  in  Ireland  before  ordinarj  juries. 
8tDce  O'HagaD's  Act  iti  1870  there  had 
tiever  been  a  Huccesfiful  prosecution  for 
agrarian  crime  in  Ireland  conducted  rnthe 
ordinary  venue  aud  before  an  ordinary 
jury.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Midlothian,  upon  the  first  in* 
trod  action  of  the  Home  Rule  Bill,  said — 

"With  certain  exceptions  in  the  case  of 
winter  juriea  it  ia  impossible  to  depend  in  Ire- 
land ufKjn  the  flndin]^  of  a  jury  m  a  case  of 
asrrarinn  crime  according  to  the  fact*  as  they 
aro  viewed  by  the  Goverrmient,  by  the  Judges 
and  by  the  public,  I  think,  at  large.  That  is  a 
most  serious  mischief,  parsing  down  deep  into 
the  groundwork  of  civil  society." 

In  face  of  these  facts,  and  in  face  of  the 
efficacy  of  the«e  pro  v  in  ions,  were  they 
iieriously  now,  on  a  few  hours'  Debate, 
going  to  pass  this  Bill,  and  not  merely 
aflirni  ihe  principle  that  they  were 
agnin:*t  perpetual  eoerciou,  but  alj*o 
affirm  that  it  was*  perpetual  coercion  to 
have  a  tribunal  which  wou hi  carry  out  the 
law  of  the  lauil  ?  The  <Hher  sections  of 
tlie  Crime*  Act,  which  provided  for 
j^ummnry  process  before  Magistrates,  were, 
of  course,  very  important.  These  clauses 
had  been  abused  over  and  over  again  Ity 
iio  one  more  heartily  thau  by  the  right 
liOD.  Gentleman*  He  did  not  blame  hiui. 
It  had  heeu  said  that  these  Magistrates 
were  Removable  Magistrates.  lie  would 
only  say  this  :  rhey  might  or  they  might 
not  think  thoy  W€Te  a  good  trilniual  for 
trying  these  cases,  but  ho  ventured  to 
assert  that  never  had  a  bodv  of  men 
more  honourably  or  justly  carried  out 
the  duties  cast  upon  them  thau  those 
Magistrates  had  iione.  The  Chief 
Secretary,  when  sitting  in  Opposition, 
usefl  to  lend  liimself  to  theses  attacks  on 
the  Hesideut  Magtstnites.  Since  1887, 
be  had  had  tlie  opportunity  of  dismissing 
any  who  had  been  guilty  of  miscouduet, 
but  he  had  never  dismissed  a  single  one 
of  them,  uoi  inquired  iuto  their  conduct 
since  he  had  been  in  Dffice,  for  the 
aimple  reason  that  they  had  fairly  aud 
honestly  done  tlietr  duty.     The  fact  was 


would  the  Chief  Secretary  tell  the 
House  that  he  had  ever  ventured  to  sug- 
gest a  decision  to  those  Magistrates,  or 
that  they  had  ever  given  a  particular 
decision  because  they  wore  afraid  of 
being  removed  from  their  posts  ?  Lot 
those  who  cried  out  against  the  Magis- 
trates bring  before  the  House  any  par- 
ticular decision  which  they  alleged  to 
have  been  wrongly  given,  aud  let  the 
House  then  deal  with  it.  Their  decisioDB 
had,  in  fact,  been  brouglit  before  the 
superior  Courts  in  Ireland,  and  the  record 
of  decisions  of  the  Resident  Magistrates 
which  had  stood  this  test  of  appeal 
would  compare  favourably  with  tiio  record 
of  decisions  of  any  other  Courts* 
They  might  think  that  these  matters 
ought  not  to  he  loft  to  the  Magistrates, 
and  that  there  ought  lo  be  a  jury  in  uU 
those  cases,  uotwithslandiug  what  he  had 
pointed  out ;  but,  at  all  events,  let  them 
not  do  an  injustice  to  the  body  of  men 
like  the  Resident  Magistrates,  who  had 
done  their  duty  with  a  fairness,  a  sense 
of  honour,  ami  a  sense  of  Justice  which 
had  not  been  equalled  by  any  body  of 
public  servants  in  the  country.  The  ob- 
ject of  lion.  Members  in  bringin«^  in  thii 
Bill  was,  of  course^  to  make  it  impossible 
for  any  future  Unionist  Government  to 
govern  IrelamL  That  object  liad  beetl 
boldly  stated.  They  wouhl  make 
government  under  the  ordinary  law  ini- 
possible,  and  drive  the  Unionist  Govern- 
ment to  come  to  Parliament  for  nnothor 
Crimes  HilL  Btit  they  would  Hnd  that 
the  cry  of  **  Coercion  **  had  grown  stale 
after  all  that  had  gone  on  under  the 
rt*gime  of  the  present  Chief  Secretary, 
If  thoy  were  to  have  Ireland  disturbed — 
artificially  disturbed  during  a  Unionist 
Government  ;  and  if  tbey  were  to  have 
Ireland  quiet,  artificially  quiet, 
during  a  separatist  Government, 
all  he  would  say  was  that  the 
English  people  had  very  much  leaa 
intelligence  than  ho  gave  them  credit  for, 
if  they  were  not  able  to  see  the  unreality 
of  the  cry  of  coercion.  This  Crimes 
Act  had  proved  efficient  in  the  past  to  j 
free  innocent  men  from  the  coercion  oil 
the  League    aud    tts  associates,  and  hej 


that    the    whole    of  the   outcry  against  ^  asked  the   House,  in   the  interests  of  thij 
Kesideut  MngistrateM  in  Ireland  had  been 
got  ui»   as   a    Party   cry.     It    had   been 
^uggesto«l    that    the    Magistrates     were 
nndcr  the  thumb  of  Dublin  Castlei  but 

Mr.  Carson 


humble    peasants    of    Ireland,    to    paus| 
before  they  gave  their  sanction  to  a  Bif 
which      proposed     to     repeal     such 
measure. 


I 


1 


Mr.   macartney    (Antrim  ,    S. 
Bltd,  he  understood  the  Chief  Secretary 
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he  must  remind  the  right  hou,  Grentlemiin 
that  crime  statistics  were  not  laken  as 
the  foundation  of  the  ca»e  on  whieh  the 
House  was  asked  to  pass  the  measure  in 
1H87.  The  Lea<ler  of  tlio  Opjwsition 
stated,  when  ati  Chief  Secrotar  j  for  Ireland 
he  introduced  tlie  Crimes  Act,  that  he  did 
not  rely  upon  statistics  of  crime  es  the 
Imsis  of  his  policy  ;  but  on  the  principle 
which  had  been  laid  down  by  the  right 
iion*  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian, that  it  was' necessary  to  consider 
the  amount  of  crime  in  Ireland  in  con- 
junction with   its  source  and  character  ; 


Tiew  the  Crimes  Act  with  feelings  as 
ng  as  those  he  eutertained  for  any  of 
the  other  political  questions  now  under 
discusaion.  If  that  were  so,  he  thought  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  had  reason  to 
complain  that  the  Government  should 
not  have  taken  up  the  Bill  for  tbemaelvos. 
But  DOW  that  they  had  adopted  the  Bill, 
the  Hf>u»e  had  a  right  to  know,  not  only 
what  the  Government  were  going  to  do 


that  afternoon,  but  also  what  course  they    ^"^  **"  ^^'^^  ground  it  was  useless  for  anp 


^utended    to    pursue  afterwards.     If  the 
^peasure  were  read  a  second  time,  was  it 
to  be  given  the  facilities  of  a  Govern- 
ment measure  ?     The  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man said,  in  a  ratiier  ambiguous   phrase, 
that  he   proposetl  to  affirm  the   principle 
of    the    liilL     But    if   he   affirmed    tlie 
principle  did  he  propose,  if  the  Govern- 
ment continued  in   existence,  to  assist  in 
passing    the     measure     into     law    this 
Session  f     The   right   hon.    Gentleman 
^bul  also  said  that  he  was  opposed  to  the 
^putinuauce   of  the  Crimes  Act  on  the 
griiund  that  if  was  an  absurdity  to  keep 

«the  Statute  Book  an  Act  that  was 
erative  or  iijoperative  according  to 
Utical  changes  at  Westminster.  But 
that  was  an  argumetjt  that  could  bo 
applied  to  the  most  recent  pri»po?*al  of 
^the  Government  to  the  House  on 
which  a  vote  was  taken  the  previous 
night- — the    propos^il   of  a  coustitulioual 

Kange    which     affected    not    only    one 
rtlon    of    the    Kiugdom,     but    which 


one  to  urge  that  there  was  uot  ample 
reason  for  retaining  the  Act  on  the 
Statute  Book*  When  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  prided  bimself  on  having 
paralysed  the  operation  of  the  law  in 
East  Mayo,  and  stated  that  be  wouhl  do 
tho  same  thing  again  untlor  another 
Unionist  Government,  what  was  the  value 
of  any  fi umber  of  statistics  of  crime 
as  an  argnmeiit  for  the  removal  of  the 
Act  from  the  Statute  Book  f  The  Chief 
Secretary  liad  said  that  he  governed  Ire- 
land with  the  aid  of  the  Bis  Imps  and 
popnbtr  pulitieinns.  But  a  Government 
might  come  into  power  in  n  very  short 
time  that  wonld  nor  go  cap  in  hand  to 
Archljisbop  Walsh  :  and  it  would  be  nb* 
surd  for  such  a  Government  to  place 
themselves  in  n  position  in  which  they 
could  not  rely  on  the  assistance  of  a  mea- 
sure which  had  proved  so  effective  iti 
freeing  Ireland  frou»  tliose  crimes,  which 
for  Party  purposes  were  perpetrateil  iu 
the  time  of  the  late  Unionist  Govermiieiit, 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  prided  himself 
on  the  fact  ihni  they  bad  gmerned  Ire- 
land w^ith  the  ordinary  law,  and   without 


affected   the    very   centrftl    machinery  of  j  the  aid  of  the  Crimes  Act<     It  wa>^  easy 


government^  and  which  wonld  be  opera- 
tive   or     inoperative     according     as 


JCpo 

H^  in  power.  The  Chief  Secretary 
^6d  quoted  statistics  to  prove  a 
diminution  of  crime  in  I  re!  anil,  and 
hod  said  thai  the  Unionists  were  in 
the  habit  of  charging  him  with  tliat 
dimintnion  as    if    it    were    an    offence. 


for  the  Chief  Secretary  to   boast  in  the 
House  that  he  was  not  a  coercion ist,  be- 


oservative    or     Liberal     Government  i  cause  he  did  not  use  the  Crimes  Act,  But 

from  the  Irish  point  of  view  he  was  still 

'  governing  Ireland  by  brute  force,  because 
he  was  using,  when  lie  tliought  necessary, 
all  tliosu  administrative  instruments  for 
preserving   peace  and    order    which    the 

I  Leader    of     the    Opposition     had    been 


He  failed  to  recollect  any  Unionist  Mem-  |  denounced  for  using.  In  fact,  the  right 
her — ^and  certainly  any  Unionist  Member  i  hon.  GentlenuLn,  who  boasted  that  he  was 
from  Ireland — who  made  such  a  charge,  '  ii  non-eoercionist,  had  been  denounced  by 
and  he  should  be  the  last  person  in  the  the  followers  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
world  himself  to  make  such  a  charge  I  East  Clare— who  had  spoken  that  day  in 
against  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     But  I  such  whispered  humbleness— as   one   of 
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he  said  he  had  not  been  oooverted  by 
being  sent  to  gaoL  Of  course,  the  en* 
forcement  of  the  Act  did  not  change  the 
views  of  those  who  suffered  under  it,  as 
the  hoD.  Member  appeared  to  think  it 
should.  Thej  did  not  change  the  opinions 
of  a  thief  by  sending  him  to  gaol,  for  it 
was  a  well-known  fact  that  the  gaols 
were  largely  filled  by  old  criminals. 


the  worst  coercionists  that  ever  went  to 
Ireland.  The  hon.  Member  for  East 
Clare  had  told  them  that  to  be  arrested 
under  this  Act  was  to  have  established 
a  claim  on  the  gratitude  of  the  Irish 
nation.  Indeed,  if  they  were  to  vote  for 
the  repeal  of  the  Act  they  should  be  re- 
moving from  the  path  of  7  oung  ambitious 
Irishmen  the  easiest  method  for  obtain- 
ing political  distinction  ;  for  a  man  had 
only  to  be  prosecuted  by  the  Government 
under  the  Coercion  Act  to  become 
a  public  hero.  Therefore,  the  repeal 
of  this  Act*  would  deprive  Irish 
Members  of  the  easiest  way  of  obtaining 
a  crown  of  glory,  a  crown,  however, 
which  was  not  free  from  thorns.  The 
hon.  Member  for  East  Clare  had  found 
that  out  for  himself  when  he  was  im- 
prisoned in  Wexford,  and  put  on  prison 
fare.  It  was  not  surprising  that  the  con- 
stitution of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Clare  broke  down  on  water.  In  fact,  no 
Irish  constitution  could  stand  bread  and 
water  for  72  hours. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  Talk  sense. 

Mr.  macartney  said,  that  there 
was  practically  no  grievance  in  the  con- 
tinuance of  this  Act  on  the  Statute  Book. 
Jf  there  was  any  grievance  at  all  it  was 
a  mere  sentimental  grievance,  that  had 
been  greatly  exaggerated.  The  Crimes 
Act  did.  not  hurt  any  Irishman,  whether 
he  dwelt  in  his  constituency  (South 
Antrim)  or  in  the  constituency  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Clare.  The  hon. 
Member  objected  to  the  Act  because  it 
was  confined  to  Ireland,  and  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  said  it  would  be  impossible 
to  carry  it  for  England  ;  but  if  the  state  of 
things  existed  in  England  which  existed 
in  Ireland  when  the  Act  was  passed,  a 
Government  that  did  not  cope  with  it 
would  be  swept  away  at  once.  In 
America,  under  similar  circumstances, 
the  people  did  not  wait  for  legislation, 
but  adopted  summary  measures.  In  the 
case  of  the  Kearnej  riots,  the  people  of 
California  did  not  wait  for  any  Govern- 
ment action,  but  took  the  matter  into 
their  own  hands  and  dealt  out  justice  to 
Kearney  and  his  followers.  The  hon. 
Member  for  East  Clare  had  also  con- 
tended that  the  Act  had  failed,  because 

ilfr.  Macartney 


Mr.  W.  REDMOND  :  I  know  nothing 
about  thieves ;  I  suppose  jou  do. 

Mr.  macartney  said  that,  of 
course,  he  was  arguing  generally,  and 
without  any  personal  reference  to  the 
hon.  Member.  He  looked  upon  the  hon. 
Member  not  as  an  ordinary  but  as  an 
extraordinary  burglar,  who  regarded  it  as 
meritorious  to  have  been  put  in  prison. 
As  they  could  not  convince  a  thief,  so 
they  could  not  convince  a  political 
burglar.  At  all  events,  the  hon.  Member 
had  been  kept  out  of  mischief  for  six 
months,  and  if  no  other  good  was  done, 
they  would  have  to  thank  the  operation 
of  the  Act  for  that  very  small  mercy. 
The  promoters  of  the  Bill  ought  to  have 
gone  a  step  further  than  they  had  done. 
They  should  have  shown  that  not  only 
w^s  the  Act  not  necessary  now,  but  that 
in  no  possible  future  circumstances,  whe* 
ther  remote  or  near,  would  such  an 
instrument  for  procuring  the  punishment 
of  those  who  broke  the  law  in  Ireland  b^ 
necessary.  The  supporters  of  the  Bill, 
including  the  Chief  Secretary,  had  care* 
fully  abstained  from  noticing  the 
suggestion  that  it  was  possible 
there  might  be  a  recrudescence  of 
crime  in  Ireland  which  would  call  for 
exceptional  legislation.  It  had  not  only 
been  admitted  but  suggested  that  in  the 
near  future  it  might  be  possible  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  and  hia 
friends  would  attempt,  for  political  pur- 
poses of  their  own,  to  create  .in  the  dis« 
tricts  of  Ireland  in  which  they  had 
influence  those  agrarian  circumstances 
which  had  led  in  the  past  to  so  much 
crime.  The  Chief  Secretary  had  not 
attempted  to  deal  with  that  point ;  and 
he  certainly  could  not  admit  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  out  the 
slightest  justification  for  the  action  he 
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proposed  to  take  in  voting  for  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
£.) :  I  have  often  reflected  how  cnrions  is 
oar  procedure  in  this  House  with  reference 
to  those  ambitious  schemes  for  legislation 
which  private  Members  in  the  exercise  of 
their  undoubted  rights  bring  forward  for 
discnssion  on  a  Wednesday  afternoon. 
The  Government  of  the  day  may  bring 
forward  measures  even  of  the  second 
class,  not  specially  controversial  or  im- 
portant, and  the  Forms  of  the  House 
eecore  that  such  measures  shall  be  ade« 
qnately  discussed  at  every  stage,  not  only 
on  the  Second  Reading,  and  on  the 
different  later  stages,  but  on  the  First 
Reading  also.  These  are  the  safeguards 
to  prevent  rash  legislation  on  the  part  of 
the  Government,  but  they  are  not 
thought  necessary  in  the  case  of  the  irre- 
sponsible private  Member,  who  intro- 
dnces  a  Bill  without  anyone  objecting 
and  obtains  a  First  Reading.  Yesterday 
there  was  introduced  three  such  Bills — 
one  to  abolish  the  House  of  Lords  ;  a 
flecond  to  abolish  the  Universities  ;  and 
s  third  to  abolish — I  forget  what,  but  I 
think  it  was  to  abolish  one  of  the  other 
sncient  institutions  of  the  country.  Nobody 
said  a  word,  and  if  the  introducer  of  any 
of  these  Bills  can  get  the  first  place  on  a 
Wednesday  he  may  occupy  four  or  five 
hoars  of  the  valuable  time  of  the  House, 
snd  obtain  a  decision  of  the  House  on 
the  main  principle  involved.  If  that 
procedure  lends  itself  to  criticism  there 
has  never  been  an  occasion  on  which 
criticism  would  have  been  more  appro- 
priate than  it  is  to-day.  Think  of  what 
we  are  asked  to  do,  and  of  the  conditions 
under  which  we  are  asked  to  do  it.  We 
are  asked  to  repeal  an  Act,  and  the 
Members  who  ask  us  to  do  so,  although 
they  made  long  and  interesting  speeches, 
did  not  go  to  the  root  of  the  matter  and 
discuss  the  principles  and  details  which 
the  Act  involves.  One  half  the  speech 
of  the  Seconder  was  devoted  to  autobio- 
graphical experiences  of  prison  life  and 
views  of  prison  discipline.  Is  it  con- 
ceivable that  the  House  is  to  take 
seriously  snch  a  proposal  when  it  is  laid 
before  ob  in  a  spurit  so  wanting  in  serious- 


ness? When  I  turn  to  the  conditions 
under  which  the  measure  is  brought 
before  us  it  appears  to  me  that  the  case 
against  asking  the  House  to  decide  a  ques- 
tion of  this  Kind  on  a  Wednesday  after- 
noon becomes  absolutely  overwhelming. 
As  has  already  been  pointed  out  by 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  who  moved 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  the  Crimes  Act 
took  three  months  and  seven  days  in 
passing  through  this  House,  and  even 
that  was  not  thought  sufficient  time  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  Yet  that 
which  took  three  months  and  seven  days 
to  pass  this  House  we  are  asked  to  deal 
with  in  its  most  important  stage  in  four- 
and-a-half-hours.  With  regard  to  the 
Chief  Secretary's  reply  to  that  point,  I 
absolutely  deny,  in  the  first  place,  that 
this  measure  can  be  properly  dealt  with 
unless  you  have  details  before  you.  If 
there  is  a  stage  at  which  principle,  and 
principle  alone,  is  supposed  to  guide  the 
action  of  the  House  of  Commons,  it  is 
that  of  First  Reading.  Yet  the  First 
Reading  of  the  Act  which  this  Bill  is 
intended  to  repeal  took  four  nights,  and 
the  Second  Reading  took  seven  nights. 
In  these  circumstances,  I  must  enter  my 
protest  against  such  an  invasion  of  the 
rights  of  private  Members  as  would  re- 
quire this  House  to  come  to  any  decision 
upon  so  momentous  a  case  as  this  within 
the  brief  space  allotted  to  us  on  a  Wed- 
nesday afternoon.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary admitted  that  to  govern  Ireland 
successfully  you  require  a  strong  Govern- 
ment, but  he  seemed  to  think  that  a 
strong  Government  was  able  to  do  all 
the  work  without  anything  in  the  nature 
of  special  provisions  for  enforcing  the 
ordinary  Criminal  Law  of  the  country. 
I  listened  with  interest  to  see  how 
he  was  going  to  defend  and  develop 
that  position,  but  not  one  single  ad- 
ministrative action  did  he  put  before 
us  which  could  be  adopted  by  the 
strong  Government  in  question  ex- 
cept the  svstem  of  energetic  control. 
But  the  value  of  that  system  depends 
upon  the  legal  machinery  by  which 
criminals  can  be  brought  to  justice  when 
they  are  caught.  What  is  the  use  of 
control  ?  It  is  to  prevent  those  com- 
mitting crimes  who  are  afraid  of  being 
caught  and  to  catch  those  who  have 
alreitdy  committed  crimes ;  but  why 
should  any  human  being  be  deterred  from 
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comniitling  any  crime  he  pleases  if  lie 
happens  to  know  he  will  not  be  brought 
to  justice  for  tlie  crime  ?  Control  it?  an 
admirable  addkioual  help  to  a  Hystem  by 
which  cnniinals  cau  be  Irietl  and  con- 
victed ;  but  if  for  any  reasoti,  political 
or  other,  it  is  not  backed  up  by  adequate 
legal  machinery,  no  amount  of  control  in 
the  world  will  give  that  securily  to  Her 
Majesty's  subjectfi  which  everyone  has  a 
right  to  demand.  Tlie  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's arguraeot  seemed  to  be  reducible 
to  one  solitary  proposition,  and  that  was 
that  he,  without  the  Crimes  Act,  had  got 
oil  exceedingly  well  with  the  administra- 
tion of  Ireland*  1  have  never  coateateil 
the  facts  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^ 
but  I  do  centers t  the  validity  of  the  argu- 
ment which  hcrcftts  upon  them.  Wc  have 
over  ami  over  again  pointed  out  that  you 
cau  not  judge  of  the  efficacy  of  your  legal 
system  by  itself  ;  you  must  judge  it  in 
compariBon  with  tlie  f orcein  to  which  It  m 
opposed.  Now,  we  contend  that  under 
certain  special  circumstances  at  the  pre- 
sent hour  the  forces  arrayed  agaiost  legal 
authority  in  Ireland  are  far  weaker  than 
they  were  under  the  re(/ime  of  those  who 
preceded  the  right  hou»  Geudemau.  Grctit 
political  and  Kochtl  organisations,  which 
in  other  times  were  used  for  the  promo- 
tion of  disorder  and,  indirectly  at  all 
events,  for  the  promotion  of  crime,  have 
wow  been  usetl  in  order  to  support  the 
Govermnent,  from  which  they  have  ex- 
pectations in  the  future*  "  But,**  says 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman,  **  is  this  a 
thing  of  which  we  need  be  ashamed  ? 
Ought  you  not  to  govern  in  sympathy 
with  the  moral  forces  of  the  com- 
munity ?  **  Well,  I  will  not  discuss 
whether  the  forces  of  which  he  speaks 
can  properly  be  described  as  moral,  or 
how  far  they  are  moral,  but  what  is  the 
origin  and  Imsis  of  the  present  alliance 
with  forces  which  be  describes  as  moral  ? 
la  it  sympathy  with  the  mode  of  admin- 
istration which  he  has  thought  it  his 
duty  to  use  in  Ireland  ?  No  ;  we  have 
irrefragable  proof  that  it  is  not  sym- 
pathy with  the  administrative  naetbods 
of  the  right  hou.  Gentleman,  The  right 
ho  11.  Gentleman  has  done,  and  has  been 
obliged  todo,  everything  in  an  adminislra- 
tive  sense  which  his  predecessors  did. 
The  basis,  therefore,  of  this  alliance  Is  not 
common  agreement  as  to  how  Ireland 
should  be  governed  at  present.     What  is 

Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour 


it  ?  It  is  the  hope  of  some  Bill  in  the 
future  which  is  to  remove  the  whole  re- 
sponsibility of  governing  Irelaud  on  any 
principle  from  gentlemen  sitting  on  the 
Treasury  Bench.  I  do  not  cull  that  an 
allianee  with  the  moral  forces  of  Irelaud. 
I  call  it  an  alliance  for  a  definite  poli- 
tical object,  entered  into  by  gentlemen 
with  a  definite  political  end,  and  it  do 
more  deserves  the  flattering  epithets  he 
applies  to  it  than  any  other  combination 
of  persons  of  very  diflercnt  principles, 
and  having  very  different  objects,  to 
carry  out  a  temporary  purpose.  If  that 
analysis  of  the  present  situation  he  tnie, 
what  element  of  permanence  has  it  ? 
Assume  that  a  Unionist  Government 
comes  in,  then  this  alliance  with  the 
moral  forces  of  Ireland  must  on  the 
hypothesis  vanish.  I  do  not  think  it  is 
even  necessary  to  wait  for  the  advent  of 
a  Unionist  Government,  Once  let  the 
Liberal  Party  in  this  country  come  round 
to  the  late  views  of  the  present  Prime 
Minister,  and  the  alliance  again  will 
vauish.  Is  it  not  un reasonable  and  in- 
tolerable to  ask  us  to  al>andon  a  method 
of  enforcing  the  Common  Law  of  this 
country,  which,  by  the  admission  of  the 
a^lvocatesof  the  present  law,  will  become 
necessary  as  soon  as  Irish  patriots  see 
the  prospects  of  Homo  Rule  receding  TT 
into  space  ?  I  am  certain  that  must"  ^ 
come  sooner  or  later,  and  then  we  wilt^BB 
find  ourselves  face  to  face  with  the  old 
problems  and  difficulties,  but  wnthout  the 
present  methods  of  meeting  them  when 
they  arrive.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemai: 
told  us  that  by  retaining  this  Act  as 
permanent  part  of  the  Statute  Book  w 
were  taking  it  for  granted  that  Irelau*' 
would  for  an  indefinite  period  take  a  viev 
of  the  hiw  different  to  the  view  whicb 
prevails  in  this  country.  I  have  ueve 
believed  myself  that  the  ancient  tradi 
tions  of  agrarian  disturbance,  whicb  di« 
not  begin  with  the  LTnion,  could 
wholly  got  rid  of  in  a  generatioD  or  m 
two  generations.  But  I  will  make  tUL 
concession  to  the  right  hon.  Gentlemac 
I  believe  that,  in  spite  of  this  inherit 
perversion  of  view  with  regard  toagraria. 
crime  in  Ireland,  you  could  govern  Ire 
land  under  the  ordinary  law  of  th*--* 
country  on  one  condition,  and  that  cond*  ~ 
tion  is  that  yoi»  conhl  guarantee  that  a*^ 
political  Party  would  every  again  u^^ 
crime  for  the  purpose  of  aiivauciog  thefr 


\ 


809     Loml  Governnienl  Pro-     [  1 8  April  1 894}  msional  Orders  (Nc. 4 )  Bili.  S 1 0 


political  view«.     The  rigbt  hon.  Geotle* 

iDttti  must  know  perfectly  well,  if  be  hfttl 
the  courage  to  tell  us  bis  wbole  miiKl,  tluit 
political  Parties  lu  the  past  used  crime, 
directly  or  imiirectly,  to  further  their 
endSf  and  that  at  this  monieut  tbey 
are  threateniog  to  use  crime  agaiu. 
We  had  two  quotatioDS  thb  afteruooa 
from  cue  Member  of  the  largest  of  tlie 
Irish  sections  below  the  Gangway.  One 
of  these  quotations  eucouraged  boycot- 
ting, aud  statoil  that  the  Govemmeut^  of 
which  the  speaker  wm  a  supporter^ 
would  never  pHuisb  Iwycottiug.  The 
other  said  that  as  soon  us  a  Unionist 
Government  came  into  Office  n  land  agi- 
tation such  as  had  never  been  known  in 
Ire  laud  l>efore  would  be  got  up  by  poli- 
tical agitators,  A  land  agitation  means 
agrarian  crime,  and  it  means  nothing 
else  Init  agrarian  crime,  and  I  wisb  to 
know  how  any  rosponsible  politician  in 
this  House,  with  that  menace  staring  him 
in  the  face,  with  the  k«iow lodge  that 
those  with  whom  he  is  in  moral  alliance 
at  this  moment  tnay,  as  soon  as  a  change 
of  Government  takes  place,  resume  all 
the  old  methods  for  all  the  old  purposes 
with  all  the  old  results — I  wnsh  to  know 
bow  any  responsible  politician  iii  these 
circumstances  cnii  say  that  the  Goveru- 
ment  of  this  country  is  to  be  left  defence - 
loss  and  powerless,  deprived  of  every 
method  by  wdiich  the  criminal  can  be 
pursued,  and  that  these  gentlemen  are  to 
be  left  to  pursue  their  own  course  at  their 
own  sweet  will.  The  right  boo.  Gentle- 
man may  be  fortunate  enough  during  the 
remaining  portion  of  his  Irish  career  to 
be  able  to  guarantee  that  these  moral 
forces  shall  be  on  bis  side.  Rut  when 
the  moral  forces  !>ecome  immoral  forces 
iwheo  he  leave  Office,  when  diflforeut 
ijliticftl  objects  are  to  be  gained  at 
restminster  and  different  political 
aethods  have  to  be  pursued  in  Ireland, 
lieo  a  condition  of  things  may  arise 
w  under  which  we  shall  have, 
[>T  the  very  purpose  of  conferring  the 
tnost  elementary  rights  and  liberties  upon 
the  poorer  peasantry,  to  have  recourse  to 
^instrnmentfl  to  carry  out  the  ordinary  law 
■  which  nobmly  Hkes  to  employ.  I  aud 
those  who  act  with  me  are  supposed  to 
have  some  special  love  for  coercive 
legislation  and  coercive   practices.     No- 


thiug  could  be  further  from  the 
trnth.  Nothing  would  be  more  in  accord- 
aace  with  the  passionate  desire  of  those 
who  sit  upon  this  side  as  well  as  of  those 
who  sit  upon  that  side  than  that  Ireland 
should  in  every  respect — in  her  love  for 
law  as  well  as  in  other  respects^be  in 
precisely  the  same  position  as  every 
other  part  of  the  Kingdom,  But  because 
we  desire  that.,  are  we  to  shut  our  eyes  to 
the  plain  teaching  of  facts,  and  are  we  to 
say  that,  because  during  a  year  and-a- 
half  it  has  suited  certain  politicians  to 
support  a  Goverumeut  which  they 
formerly  oppose<l,  to  make  that  easy 
w*hich  tbey  formerly  made  difficult^ — are 
we  to  say  for  that  reason  that  for  the 
future  the  Admiiiistration  is  to  be 
rendered  perfectly  helpless  in  the  face 
even  of  the  moi^t  outrageous  attempts  to 
produce  crime  and  disorder  in  the  South 
and  West  of  Ireland  ?  I  cannot  believe 
that  the  House  of  Commons  will  come  to 
a  decision  of  that  kind  ;  aud  of  this  I  am 
certain^ — that  if  tbey  mean  to  come  to  a 
decision  of  that  kind  it  should  only  be 
after  the  fullest  debate  and  the  maturost 
consideration,  and  not  after  the  perf uuc- 
tory  discussion  on  this  extraordinary 
proposal  which  is  all  we  have  been  vouch- 
safed this  afternoou  by  boa.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway, 

Mr.  John  Redmond  (Waterford) 
rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move, 
"  That  the  Question  be  now  put.'' 

Question  put,  *^  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

The  House  divided  :^— Ayes  25a  ;  Noe» 
196. — (Division  List,  No,  27.) 

Question  put  accordingly,  "That  the 
w^ord  *  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  254  ; 
Noes  194.— (Division  List,  No.  28.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  aud  committetl 
for  Friday,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  4)  BILL— (No.  148.) 

Read  a  eecond  time,  and  committed. 
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INDUSTRIAL    AND    PROVIDENT   SOCIE- 
TIES ACT    (1893)    AMENDMENT    BILL. 

'    (No.  96.) 
Considered  in  Committee,  aud  reported, 

without   AmendmeDt  ;    read    the    third 

time,  aud  passed. 

MUSIC  AND  DANCING  LICENCES 
(MIDDLESEX)  BILL.— (No.  26.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Committee    report    Progress ;     to  sit 
again  upon  Wednesday  next. 

COUNTY        COUNCILS         ASSOCIATION 
(SCOTLAND)    EXPENSES     BILL. 
(No.  97.) 
As    amended,   considered ;    read    the 
third  time,  and  passed. 


FISHERY  BOARD  (SCOTLAND)  EXTENSION 
OP   POWERS    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Buchanan,  Bill  to  extend  the 
powers  of  the  Fishery  Board  for  Scotland  in 
relation  to  harbours  and  piers,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Buchanan,  Mr.  Asher,  Mr. 
Anstruther,  Sir  Donald  Macfarlane,  Mr.  Ren- 
«haw,  and  Sir  William  Wedderbum. 

Bill  presenteii,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  17  4.] 

QUEEN  ANNE'S  BOUNTY. 
Copy   presented,— of  Annual   Report 
and  Accounts  of  the  Governors  for  the 
jear    ended    Slst   December    1893    [by 
Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1887 

(EVICTION  NOTICES), 
Copy  presented, — of  Return  of  Evic- 
tion   Notices   iiled   during   the    quarter 
ended  3 1st  March  1894  [bj  Command]  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SUPERANNUATION  ACT,  1884. 

Copy  presented, — of  Treasury  Minute, 

dated    13th  April,   1894,  dechiring  that 

Thomas  Lewis   (Sub-postmaster,  Little 

Sutton,  Chester)  was  appointed  without 


a  Civil  Service  Certificate,  through  in- 
advertence on  the  part  of  the  Head  of 
his  Department  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

AFRICA  (No.  3,  1894). 
Copy    presented, — of     Map    of     the     j 
Southern  Portion  of  British  East  Africa    / 
(to  illustrate  Africa,  No.  2,  1894  [by 
Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PIER  AND  HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS. 

Copy     ordered,     "of     Memorandum     (, 
stating  the  nature  of  the  proposals  con- 
tained in  the  Provisional  Orders  included 
in  the  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  (No.  I) 
Bill."— (iJfr.  Burt:) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie 
upon    the    Table,   and    to    be   printed* 

(No.  80.) 

ESTATE  DUTY. 
Copy  ordered,  "  of  Paper  explanatory 
to  the  proposals  of  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  with  respect  to  the  Estate 
Duty."— (TA€  Chancellor  of  the  Ex^ 
chequer.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
(No.  79.) 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE, 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Sir,  on  the 
question  of  the  Adjournment,  would  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  inform  us  what  it 
is  proposed  should  be  the  course  of  busi- 
ness to-morrow  ?  I  do  not  know  how 
long  the  discussion  of  the  Board  o( 
Conciliation  and  Railway  Rates  Bills 
will  occupy,  but  it  may  be  important  UK 
know  the  course  of  business. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  said,  that  the  Billfl^ 
mentioned  by  the  right  hon.  GeotlemMi»- 
would  be  the  second  and  tlurd  Orders  of 
the  Day  to-morrow. 

Honse  adjourned  at  one  mhiiili^ 
before  Bix  o*cIodc» 


The  **  Cot^ 
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^^       THE  "COSTA  EICA  PACKET/* 
^P  rSTITION  FREdEKTED. 

•The  Eahl  of  JERSEY  ;  My  Lords, 
I       I    beg  to  prbJStDt   a    Petitiou    from   the 
I      owner,  master,  niui  members  of  the  crew 
Hof  the  Brili«h  wljaling  ship   Costa  Mica 
^  Paekeiy  anil  I  wouM  usk  to  be  allowed  to 
*ay  ft  few  words  to  ex  pin  in   the  reuscm 
this  Petitiou  Is  prenenteiL     Captuiii  Car- 
penter,   the    master  of    the   Costa  Rica 
rackety  is   a  British  sohject  residing  iti 
Sjdoey,  and    has    liad  great  experieiiee 
in    whaliDg    expeditions.     On    Novem* 
ber     1,     1891,     %vhile     on     a     whaling 
expedition^     he     was    arrested    by    tlie 
L  Netherlands   (India)  Autboritie,«»   for  an 
^P  oflTerice  alleges!  to   have   been  committed 
^  b  the  beginning  of  IHHH.   Without  being 
told   the  9i>ecifie    nature    of    the    charge 
♦       made  ogain2»thimf  he  wa^^i  taken  otTa  dis- 
tance of   l,tX)0  milcH  to  Macassar,  there 
put  into  a  cell,  libelled  ^*  For  Condemned 
Europeans, "ami  was  moiat  vilely  treated. 

» Owing  apparently  to   the   action  of   the 
Governor  of  the  Straits  SettleraentB   he 
J-as  eventually  released,  on   the  2Bth   of 
Novcniber,  without  ihe  case  being  tried, 
or,  in  other  words,  because  there  was  uo 
real   case  against  him.     I   may  mention 
that  while  be  was  at  Macassar  there  was 
only  one  other  British  subject  there,  Mr. 
Barnard,    witiiont    whose    assistauce   \ih 
use    would    have    been    probably   still 
arder.       In    the    meantime    the   oppor* 
timity  of  fishing  was  lost,  as  the  whaling 
ason  had  passed  away,   and    the  expe- 
lition    proved    a    total    failure.       Under 
[lese circumstances  theowner,  the  captain, 
liod  the  crew  of  the  Costa  Rica  Packet 
aade  a   demand    upon    the  Netherlands 
(Indift)Governmentforsomecompensation 
^^OT  the  loss  sustained  owing  to  those  pro- 
^^keediugs.      Apparently    that   jnst   com- 
^HkeDsatlon  hat  not  been  recognised  as  due  by 
^Bie  Netherlands  Government.    It  appears 
^ntbftt    the    arrest    of  Captain     Carpenter 
waa  not  baaed   upon  reasonable  grounds, 
and  the  course  taken  of   arresting   him 
and  refusing  to  accept  his  bail  can  hardly 
be    defended.      Even    the    Dutch    Pro- 

^m     VOL.  XXIIL  r*^ouRTe  series.} 


cureur  General  when  he  made  his  Report 
of  June  15th,  1892,  said— 

**  It  is  true;  thai  the  Me^r  of  justice  at 
Macassar  in  stead  of  ftHkinj;  for  liberty  to  pro* 
s«cute  the  onler  of  arrest  ha<l  adotital  a  dif- 
ferent course,  and  I  pointed  out  in  my  letter  of 
the  I'ith  Jauuaryj  1891,  thLMlifficulty  of  pruving 
the  c-ise,  but  the  Council  by  its  decision  showed 
that  it  consideretl  the  aiTcst  necessary," 

Well,  as  was  foreseen,  the  case  could  not 
be  proved,  and  the  Dutch  Goverimieut 
now  refuses  corapeusation  for  ati  arrest 
which  tlieir  own  legal  adviser  had  warned 
them  not  to  make.  This  matter,  my 
Lords,  has  created  a  somewhat  lively 
interest  in  Australia,  and  the  Leg  is  I  a* 
tive  Council  of  New  South  Wales 
appointed  a  Select  Committee  lo  iuquire 
iuto  the  matter,  and  1  believe  its  Report 
has  been  widely  distiibuted  in  this 
country ,  I'ersonally,  I  kne^v  Captain 
Carpenter,  and  I  know  he  bore  a  high 
reputation,  both  for  good  character  and 
knowledge  of  nautical  afTairs.  In  fact, 
[  happened  to  go  on  board  the  Costa 
Rica  Packet  the  day  it  slarted  on  this 
unfortunate  voyage.  When  we  consider 
what  a  serious  blow  it  would  be  to  British 
iuterests,  and  how  it  would  affect 
British  traders  in  Dutch  ports  if  an  out- 
rage of  this  kind  is  allowed  to  jmss  by 
without  notice  being  tjiken  of  it,  it  cannot 
be  a  matter  of  surprise  that  the  Colonial 
Governments  should  take  some  steps 
abont  it  ;  and  I  may  say  that  the  Premier 
of  New  South  Wales  (Sir  George  Dibbs) 
has  frequently  urged  me  upon  the  matter. 
But  the  matter  is  not  one  only  of  colonial 
interest,  it  is  of  Imperial  interest ;  and 
the  noble  Earl  llie  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  recognised  this  when  the 
case  was  laid  before  him.  After  con- 
sideration he  scut  a  Despatch  to  our 
Minister  at  the  Hagite  in  these  words — 

•♦  With  all  respect  to  the  procedure  of  the 
Court  of  the  Netherhmds  (India),  Her  Majesty's 
Oovernment  consider  that  the  evidence  was 
not  sufficient  to  make  out  such  a  ca»e  even  of 
reasonable  suspicion  as  could  be  treated  as 
justifying  tbe  arrest  of  Mr.  Carpenter,  and  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemmeat  are,  tbeTefoFe,of  opinion 
that  in  the  absence  of  sueb  reationable  eviiieace 
Mr.  Carpenter  is  entitled  to  compensation  for 
t»eraonaI  damftg:e.  After  carefully  eoUBidering 
the  case,  they  feel  juHtitied  in  asking  the  Nether* 
lands  Government  to  ijrant  to  Mr.  Carpenter, 
by  way  of  personal  compensation,  the  sura  of 
£2,r»CKt  Her  Majesty's  GoveruiDent  wish  to 
keep  the  claims  arising  from  the  arrest  within 
the  narrowest  possible  limits,  and  they  will  not, 
thcrefote,  put  in  any  claim  on  account  of  the 
loss  suffered  by  the  members  uf  the  crew  of  the 
Ciigta  Itira  Packet:' 
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It  18  not,  ray  Lords,  for  me  to  put  mj 

opinion  against  tliat  of  the  Lbw  Officers 
of  tbe  Crown,  but  it  does  seem  harti 
that  tlie  captain  and  crew  of  this 
vessel,  who  have  suffered  great  losses, 
abould  not  be  considered.  It  ranst 
be  rem  ember  ed  that  tbey  were  work- 
ing this  ex  pod  it  ion  upon  the  "  lay  ^' 
principle,  and  they  bad  reason  to 
expect  they  would  get  some  re- 
muuenition  for  their  efforts,  but  a^  it 
turned  out  the  expedition  proved  a  dead 
lofis,  and  they  got  neither  wa^es  nor 
pro  tit.  It  would  not  be  reaHonitble  to 
expect  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  net 
against  the  advice  of  their  Law  Officers, 
atid  of  course  I  cannot  press  that  portion 
of  the  Petition,  As  I  believe  Her  Majesty's 
Government  is  fully  aware  of  the  great 
impyortaiice  of  this  matter,  aud  they  have 
done  what  they  could  up  to  the  pref^cnt 
time,  I  need  not  dilate  upon  how  very 
great  in  fact,  how  vital  in  fact,  in  the 
importance  of  protecting  the  freedom  of 
our  Biibjects  in  ever}^  corner  of  the  worlds 
and  to  prevent  our  flag  being  iiisnlted 
by  any  other  naiioii.  Perlmprt  the  noble 
Earl  the  8ecrct4vry  for  Foreign  Affairs 
may  remind  me  of  the  old  adage,  that 
"One  man  may  take  a  hor^e  to  the  water 
but  that  ten  cannot  make  him  drink,'* 
and  that  several  representations  have  been 
made  to  the  Dutch  Government  aWut 
granting  the  compensation  winch  would 
be  adequate  in  this  case.  No  doubt  it 
is  also  true  that  the  fault  alleged  against 
the  Dutch  has  never  been  that  of  giving 
too  much  ;  but  still  it  is  not  the  act  of  a 
friendly  or  honourable  Government  to 
refuse  to  give  compensation  to  the  sub- 
ject of  another  country  whom  it  has 
arrested  upon  a  charge  which  it  could 
DOt  sustain  and  wliom  it  has  greatly 
outraged.  I  hope,  therefore,  the  noble 
Lord  will  allow  mo  to  express  the  w  ish 
that  he  will  continue  his  efforts  in  order 
to  bring  about  a  speedy  arraugemctit  of 
this  matter.  It  lias  been  pending  for 
some  years  now,  and  I  think  it  is  high 
time  that  some  compensation  ?<hould  be 
paid  to  Captain  Carpeuter  for  the  injury 
he  has  sustained,  aud  that  also  some 
reparation  or  apology  should  be  made  for 
the  insult  to  our  flag. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 

FOREIGN    AFFAIRS  (The    Earl    of 

Kimberlet)  :  My  Lords,  the  tioble  Earl 

has  stated  very  clearly  the  details  of  tbb 

TAe  £arl  of  Jersey 


case,  and  I  dare  say  he  will  excuse  me 
for  not  following  him  no\^  in  the  various 
remarks  he  has  nunie  upon  it.  The 
matter  being  still  tinder  discussion  with 
the  Netherlands  Government,  I  do  not 
think  it  w^otihl  he  desirable  that  1  should 
go  into  all  the  particulars  of  the  case. 
But  I  am  able  to  give  so  far  a  satisfac- 
tory answer  to  the  noble  Earl  in  assuring 
him  that  we  by  no  means  have  acquiesced 
in  the  refusal  of  the  Netherlands  Govern- 
ment to  make  compensation  to  Capt^iu 
Carpenter,  whom  we  consider  to  have 
been  unjustly  used,  and  I  am  about  to 
address  imrncd lately  another  Despatch  to 
our  Minister  at  the  Hague  instriicting 
him  to  strongly  press  upon  the  Nether- 
lands Government  the  necessity  of  doing 
justice  in  the  matter  and  gi>nng  com- 
pensation to  Captain  Carpenter,  I  wUl 
only  add  that  I  can  hardly  believe  that 
those  representations  will  not  be  success- 
ful, because  I  believe  that  in  Captain 
Carpenter's  case  there  has  been  real 
hardship  and  a  real  re^ison  for  claiming 
that  compensation  is  owing  to  him, 

ARMY  (ANNUjLL)  BILL.-CNo.  24.)       y\ 
SECOND    READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read, 

LoBi>  SA^^DHURST  said,  in  moving 
the  Second  Reading,  that  there  were 
few  Amendments  or  alterations  made  in 
it  as  compared  with  former  Army  Acts. 
One  of  them  related  to  an  alteration  of 
date  and  another  to  the  alteration  of  u 
word.  But  there  was  one  Amend  meat 
which  made  an  alteration  in  procedure 
with  regard  to  Dii?trict  Courts  MartiaL 
Noble  aud  gallant  Lords  and  other  uoble 
Lords  who  took  an  interest  in  the  subject 
were  aware  that  at  present  at  a  District 
Court  Martial  a  prisoner  might  be 
attended  and  assistetl  by  a  friend,  who 
might  be  a  barriater  or  solicitor.  The 
procedure  was  that  the  friend  might  not 
put  qne&Eion&  himself  to  the  prosecutor, 
but  that  the  prisoner  himself  should  put 
the  cjuestious  suggested  to  him  by  the 
friend.  By  the  propostnl  Ameudmeut  it 
w^as  suggested  that  the  practice  which 
now  applied  in  Geneml  Courts  partial 
ahouIU  bo  extended  to  District  Courta 
Martial,  and  itbat  the  friend  should  put 
the  questions,  and,  in  the  event  of  a 
barrister  or  solicitor  being  employed,  the 
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pnMiecutioQ  would  have  the  like  privilege. 
He  did  not  say  tliat  auj  injustice  had 
occurred T  but  the  Ameiulmeut  would 
remove  any  possible  susptciou  of  injustice, 
And  it  itarried  out  a  promise  made  by  Mr. 
CampbelUBannerman  in  the  other  House 
last  year.  The  fourth  Amendment  was 
merely  intended  to  bring  tbe  Army 
^Annual)  Aet  into  line  with  thai  for 
protection  of  persons  passed  in  1893,  and 
would  be  merely  an  alteration  of  **- 12  *' 
into  "6  months  "  in  section  170. 

Moved,  "That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2*." 
— (The  Lord  Sandhurst,) 

ViscoupTT  CEOSS  ;  My  Lords,  I 
cannot  allow  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Lord  to  go  forth  without  expressing  one 
word  of  strongest  approval  of  the  change 
as  to  the  procedure  at  Courts  Martial. 
Noble  Lords  will  ask  why  I  interest  my- 
self in  this  subject  ;  but  I  was  consulted 
Dpon  it  by  tho  War  Office,  and  I  have 
always  held  that  it  in  necessary,  in 
justice  to  au  accused  person,  this  power 
should  be  given  whereby  he  may  he  de- 
fended by  counsel  or  a  solicitor  if  he  thinks 
fit  at  District  as  at  General  Courts 
HartiaL 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  road  2*  accord- 
ingly :  Then  Standing  Order  No, 
XXXIX.  considered  (according  to 
Order),  and  dispensed  with  ;  Bill  read  Z\ 
and  passed. 

/     SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 
(PROCEDURE)  BILL."-<No.  3.) 
COMMITTED. 

House  ID  Committee  (according  to 
Order), 

Clause  ). 

Lord  HALSBURY  :  Mj  Lords,  at 

Kne  10,  I  propose  to  leave  out  the  words 
^of  a  Judge,"  The  eflfect  of  the 
Amendment  is  this.  By  the  Bill  as 
it  was  drawn,  an  appeal  might  be 
allowed  by  the  order  of  a  Judge,  or 
by  the  order  of  a  Judge  of  the  Court 
of  Appeal.  It  seems  to  me  that  is  in- 
troducing a  new  precedent  and  a  very 
iticouFeoieut  one.  It  ought  to  bo  by  the 
leave  of  ilie  Court  of  Appeal  or  not  at 
alU  because  by  the  hypothesis  of  one  Judge 
being  mentioDed,  though  the  other  two 


Judges  of  the  Court  were  opposed  to  an 
appeal,  yet  the  permission  of  one  Judge 
would  allow  an  appeal.  It  seems  to  me 
that  is  a  novelty  and  an  extremely  iocon- 
venient  thing  to  do,  and  I  beg  to  propose 
that  Amendment. 

Amendment  moved,  in  line  10,  to  leave 
out  the  words  "  of  a  Judge/' 

'    Araeudraent  agreed  to. 

Clauee,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Remaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  re-committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee  ;  and  to  be  printed,  as 
amended,     (No.  26.) 


EDUCATION  CODE,  18&4. 
RESOLUTION. 


^ 


•Lord  STANLEY  of   ALDERLEY 

called  attention  to  the  Education  Code  of 

1894,  and  moved  to  resolve — 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this   Huune,  the 
followiog  paragrapliH  of  Article  73,  namely  : — 
*  la   <*rder    that    a    school    tnay    l>e    profjcrly 
orgauiBefl,    the    number   of   children    un    the 
registers  under  the  control  of  any  teacher  or 
teachers  should  not  exceed  by  mora  tlian  15       fl 
per  cent,  the  nuniber  for  which  such  teacher  *  or       H 
teachers  is  or  are  considcirtyl  to  be  sufiicient.  ^  In       H 
the  ca^e  of  schools  tg  which  the  grant  falls  due       H 
on  or  after  31at  August,  1896^  the  above  numbers 
will  be  reducal  aa  follows  :  6U  to  50,  70  to  (JO, 
and   r>U  to  45/  shouJd   be  omitted  from   the 
Code;' 

Ho  said,  he  expected  to  have  had  to  thauk 
the  President,  the  Vice  Preaideut,  und 
the  Education  Department,  according  to 
what  bad  been  said  on  Tuesday  last,  for 
a  complete  modification  of  the  addition 
to  the  Code,  and  he  did  thank  them 
for  the  concession  they  had  made  in 
respect  of  tJie  average  attendances^ 
The  country f  too,  would  thank  them  for 
it.  But  they  had  been  led  to  expect  that 
the  further  demands  of  the  Education 
Office  would  be  made  ineroly  as  a  coun- 
sel of  perfection.  Perhaps  Lord  PI  ay  fair 
woiild  explain  why  there  was  no  modifi- 
cation in  the  Article  with  regard  to  what 
was  to  take  place  at  present.  A  Iteration  a 
had  been  made  in  the  Code  as  late  na 
1890,  reducing  80  to  70,  and  it  wa.s  now 
proposed  to  reduce  it  to  60,  He  asked 
leave  to  read  to  the  House  an  extract 
from  a  letter  he  had  received,  which  waa 
much  more  clear  upon  tho  subject  than 
the  Papers  which  were  circulated  from 
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London.  It  was  from  Dr.  Beacli,  Head 
Master  of  ChriatcUurch  School,  Mace  left- 
field,  dated  April  18, 

"  Article  73  will  rlrive  rU  pupil  teachers  from 
Tolantary  schools  whose  ftverage  attendance  is 
between '2U0  aud  300,  becauie  they  will  therein 
be  unable  to  take  any  class,  and  this  species  of 
ecbools  cannot  afford  gupernumcrarieis.  At  the 
Bame  time,  it  will  give  little  or  no  relief  to  the 
most  burdened  olass  of  teacbers — namely,  those 
in  small  >cbtx}Is,  whore  a  teacher  has  all,  or 
nearly*  all,  the  classes  to  herself  or  btraself. 
Tht*  abuse  of  very  Sarge  olasaes  is  mostly  felt 
Tunder  the  Ix)ndon  School  Boanl  through  un- 
even distribution  of  its  staff.  But  the  addition 
t«  Article  73  goes  no  far  beyond  and  yet 
falls  m  short  of  what  is  required  tliat 
I  cannot  cx>noeive  it  to  be  anything  else 
but  a  pretext  to  injure  voluntary  schoolB. 
All  that  IB  requircfl  to  prevent  abuse  is  already 
in  existence  under  the  1893  Code.  In  thi«  the 
minimum  staff  i»  laid  dowu^  ami  if  this  iA 
unduly  apportioned  Ijetween  class  and  cla«a, 
then  Her  Majesty's  Inspector  at  his  viaiu should 
censure  the  orgranlsation.  There  U  no  eecurity 
in  any  amendment  of  the  addition  ;  it  should  be 
d»;leto<l  altt>gether»  1  bear  Bomethinff  about  the 
words  '  habitual  .T,t tendance'  being  substituttkl 
for  *  No.  on  RegiBters.'  The  improvement  thus 
effected,  the  degree  of  hardship  thus  lessened, 
will  be  inftniteslmai.  Where  the  staff  is 
adequate*  if  a  pupil  teacher  or  even  an 
assistant  be  somewhat  apparently  over- 
buiY^ened,  the  Head  Master,  like  a  skilful 
general  paying  attention  to  the  weakest  points, 
come«  himself  or  detaches  temponrily  »mie 
other  teacher  to  assist.  You  will  see  that  in 
my  paper!  touch  upon  other  Articles  of  the 
New  Code,  which  are  not  in  the  abstract  ob- 
jectionable, but  in  the  concrete  are  ruinous, 
unless  Mr.  Aciaud  will  tirst  find  the  manage? ra 
more  money  and  the  teachers  more  time»  In 
Macclesfield,  on  account  of  the  New  Code,  t 
see  nothing  but  the  capture  by  Boardism  of  one 
of  the  strongest  voluntary  fortresses  and  the 
secession  of  several  schools." 

The  writer  of  that  letter  wan  much  more 
than  an  elementary  teacher  —  he  was* 
Head  Master  of  a  large  school,  and  had 
had  great  experience.  In  a  Paper  about 
to  be  pnhiieheil  he  stated  that  Macclea- 
lield  would  have  to  par  £1,200,  Congle- 
tou  £1^500,  and  the  whole  dloceae  of 
Chester  about  £29,000.  That  was  otily 
for  ftnictiirat  alteratiouH,  and  tliat  was 
the  reason  he  had  askod  for  a  Return  of 
all  the  school*  which  had  been  called 
^K  upon  ro  make  alteratioD^.  A  not  ire 
^V  cotild  then  be  put  in  the  Presf^,  aud  alt 
I  school     managers    could    seud    in    the 

^^  amoimts  they  had  expended.  The  country 
^H  would  in  that  way  8ee  what  thci^e 
^H  etnictural  alteratiouB  had  coBt.  That 
^H  would  form  a  good  ground  for  apply- 
^H       log  for  further  forbearance  ;   aud  for  not 

^^^^        Zord  SianUjf  of  Atderlt^ 


proposing  to  alter  the  arraugenientB 
with  regard  to  staffs  which  would  prea© 
still  more  heavily  ou  voluntary  schools. 
If  the  Register  of  the  Education  Office 
were  kept  in  anything  like  good  order, 
as  the  Foreign  Office  Registers  were 
kept,  there  ought  tt>  Im  no  difficulty  in 
making  the  Return.  It  was  difficult  to 
obtain  the  tigurefi  with  regard  to  jiopnla* 
tioy  grant  a  from  the  Blue  Books,  He  bad 
been  referred  to  one  of  the  half-yearly 
Reports,  and  had  found  it  impossible  to 
arrive  at  any  ref<ult.  No  doiibt  the  officials^ 
at  the  Depart iiieut  could  tell  what  bad 
kappeued,  because  they  had  previous  Re- 
ports to  refer  to.  He  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
would  ha  able  to  give  a  sufficient  expla- 
nation to  make  the  Motion  unnecessary. 
Moreover,  less  than  30  Peers  were 
present,  and  a  Division  could  not  be 
taken. 

Moved  to  resolve — 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  tlie  fol- 
lowing paragraphs  of  Article  73,  viz.  : — *  In 
order  that  a  sch<x>l  may  be  properly  organised, 
the  uumber  of  children  oa  tue  registers  under 
the  control  of  luiy  teacher  or  teachers  should  not 
exceed  by  more  then  15  per  cent,  the  number 
for  which  Riich  teacher  or  teachers  is  or  are  con- 
sidered to  be  sutficient/  *  In  the  case  of  schools 
to  which  the  grant  fulls  due  on  or  after  3l9t 
August,  18SHJ,  the  above  numliers  will  be  re- 
duced as  followH  :  60  to  50,  70  to  60.  aad  50  to 
45/  should  h€  ooiitt^I  from  the  Code.**— (T'A* 
Lunl  Stituhff  of  Aldcrlfiff,} 

•LoKD  PL  A  YF  AIR  :  My  Lords,  I  am 
sure  the  nobie  Lord  wiH  excuse  me  if  I 
do  not  follow  him  in  regard  to  the  ques* 
tion  of  structural  alterations,  which  \s 
quit«  outside  the  question  now  before  your 
Lordships.  The  question  he  deals  with  in 
the  first  part  of  his  speech  is  as  to  what 
is  a  sufficient  number  of  pupils  for  a  single 
teacher.  The  Education  Department  had 
found  by  experience  that  a  single  teacher 
cannot  w^ith  efficiency  teach  60  hoys,  and 
they  therefore  want  to  give  notice  that, 
not  naw^  but  in  the  cottrae  of  a  couple 
of  years,  the  subject  would  become  one 
for  the  serious  nttention  of  teachers  and 
maniigers  of  schools.  Under  the  Minute 
as  it  was  first  drawn  and  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  both  Houses  I  confess  there 
was  a  considerable  hardship,  as  it  referred 
lo  the  intended  changes  as  apply  hi  g  to 
the  children  on  the  Registers.  But  it 
IB  felt  that  between  the  number  on  the 
school    Registers    and    the    Dumber    m 
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arerage  AtteDdatiee  there  is  often  a 
wide  divergence,  and  if  it  had  been  left 
without  amendmont  it  would  have  fallen 
heavily  on  the  schools,  hecause  the 
managers  would  have  liad  to  get  rid  of 
childreu  who  attended  irregularly,  and  the 
chtldreu  as  well  as  the  matstera  would 
have  suffered.  The  Miuute  has  been 
altered  so  as  to  be  merely  an  iutimation 
to  school  managers  that  a  certain  pro- 
portioD  of  pupils  to  teachers  is  uecessary 
to  secure  efficiency.  The  Registers  are 
Dot  the  condition  now,  though  the  atten- 
daoce  is  as  usual,  and  it  is  altered  from 
**  average  attendance  "  to  **  habitual  at- 
tendaace.^*     It  stands  now — 

"In  order  that  a  school  may  lie  properly 
organised  it  should  be  arranged  that  the  naio- 
ber  of  children  habitually  present  at  any  time 
under  the  irist ruction  of  any  teacher  or 
teachers  should  not  exceed  I  by  more  than  15 
per  cent,  the  ntimber  for  which  fueh  teacher  or 
teachers  is  or  are  considered  to  Ijhj  sufficient." 

This,  it  will  be  seen,  is  uot  mandatory, 
but  recommendatory.  It  has,  however, 
been  considered  riglit  to  intimate  to 
schools  throughout  the  country  that  the 
number  now  allowed  for  a  single  leaeher 
19  in  excess  of  what  he  can  properly 
manao^e^  and  thnt  two  years  hence  that 
number  is  intended  to  bo  red  need.  In 
tlie  meantime,  the  whole  question  can 
be  discussed,  and  the  Government  and 
the  House  can  be  informed  whether  the 
requirements  of  the  Depjirtment  are 
justifiable.  In  1896  will  rome  the  time 
to  decide  whether  the  Department  has 
taken  too  liigli  a  view,  or  whether  their 
views  as  to  the  number  of  scholars  are 
moderate.  I  hope^  in  these  cirenm- 
stances,  that  the  Motton  will  not  be 
pressed  by  the  nolde  Lord,  as  the  Return 
would  only  refer  to  the  Minute  which 
has  been  cancelled. 

The  Eahl  ar  CRANBROOK  :  My 
X*ordS|  after  the  statement  of  the  noble 
L«ord,  it  is  quite  clear  that  the  question  is 
left  open  for  consideration  of  the  eonntry. 
What  appears  in  the  Code  i;*,  in  the  first 
plaoe,  only  a  recommendation^  and,  in  the 
next  place,  a  sort  of  pretlietion  which 
may  never  be  fulfilled,  and  which  the 
country  will  have  ample  opportunity  of  [ 
cousideriug  duriug  the  next  two  yearn. 
That  being  so,  it  appearii  to  me  it  would 
be    premature    to    take   steps    upon    the 


question.  We  are  yet  without  informa- 
tion, for  the  Code  has  not  been  long  in 
otir  hands.  I  therefore  gtronglj  recom- 
mentl  my  noble  Friend  not  to  press  his 
Motion, 

Earl  STANHOPE  said,  he  hoped 
the  statement  of  the  noble  Earl  repre- 
senting the  Education  Department  would 
be,  n^  far  as  it  went,  regarded  aa  satis- 
factory. He  only  rose  for  an  instant  to 
ask  what  was  meant  by  the  rather  vagne 
phrase  ''  habitual  attendance,''  which 
had  been  substituted  for  average  attend- 
ance on  the  Register.  There  was  a  groat 
difierence  between  the  two,  and  as  the 
former  was  rather  a  vague  term  be  would 
be  glad  of  an  explanation. 

•LoED  PL  A  YF  AIR  :  The  expression 
**  habitual  '^  probably  means  average  at- 
tendance, but  it  has  been  put  in  as  a 
general  expression  to  show  the  country 
that  the  notice  was  really  recom- 
mendatory, and  that  at  present  there 
was  nothing  mandatory  about  it, 
though  in  a  coujjIo  of  j^ears*  time  the 
Department  may  be  compelled  to  iijt  a 
smaller  number  per  teacher  than  is  the 
habit  at  prei^ent. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

BEHRING  REA  AWARD  BILL. 
Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to, 

ijnCNTV     COUNCILS    ASSOCIATION    (scOT- 
LANU)    EXPEK8EIHI    BILL. 
Brouglit  from  the  Commons  ;  re^id  1*,  ?ind  ti» 
Ijc  printed.    (Ko,  27.) 

INDlTJiTniAL    ANP    rKOVlUEXT    SOCIETIES 
ACT,    1893,    AMENDMENT    ItlLL. 
Brought  from  the  CommoiiH ;  rcxul  I*,  and  to 
be  printed.    (No.  28,) 

COMMITTEE  OF    SELECTION   FOR    THE 

STANDING  COMMITTKE. 

Report  from,  That  the  Committee  have 

nominated  (he  following  Lords   to  nerve 

as  C  hai  rni e n  of  tb  e  S  ta  nd  i  n  g  C  o  m  m  i  t  tee  : 


L.  Chancellor. 
E«  Ctidogan, 
E.  Bel  more. 
E,  Morlej. 
E,  Campertlown, 


E.  Kimlwirleyd 

E.  Northbrook, 

V.  Cros3, 

L.  Balfour  of  Barley. 

L,  Halsburjr. 
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And  that  the  Committee  have  nomi- 
nated the  following  Lords  to  serre  on  the 
Standing  Committee : 

L.  Archbishop  of  Can- 
terbury. 

L.  Chancellor. 

L.  Archbishop  of  York. 

L.  Rosebery  (j&.  Rose- 
hery),  (X.  PreH- 
dent). 

L.  Tweedmonth. 
(i.  Privy  Seal,) 

D.  Saint  Albans. 

D.  Bedford. 

D.  Devonshire. 

D.  Butland. 
M.  Breadalbane. 

(Z.  Steward.) 
M.  Lansdowne. 
M.  Salisbury. 
M.  Bath. 
M.  Ripon. 
£.  Denbigh. 

E.  Stamford. 
£.     Winchilsea     and 

Nottingham. 
E.  Chesterfield. 
E.  Jersey. 
£.  Lauderdale. 
E.  Camwath. 
E.  Dundonald. 
E.  Stanhope. 
E.  Waldegrave. 
E.  Spencer. 
E.  Mount-Edgcumbe. 
E.  Cadogan. 
E.  Malmesbury. 
E.  Lucan. 
E.  Belmore. 
E.  Onslow. 
E.  Morley. 
E.  Camperdown. 
E.  Yarborough. 
E.  Dudley. 
E.  Kimberlcy. 
E.  Ravensworth. 
E.  Whamcliffe. 
E.  Northbrook. 
E.  Lathom. 
E.  Selbonie. 
E.  Cranbrook. 
E.  Ancaster. 
V.  Sidmouth. 
V.  Cross. 
L.  Bp.  London. 
L.  Bp.  Durham. 
L.  Bp.  Winchester. 
L.  Bp.  Llandaff. 
L.  Bp.  Ely. 
L.  Bp.  Manchester. 
L.  Carrington. 

(X.  Chamberlain.) 
L.  Clinton. 
L.  Zouche  of  Haryng- 

worth. 


L.  Windsor. 

L.  Teynham. 

L.  Clifford   of  Chud- 

leigh. 
L.  Barnard. 
L.  Sinclair. 
L.  Balfour  of  Burley. 
L.    Boyle     (j&.  Cork 

and  Orrery.) 
L.  Lyttleton. 
L.  Ribblesdale. 
L.  Meldrum. 

(3/.  Uuntly.) 
L.  Foxford. 

(X'.  Limerick.) 
L.  Churchill. 
L.  Colchester. 
L.  Ker.  (J/.  Lothiun.) 
L.  Poltimore. 
L.  Belper. 
L.  Hartismere. 

(X.  ffettniker.) 
L.  Lawrence. 
L.  Acton. 
L.  Sandhurst. 
L.  Norton. 
L.  Shute. 

(  r.  Barrington.) 
L.  Watson. 
L.  Lamington. 
L.  Kowton. 
L.  Ampthill. 
L.  Reay. 

L.  Monk  Bretton. 
L.  de  Vesci. 

(  V.  de  Vesci.) 
L.  Halsbury. 
L.  Northington. 

(X.  Henley.) 
L.  Monkswell. 
L.  Lingen. 
L.  Ashbourne. 
L.  HiUingdon. 
L.  Grimthorpe. 
L.  Kensington. 
L.  Thring. 

L.  Stanley  of  Preston. 
L.  Macnaghten. 
L.  Basing. 
L.  Cheylesmore. 
L.  Knutsford. 
L. Iveagh. 
L.  Rook  wood. 
L.  Shand. 
L.  A8hc()ml>e. 
L.  Playfair. 
L.  Swansea. 
L.  Farrer. 
L.  Hawkcsbury. 


Read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes  before 

Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clcKsk. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  19th  April  1894. 


A  CORRECTION. 
Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) called  atteDtion  to  an  error  in 
the  Official  Division  List.  He  stated 
that,  although  he  voted  in  the  second 
Division  on  the  previous  afternoon,  hia 
name  did  not  appear  in  the  Official  List. 

•Mr.  speaker  said,  be  would  call 
attention  to  the  omission,  and  take  care 
that  the  necessary  correction  was  made. 


Q  ZTE  S  riONS. 


FIRST  AID  TO  THE  INJURED. 
Sir  J.  LENG  (Dundee):  1  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  he  is  aware  that,  in 
the  United  Kingdom,  the  number  of 
accidents  reported  monthly  by  certifying 
surgeons  in  factories  and  workshops 
averages  700,  in  mines  nearly  300,  and 
on  railways  upwards  of  200  ;  whe- 
ther he  is  also  aware  that  serious  results 
frequently  occur  from  shock  to  the 
system  and  loss  of  blood  before  the 
arrival  of  surgical  assistance  ;  and  whe- 
ther, by  the  co-operation  of  the  Inspectors 
of  Factories,  Mines,  and  Railways,  and 
the  Education  Department,  it  is  practic- 
able to  extend  a  knowledge  of  first  aids 
to  the  injured  among  managers,  super- 
intendents, and  foremen,  so  as  to  diminish 
the  proportion  of  deaths,  and  alleviate 
the  sufferings  of  the  injured  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Geoikje  Russell,  North 
Beds.)  (who  replied)  said  :  The  figures 
given  by  my  hon.  Friend  are,  I  am  informed^ 
fairly  correct .  I  am  well  aware  of  the  results 
which  so  frequently  occur  in  these  cases. 
Much  is  done  by  Ambulance  Associations^ 
and  the  Education  Department  approves 
of  lectures  being  given  on  this  subject  in 
continuation  schools.  As  to  whether  it 
is  possible  to  take  any  further  steps  in 
this  matter,  the  question  will  receive 
careful  attention. 
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POSTAL  TELEGRAPH  REVENUE. 
Mr,  J.  E.  ELLIS  (^^ottiogham, 
Rusheliffe)  ;  I  beg  to  aak  the  Fostoifteter 
General  whether,  in  view  of  tbe  facta 
that  the  total  deticieucy  of  Telegraph 
Revenue  to  meet  expenditure  and  interest 
amounted  to  £4,929,257  up  to  the  31ttt  of 
.  March,  1893»  that  the  deticiuucy  for  the 
year  ending  on  that  date  was  £465,570, 
and  appeared  to  be  rapidly  rising,  he  can 
explain  the  reason  for  this  grave  state  of 
things ;  whether  his  attention  ha8  Ijeen 
drairu  to  the  paragraph,  page  £3,  of  the 
Report  from  the  Seletit  Committee  of 
1888,  as  to  the  eatisea  then  operating  to 
make  Post  Office  Telegraphs  unprofit- 
able ;  and  what  steps  have  been  Hioee 
tiUcen  to  deal  with  those  causses  ? 

The    postmaster    GENERAL 

(Mr.  A.  MoRLEV,  Nottinghnm,  E/) :    In 
addition  to  the  reasont*  given  in  the  para* 
graph  of  tiie  Report  of  the  Select   Com- 
mittee   of     18H8    quoted    by    my    hon. 
Friend,  which  still  opera  ten  to  a  great  ex- 
tent to  cause  the  deficiency,  I  may  state 
that  there   has   been  a  general  improve- 
ment in  the  wages  of  the   telegraphists, 
trade  has  been  much  depresseil,  and  there 
has  also  been   the   competition   of    tele- 
phones.    A  a  I  have  state<!  on  a  previous 
occasion,  steps   have    been    taken,    with 
the  concurrence  of  tlie  Directors,  to  limit 
the      services     performed      gratuitously 
for    certain     Railway     Companies,    and 
negotiations    are    proceeding    with     the 
remaining  Companies.     Econoinios  in  the 
s^ervice  have  been  effected  where  poj^sible, 
but   no   change    ha**    been   made    in    the 
tariff  under  which    news    messages    are 
sent^  and   there  is  no  donbt  that  the  loss 
from  this  cause  is  largely  hji"reasing.   On 
this  point  I  w^ould  refer  my  hon.   Friend 
to  the  answer  I  gave  to  a  question  on  the 
27th  of   November  last.     The   House  is 
abo  aware  that,  if  interest  un  capital  ex- 
penditure be  taken  into  accotint,  notiiing 
approaching   to   an    equilibrium   between 
telegm[»h   revenue  and   expenditure  has 
been  attaitred    since     the    decision     was 
tJtken  to  prepare  for   the  intr*>iluction   of 
6d*  telegrams, 

•Mr,  J,  E.  ELLIS  :  I  presume  w^emay 
rely  upon  my  rigftt  hon.  Friend  doing  \\U 
utmost  to  bring  this  system  of  gratuitotis 
service  for  the  Companies  to  an  entl  ? 

MR*  A.  MORLEY  :  I  have  taken  all 
the  #tepe  in  my   power,     1   am  still  in 
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negotiation  with  some  of  the  Companies, 
and  hope  soon   to  bring  the  matter  to  a 

satisfactory  conclusion. 

HKRTFORDSHIEE  CLERKS   OF  THE 

PKACE: 
M«.  DODD  (Essex,  Maiden)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secret4iry  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  what  is  the  amount 
of  salary  and  what  of  fees  annually  re- 
ceived by  the  Clerk  of  the  Peaco  for  the 
County  of  Herts  ;  what  part  of  that  sum 
is  payable  out  of  the  rates ;  and  by 
whom  and  when  was  he  appointed  ? 

Mh.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  (who 
replied)  said  :  The  Clerk  of  the  Peace  in- 
forms me  that  his  salary »  whreh  was 
fixed  in  1875,  is  £950»  That  the  gross 
amount  of  fees  received  during  the  past 
year,  which  were  somewhat  in  excess  of  J 
the  usual  ajnount,  was  £266,  Tliat  of 
this  sum  £109  was  payable  out  of  the 
rates.  That  he  was  appointed  in  ld65 
by  the  Earl  of  Vera  lam,  the  then  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  the  County, 

SITTINGS  OF  THE    HIGH  COURT  AT 
GUILDHALL. 

il  K .  t  T  R  EE  X  E  (  S 1 )  re w  s  bu  ry ) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Sefiretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  if  the  Lord  Cbaneellor  wMiuld 
ascertain  the  opinion  of  the  Jtnlges  and 
of  the  legal  profe.^sion  whether  the 
sittings  of  the  High  Court  of  Jtiatiee  at 
Gtiildhall  have  been  found  suffieiently 
advantageous  to  justify  the  continued 
withdrawal  of  Judges  from  the  Royal 
Courts  for  the  purpose  ;  !and  will  the 
Government  take  steps  to  give  effect 
thereto  ? 

Mh,  GEORGE  Rl  SSELL  (who  re- 
plied) said  i  The  Loid  Chancellor  is  aware 
that  matiy  of  the  Juilges  are  of  opinion 
that  the  experiment  whreh  has  l>een  tried 
of  having  sittings  for  London  causes  at 
the  Guiltlhtill  hiis  not  been  stjeetssful, 
and  that  this  view  liuds  eonsiderable 
ftupporl  in  the  legal  profession.  Ho 
hopes  tliat  arrangements  are  now  in  pro- 
gress, juusuanl  tti  the  re<'0»nniendation8 
of  the  Couireil  of  Judges,  for  detinite  and 
eontinnous  sittings  of  an  ailequate 
number  of  Courts  at  the  Royal  Courts  of 
Justice,  with  satist'artory  provision  for 
taking  a  list  of  commercial  causes,  which 
will  render  it  necessary  to  continue  the 
GnJIdhall  sittings. 


827       Evictions  at  RaihclmCy 


THE   SOUTHERN   RAILWAY   BILL. 

Mr.  field  (Dtibliy,  St.  Patrick^s)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secrettiry  to  the  Trea- 
BUTj  if  tUe  atteiitioii  of  the  Treasury  has 
been  drawn  to  the  Bill  now  before  Parlia- 
meDt  intituled  **The  Southern  Raihvaj 
Bill";  whether,  under  the  agreement 
proposed  to  he  confirmed  by  the  Rill^  the 
Commissioners  of  Public  Works  in  Ireland 
have  Rgreetl  to  the  payment  to  the  Great 
Southern  and  Western  Railway  Company 
of  the  perpetual  rent  of  £917  a  year  as 
raceivers  over  the  Sontbern  Railway  for 
the  right  to  rtin  over  one  and  a-qnarter 
miles  of  the  former  Company's  line  into 
Tburles,  and  as  rent  for  T buries  Railway 
Station  ;  con  hi  the  Government  construct 
a  new  line  info  Tlmrles  with  a  station 
there  for  a  smaller  amonnt  than  that 
represented  by  tbe  CHpital  value  cf  this 
annual  sum ;  and  wbeiher  he  is  aware 
that  the  effeet  of  the  agreement  will  bo  to 
secure  for  ever  to  tht;  Great  Southern  and 
Western  Railway  Company  the  power  to 
send  by  Dublin  all  cro-^s-ebannel  traffic 
not  {specially  cons^Jgned  by  Waterford  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  Tiiii  TREA- 
SURY  (Sir  .L  T.  HimsEUT,  Oldham): 
A  Select  Committee  of  the  House  will 
shortly  consider  the  Bill  referred  to,  and 
%vill,  no  doubt,  bear  all  parties  concerned. 
It  would,  therefore,  be  inconvenient  thai 
I  should  make  any  .stateinerit  at  the 
present  time  in  anticipation  of  the  pro- 
ceedings before  the  Committee, 

LABOURERS^  COTTAOES  IN 
DUNSHAUGHLIN  ITNION. 
Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  L  ten  tenant  of 
Ireland  will  he  exphuu  why,  ahhongh  a 
Local  Government  inquiry  into  the  erec- 
tion of  labourers' coUages  in  Dunshaugb- 
Hn  Union  was  hehl  early  in  December 
last,  and  nearly  all  the  re|»rei*entation8 
were  sancti»jned  by  the  Inspector,  nothing 
has  been  he^ird  of  the  matter  since  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  nm 
IRP:LAND  (Mr.  ,h  MnKLKT,  Newctistle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  J^ocal  Government 
Board  inform  n*t*  that  in  Febnnuy  they 
informed  the  Guardians  of  ibe  L'uii^u 
that  they  were  prepared  to  cotitirnj 
schemes  for  the  erection  of  56  of  the  72 
cottages  proposed,  «ul>ject  to  the  Guar- 
dians supplying  the  written  consent!*  of 
the  persons  interested  to  the  changes 
recommended  in  the  sites  of  the  cottages. 


ICOMMOKS}  Countjf  Longford. 

The  Provisional  Order  w^ill  be  issued  as 
soon  as  these  documents  are  received 
from  the  Guardians, 

Mil.  FIELD  :  Is  it  in  conjsequenee  of 
the  delay  in  not  sending  out  the  legal 
documents,  and  for  that  reason  alone,  that 
the  matter  has  not  been  proceeded  with  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Y'es  ;  that  is  what 
I  have  been  given  to  understand. 


GAS  FOR  GOVERNMENT  I^EPARTMENTS. 
Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  whether  be  can  state  what  amount 
of  gas  was  consumed  in   the  various  Go- 
vernment Departments  under  the  control 
of  the  Board  of  Works  during  1893,  and 
what  was  the   total   cost  of    the  same  ; 
whether  the  gas   supplied  by  the   Gas- 
light and   Coke  Company  at  38.    Id.  per 
1,000  cubic  feet  is  of  the  same  quality  aa 
tiie   gas  for   which   they    are     charging 
2s.  5d.   per  1,0<X)  cubic  feet  on  the  south 
side  of  Vauxhall   Bridge  ;   and   whether 
canuel  gas  is  supplied  to    the    Govern- 
ment   Departments  :    and,  if   not,    when 
was  it  dii^contimied  ? 
♦Tuii  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  or 
WORKS  (Mr.   H.  Gladstone,   Leedii, 
W.)  :  The  quantity   may  approximately 
be    taken   at   I  oO,000^000  cubic  feet,  of 
which  about   143,000,000  were  supplied 
by  the   Gaa  Light  and  Coke  Company. 
The  total  cost  was  about  £22,717,  ex- 
clusive of  meter  rents.       The  whole  of 
the    gas    now  paid   for  by  the  Office  of 
Works    is*   **  conjinon  '*   s^hk  ;  and  as  the 
illuminating    power    is    subject    to    the 
Board    of  Trade   test,   I   have  no  doubt 
that  the  quality  in  tiie  north  and  ^outli  of 
London    Is    the    same.     I    find   that  the 
supply   of    caunel    gas    to    the    Public 
Depart nicntt^    was  discontinueil  in   Sep* 
tember,  1892. 

EVICTIONS  AT  RATHCLIKE,  COUNTY 

LONGFORD. 
Mr.  HAYDEN  (Roscommon,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  See  notary  to  the 
Lord  Lieuteiiiiiil  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  thiring  ilie  period  covered 
by  the  inquiry  of  the  Evicted  Tenants' 
Commii^Hion  a  number  of  evictions  haye 
taken  place  upon  the  Anmily  property  in 
Rathclinc,  County  Longford  ;  that  the 
boldingH  are  now  occupied  by  what  are 
known  as  bogus  tenants,  some  of  whom 
have  only  recently  been  put  in  posses- 
sion ;  and  that  the  property  has  recently 
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been  offered  for  &iile  by  the  Court  of 
Chancery ;  and  whether,  petidiog  the 
passage  of  the  Evicted  TeimntH  Bill, 
steps  will  he  taken  to  prevent  tlie  ad- 
vance of  public  money  to  those  bogus 
tenants,  so  that  the  former  tenants  may 
he  enabled  to  ptirchage  upon  fair  terms  ? 

Mr.  J.  HORLEY  :  The  facts  are 
generally  as  stated  in  the  first  paragraph, 
except  that  I  have  no  information  bear- 
ing cut  the  statement  that  some  of  the 
tenants  are  wlnit  the  lion.  Gentleman 
describes  as  **hogU6/*  With  regard  to 
the  second  paragraph,  the  Government 
have  no  means  of  interfering  with  the 
sales  to  the  tenants  as  suggested* 

Mr,  KILBRIDE  (Kerry,  S.)  :  May 
1  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether, 
sihould  any  of  lliese  supposed  tenants 
apply  for  an  advance  of  the  purchase- 
money  to  the  Purchase  Commissioners, 
the  Inspector  sent  down  to  make  in* 
quiries  will  take  particular  steps  to 
ascertain  whether  tho  tenants  are  solvent 
p^ple  or  not  ? 

,Me.  DANE  (Fermanagh,  N,)  :  Before 
an  answer  is  given  to  the  last  questiou,  I 
should  like  to  ask  whether  it  is  not  a 
fact  that  these  estates  are  under  the 
direction  of  the  Landed  Estates  Court  in 
Ireland  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOMLEY  :  In  an^iwer  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  put  the 
la<^t  question,  it  is  true  that  this  estate  is 
ill  Chancery  and  that  the  Land  Judges 
have  ordered  the  sale  of  it.  In  answer 
to  the  first  question,  I  nm  not  quite  sure 
what  Inspector  my  hon.  Frtend  meatis, 
but  whoever  he  may  he,  the  Executive 
Government  have  no  legal  right  to  inter- 
fare  with  any  of  the  transactions  of  tbe 
Land  Commissioners'  Department. 

Mu.  SEXTOX  (Kerry,  N,)  r  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  inquire  of  the 
Commissioners  whether  the  Inspector, 
when  making  his  investigations  as  to 
how  far  the  holding  is  or  is  not  a  proper 
security  for  the  whole  amount  of  the 
purchase-mouey,  will  examine  into  ibe 
limit  of  the  security  offered,  and  also 
whether  the  tenant  is  or  is  not  a  person 
having  a  practical  knowledge  of  agricnl* 
tare  ? 

Mh,  cL  hurley  :  I  am  afraid  1 
can  only  promise  that  I  will  call  the 
attention  of  the  Land  Commissioners  to 
what  hag  Ijeen  =aid  on  the  suhject  this 
eveolng. 
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CORK,  BANDON,  AND  SOUTH  COAST 
RAILWAF. 

Mr.  GILHOOLY  (Cork  Co,,  W.)  : 
I  heg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  he  can  state  the  amount  of 
the  subsidy  otlered  by  his  pre^lecessor 
in  Office  to  the  Cork,  Bandon,  and 
South  Coast  Railway  Company,  pro- 
vided they  would  ghe  an  additional 
daily  train  to  West  Cork,  also  the 
amount  required  by  the  Cork,  Bandon, 
and  South  Coast  Railway  Company  ? 

Mr.  a.  mo  RLE  Y  :  I  am  assured 
that  no  such  offer  has  been  made  within 
recent  years  by  any  Postmaster  General. 
The  payment  required  by  tlie  Railway 
Company  at  the  present  time  is  £l,oOO  a 
year— a  sum  which  it  would  obviously 
be  impossible  to  pay  for  an  additional 
service  in  a  district  where  the  postal 
revenues  are  already  insufficient  to  meet 
the  expenditure. 

Mr,  GILHOOLY  :  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  there  was  no  promise 
of  a  sulisidy  to  this  railway  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  have  inquired, 
and  I  feel  sure  tlmt  no  such  promise  has 
been  made. 

Mr.  GILHOOLY  :  Will  the  right 
hon*  Gentleman  allow  me  to  say  that  tbe 
late  Postmaster  General  himself  told  me 
be  would  give  a  subsidy  in  consideration 
of  the  ftdditioaal  services, 

TUAM  aUARDTAN8Hn^DT5lPUTE. 
Mr,  ROCHE  (Galway,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Irelaiul  whether  ho  is 
aware  that  the  clerk  of  the  Poor  Law 
Union  of  Tuam  rejected  the  nomination 
of  Mr.  Thomas  Iliggins,  of  Rybill,  for 
the  position  of  PiK»r  Law  Guardian  for  a 
district  of  that  Union  ;  could  he  explain 
on  what  grounds  ;  and  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Mr.  lliggins  is  a  teiuint  of  a 
farm,  the  annual  Poor  Law  val nation  of 
which  is  upwards  of  £30»  and  that  be 
lias  been  in  occupation  of  it  and  liable 
for  the  poor  rates  since  May,  1892  ? 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  fact  is  as 
stated  in  the  first  paragraph.  It  appears 
that  Mr,  Higgins  is  in  pos.sc?!siou  of  two 
grazing  farms  neither  of  which  is 
separately  valued^  being  included  with 
other  property  for  which  jiTTOther  person 
is  rated.  The  returning  officer  rejected, 
therefore^  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Hrggina, 
on  the  ground  th^t  he  did  not  possess  the 
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ueceseaiy    nitiBg    qualificatioQ    for   the 
oflfice  of  Guardiao. 

STAMP  DUTIES  IN  lEELANa 
Mr.  M*CARTAN  (Dowo,  S.)  :  1  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  he  is  aware  of  the  large  propor- 
ttofi  of  counterparts  stamped  ia  Irelatid 
which  come  from  Belfast,  and  of  the 
great  inconvenience  of  not  beiii^  aide  to 
get  them  atampetl  with  the  original  deeds 
at  Belfast ;  whether  there  is  anything  in 
the  Stamp  Act  of  1891  to  prevent  the 
connterpartft  from  being  s  tarn  pod  there  ; 
whether  he  m^  aware  that  no  matter  how 
high  may  be  the  duty  on  the  original 
deed,  the  duty  on  the  counterpart  does 
not  exceed  os,  ;  and  whether,  consider- 
ing the  convenience  of  the  public  and 
the  ahisence  of  ri.sk  to  the  lie  venue,  he 
will  make  inquiry  iuto  the  matter  aud 
have  this  accommodation  provided  at 
Belfast  ? 

Sir  J.  T,  HIBBEKT  r  1  iim  not  able 
to  ascertain  what  proportion  of  counter- 
parts stamped  in  Ireland  come  from  Bel- 
fast, as  in  many  cases  they  are  pn^sentcd 
at  the  Dublin  office  through  Dublin 
agents.  1  have  already  stated  that  it  is 
considered  necessary  for  the  protection 
of  the  Revenue  that  the  comparison  of 
the  original  and  counterpart  should  be 
made  by  the  solicitors  to  tlie  C'omnns- 
sionors  of  luland  Rev^enue  in  Dublin  or 
their  traiucd  Hssistants.  The  deeds  eau, 
however,  bo  lodged  with  the  collector  of 
Inland  Revenue  at  Belfast,  who  will 
transmit  rbem  to  Diiblio, 

Mk,    M^CABTAN  :  How    can    it  >.e 

inconsistent  to  do  this  at  Belfast  ?     It  is 
done  in  otlier  places. 

Stu  J.  T.  FIIBBERT  :  I  can  only 
say  the  authorities  tell  me  they  cannot 
see  their  way  to  alter  present  arrange- 
ments. I  am  infornted  that  tt  is  done 
entirely  witli  a  view  of  protecting  the 
Revenue,  and  thiit  no  doubt  it  is  neces- 
sary. 

Mk.  M 'CART an  :  I  shall  put  a 
further  question  on  this  subject, 

Mr.  DANE  (Fermamigh,  N.)  :  Will 
the  right  hon.  (luntleman  make  iticpuries 
into  the  matter^  as  It  h  one  in  which 
fiolicitors  in  the  North  of  Ireland  are 
very  deeply  iutereated, 

•Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  I 

J/r,  J,  Morlct/ 


MR.  DEENEY,  J.P. 
Mk.  macartney  (Antrim,  8.):  On 
h«half  of  the  hon.  Member  for  York  (Mr* 
Butcher),  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
it  haii  Iwmi  brought  to  his  knowledge  that 
Mr,  Deeney^  of  Rathmullen,  in  the 
County  of  Donegal^  who  was  appointed 
to  the  Commission  of  the  Peace  for 
County  Donegal  in  January,  1893^  was 
the  holder  of  a  retail  licence  for  the  sale 
of  intoxicating  liquors  in  Rathnmllen, 
and  that  he  transferred  his  licence  to  his 
w^ife  ;  and  whether,  under  these  circnra- 
stauces,  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
proposes  to  take  any  steps  to  revoke 
such  appointment  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  understand  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor  has  not  yet  com- 
pleted his  tnqolnes  into  this  euse^  and  I 
will,  therefore,  ask  my  hon.  Friend  to 
repeat  the  question  on  Monday, 

PATENT  OFFICE  FEES. 
Mr,  A,C.  MORTON  (Peterborough):I 
beg  to  ask  the  Presideut  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  can  state  the  total 
amojnt  at  any  time  received  in  fees  by 
the  Patent  Office  on  the  121,242  patents, 
voide<i  at  one  stage  or  another,  by  re- 
newal fees  between  1st  July,  1B52,  and 
3lBt  December,  1H93  ;  and  the  total 
amount  of  the  aggregate  surplus  income 
or  balance  of  account  from  1st  October, 
1852,  to  the  end  of  the  year  1893,  no 
mention  of  which  bus  appeared  in  the 
official  Patent  Reports  since  1880  j  and 
whether  he  will  give  instructions  tlmt 
this  item,  together  with  the  totjvl  nnmbor 
of  pat^nts^  voiiled  since  1st  Jidy,  I852> 
and  the  fees  at  any  time  paid  t hereon  to 
the  Patent  Office,  sliall  he  ]vrinted,  iu 
close  proximitVt  in  the  forthcoming  and 
following  yearly  Reports  of  the  Commit- 
siouer  General  of  Patents*  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  ok  the  BOARD 
(»F  TRADE  (Mr,  Musdella,  SheffiehU 
Brightside) :  During  the  period  of  41 
years  referred  to  feet^  amounting  to  about 
£3,tKM>,CX)0  were  received  in  respect  of 
voided  patents  ;  aliout  £2,2CR),(XK)  l>eing 
initial  fees  covering  three  or  four  years' 
protection,  and  £800,000  renewal  fee«| 
It  is  not  pofiNible  to  give  precisely  the 
aggregate  ?iurjdus  income  for  the  period 
named,  and  for  this  reason  I  nm  unable 
to  comply  with  the  request  made  in  the 
second  paragraph  of  the  hon.   Member's 
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qtieetfon.  Tbe  House  will  remember 
that  a  eoDBideruhle  reduction  was  made 
in  1892  in  the  scale  of  renewal  fees,  and 
also  that  a  heavj  expenditure  is  being 
incurred  in  respect  of  the  construction  of 
the  new  Patent  Office. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  U  that  the 
8ole  reason  for  not  giving  what  I  ask 
:for  in  the  second  part  of  my  quostion  ? 

!Mr.  MCNDELLA:  I  am  told  it  is 
not  possible  to  give  the  statement  the  bon. 
31  ember  asks  for. 


fSHIPPING  CASUALTY  l.V  LOUGH  RYAN. 

Mr.    sexton  :    I    beg    to  ask  tbe 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 

I  lie  is  aware  tbat»  on  tbe  5th    March|  the 

[skipper   of    a   small    veesel    uamed    tlie 

Chance^    owneil    by   Mr.  James  Woodsi, 

which   was  lying   in   Lough  Ryan,   wa^ 

compelled  by  stress  of  weatlier   to  drive 

her  on   to   the    beach  ;     that,    after   the 

Tessel  had  lH3entbnsbeacdieci,theReeeiver 

of  Wrecks  at  Stranraer  claimed  payment 

Df  £1  138,  for  depoi§itioij    fees   and   per- 

Feonal  ex  pen  see*,  and  eompelleil   payment 

\hy    taking  away    tbe    niainsnil     of    the 

ressel,  snhjeeting  tbe  owner  to  the  ex- 

ense  of  10s.  further  charge,   being  the 

Bcsost  of  recovering  and  taking  back  the 

mainsail  from  Stranraer  to  Lough  Ryan: 

whether  these  proceedings  are  sanctioned 

by  the  Board  of  Trade  ;  and  what  action 

is  contemplateil  in  reference  thereto? 

Mr.  ML'NDELLA  :  I  have  made  in- 
qairy  into  the  circnmstances  of  tbe  case 
to  which  my  hon.  Friend  referH,  and  Hiu! 
that  they  are  .'substantially  as  titateil  in 
the  question.  Tho  Receiver  of  Wrecks 
at  Stranraer  acted  strictly  in  accordance 
with  the  law   and   with   bis  instrnrtions, 
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amonnfe»  either  directly  for  the  purpose 
of  supplying  seed,  or  indirectly  to  secure 
that  object,  by  establishing  relief  works^ 
such  as  the  construction  of  a  road  and 
two  or  three  boat  slips,  tbe  provision  of 
which  would  also  permanently  assist  in 
securing  the  means  of  living;  and  enable 
the  people  to  tide  over  seasons  of  agri- 
en  I  tural  disaster  ? 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S,)  : 
May  I  urge  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  to 
give  the  question  of  tbe  grant  bis  most 
ifavourable  consideration  ?  I  bave  no 
objection  to  assist. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  quite  sure  of 
that.  Official  inquiries  show  that,  owing 
to  a  faibire  in  the  potato  crop  last  year 
and  the  interruption  of  tbe  early  spring 
fishing,  the  Arran  islanders  have  been 
embarrassed  and  impoverished.  It  had 
been  hoped  *bat  a  supply  of  seed  potatoes 
could  bave  been  provided  tbrongh  tbe 
Congested  Districts  Board,  luit  it  has  been 
fonnd  that  their  powers  in  this  respect 
are  confined  to  dealings  for  cash  payment 
only.  So  far  as  the  information  before 
me  shows,  the  condition  of  tbe  islanders 
la  not  at  present  such  as  would  justify 
tbe  (Government  in  asking  Parlimneut  for 
a  special  Vote.  It  appears  that  a  private 
fund  is  being  formed,  which  it  is  hoped 
will  enable  a  good  snpply  of  seed  to  be 
provideib  I  hope  tbe  pablicity  given  to 
it  by  the  bon.  Member  will  accelerate  it« 
growth.  Meanwhile,  the  state  of  things 
will  l>e  carefully  watched, 

Mr.  sexton  :  Has  tbe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  taken  into  consideration  the 
fact  that  unless  seed  is  sown  within  tbe 
next  fortnight  the  potato   crop  this  year 


bat  as  £1  13s.  is  a  heavy  tax  on  a  vessel  !  ^*'^*'  *'^  ^^^^  '    "^'^  ^'^  undertake,  in  case 
like  the  CA«,,rr,  I  bave  decided  to  remit    ^^"^  private  fund    should    not  meet  the 

necessities  of  tbe  case   in  the  next  fort- 
night, to  consider  the  question  of  a  small 


the  fee  of  £1. 


DB8TrTUTJ0N  IN  THE  ARRAN  ISLANDS, 
Mr.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  nsk  tbe 
Chief  Secretary  to  tbe  Lor*l  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether,  in  eonsequence  of 
the  failure  of  the  potato  crofj  in  the 
Arran  iBlands^  owing  to  the  drought  of 
last  year,  tlie  inhabitants  of  those  Jsiands 
are  now  for  the  most  part  tiestitute  of 
lite  means  of  subsistence,  an<l  conse- 
qtiently  unable  to  provide  themselves 
with  see*!  for  the  cultivation  of  their 
farms  this  year ;  and  whether,  under  the 
extraordinary  circumstances  of  tbe  case, 
be  will  recooinieud  a  grant  of  moderate 


grant  which  would  be  acceptable  to  all 
parlies  in  tlie  Iloyse  ?  I  wish  to  thank 
the  bon.  MenibiT  for  Belfast  for  his  kind 
snpport. 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  c|iHrc  aware 
that  time  is  pressing  for  the  reason 
stated.  The  cpiestion  is  receiving  moat 
serious  consideration,  and  not  a  day  would 
be  lost. 

Mh.  CHANNrXG  (Northampton,  E.) 
asked  if  tbe  Inspector  hiul  reported  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tbe  condition  of 
the  people  in  one  of  the  small  villages, 
where  they  were  dependent  on  small  crops. 
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and  were  now  totally  destitute  and  in 
need  of  immediale  aid  ? 

Mil  J,  MORLEY  :   I  cannot  at  this 
moment  recall  passages  relating  to  specific 
villages  or  liamlets,  but  I  will  look  into 
S^  the  matter. 

CLAIMS    FOR    MALICrora    BURNIKG 
IN   COUNTY  CLARE. 
Mr.   SEXTON:    I   \mg   to   ask  the 

Cliief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieuteuaut 
of  IrelaiKl,  with  reference  to  a  claim  by 
Richard  Reynolds,  of  Bnllykeale,  Kilfe- 
norn,  Connty  Clare,  for  compcnBatioii  for 
alleged  malicious  injury  by  the  biirniag  of 
a  haystack,  whether  Terence  Reynolds^ 
eon  of  the  elaimunt,  stands  committed 
for  trial  at  the  next  Assizes  on  a  charge 
of  setting  fire  to  the  hay  for  which  his 
father  claims  com  pen  sat  ion  ;  whether 
other  alleged  ontrages  on  the  farm  held 
by  Reynolds  have  also  been  made  the 
subject  of  claims  for  compensation  for 
him  ;  and  whether  the  conBideration  of 
these  claims  will  be  postponed  till  after 
the  cone  his  ion  of  the  trial  of  Terence 
Revuolds  ? 

Mh.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  facts  men- 
tioued  in  the  first  two  paragraphs  of  the 
qucietion  of  my  hon.  Friend  are  **uh- 
stantially  correct.  As  to  the  suggested 
postponement  of  the  hearing  of  the  claims 
for  compensation,  the  matter,  I  nnder- 
stand,  is  one  for  consitleration  by  the 
Grand  Jury,  It  is  obvionsly  important 
that  jicnding  the  trial  of  the  son  of  the 
claimant  on  the  criminal  clmrge  nothing 
should  be  done  calculated  to  prejudice  a 
fair  trial ;  anil  though  I  am  not  sure  that 
the  police  will  have  a  iovus  standi  on 
the  hearing  of  the  claims  for  compensa- 
tion, yet  I  wdl  cause  instructions  to  he 
issned  rerpiiring  them  to  endeavour  to 
secure  the  poiitponemeut  of  the  elaimB 
until  after  the  trial  at  next  Assizes. 

DINtiLE    FI,SHKHIES. 

8iK  T.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W.);  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutetiant  of  Ireland  if  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  recent  enor- 
mous takes  of  mackerei  in  tlie  Dingle 
di'^trict  ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  tlie 
importance  of  this  fishjng  gronml,  he 
will  use  hid  inHuence  witli  the  Congestcii 
Districts  Hoaril  to  establish  a  fish-cnring 
station  at  Dingle  ? 

Mn,  J.  MOKLEY:  The  Congested 
Districts  Board  inform  me  that  the  estab- 

Mr,  Channing 


lishment  of  fiah-curing  stations  by  the 
Board  on  the  Kerry  and  Cork  coast  is 
considered  unnecessary,  as  a  good  market 
already  exists  there  for  both  fresh  and 
pickled  mackereL 

GUN  PRACTICE  OVER  THE  MAPUN«. 
Major  R ASCII  (Essex.  S.E.)  ;  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  wonld  direct  the  officer  com* 
raanding  at  Shoebnryness  to  inform  the 
inhabitants  of  Fonlness  Island  when  gun 
practice  is  to  take  place  over  the  Maplins, 
as  projectiles  have  fallen  dangerously 
close  to  the  road  across  the  sands  to  the 
island  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannehmax, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  No  reports  of  any  incon- 
venience or  danger  at  the  place  named 
have  been  received,  but  the  Commandant 
at  Shoebnryness  has  been  requested  to 
see  that  full  notice  is  given  on  all  occa- 
sions of  intended  practice  over  the  Mapliu 
Sands,  and  that  when  necessary  a  danger 
iiag  is  hoisted  at  the  point  referred  to, 

THE  FINANCIAL  RELATIONS  OF  THE 
THREE  KINGDOMS. 

Mh.  field  :  On  behalf  of  the  hon, 
Member  for  Waterford,  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  when  the  Royal  Commission 
on  the  Financial  Relations  between  Ureal 
Britain  and  Ireland  will  be  issued  ;  and 
whether  he  can  now  state  the  names  of 
the  Commissioners  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOKLEY  :  I  greatly  regret 
the  delay  which  has  taken  place  in  the 
constitution  of  the  Commission  ;  but  hon* 
Members  will  understand  the  difficulties 
of  balancing  and  properly  representiog 
the  various  interests.  I  hope  to  be  able 
to  submit  the  names  for  Her  Majesty '« 
approval  in  the  course  of  the  next  three 
or  four  days,  and  immediaJely  after  that 
they  will  be  laid  before  the  House. 

THE  CANADIAN  TEA  DI:TJES. 
Mh.  HOWARD  (Middlesex,  Tot  ten 
ham)  :  I  bog  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  he  can 
state  what  the  intentions  of  the  Canadian 
(Tovernment  are  with  reference  to  the 
alteration  of  the  Tea  Duties  ;  whether 
teas  blended  in  bond  in  (rreat  Britain 
will  besuhject  to  any  and  what  duty  in  the 
new  tariff;  and  whether  the  Canadido  Go- 
vernment can  legally  diiferentiate  agauiBt 
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bii?  country  and  liome  labour  in  favour  of 
Chiuaaotl  otlier  tea*exjM>rtirigcoujitrieH  ?^ 
At  the  same  time,  ou  behalf  of  the  hou. 
Barouet  the  Meinber  for  the  City  of 
London^  I  will  ask  that  hon*  Gentleman 
whether  he  can  state  if,  under  the  new 
Caoadiaii  Tariti,  teas  in  their  original 
packages,  and  not  hleutjed  with  other 
teati,  are  to  be  subject  to  a  tax  ;  and 
whether  Her  MajeMtv*8  Government  will 
^pee  it^  influence  with  the  Canadian  Go- 
Bjteramcut  to  admit  duty  free  from  Great 
Britain  all  teas  passed  as  pure  for  Homo 
oonsuuiption  by  Her  Majo«ty*a  Customs, 

iid  for  M'hi^h  cor tlli cute**  of  origin  fan 
I  granted  by  Her  Majeaty^s  Customs, 
bich  certificates  could  also  state  that 
le  said  teas  had  been  passed  for  home 
msamptiou  and  not  for  exportation 
ily,  thus  protecting  Canada  from  im- 
ire  teas  from  the  English  market  ? 
The  under  8ECHETA11Y  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  8. 
BuxTux^  Tower  Hamlets^  Poplar)  : 
I  regret  we  have  not  yet  heard  from  the 
jveruor  Geueml.  If  we  do  not  do  so 
is  evening  I  will  telegraph  again,  I 
%mt  therefore  ask  that  the  quoBtion  bo 
[>stponed  till  Monday* 


SACHING 


ELEMENTAIIY 


STAFFS    IX 

SCHOOLS. 

Sm  K.  PAGET  (Somerset,  Wells)  :  I 

to  ask  the  Vice    President   of    the 

Dmrnittee  of  Council  on  Education  whe- 

ker  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the 

ct  that  under  the  New  Code  the  method 

3 ployed     for   calculating    the    retjuiretl 

nouut  of    stafiT    in    pnblic    elementary 

Dhools,    by    substituting    "number    of 

imes    on  the    register"    for   "average 

t tendance,"    will    have    the    eflTect    of 

reckoning  for  that  purpose  a  large  num- 

Br  of  infants  nnder  five,  w^ho  practically 

many  mouths   in   the  winter  do  not 

9me  to   the  school   to  be  taught ;  and 

rhetber    he    can    see    his   way  to   alter 

Article  73  of  the  New  C*otle,  so  that  the 

apiitation  may  be  made  ^'  on  average 

"attendance,"    and    not  "on   nnmber   of 

children  on  the  Register,"  or  of  reviving 

Rule  4,  page  168,  of  Blue  Book,  1883-4, 

by  which,  after  six   weeks*  absence,  the 

names  of  children  unable  to  attend  were 

allowed    to    be    withdrawn    from     the 

Register  ? 

__»The    vice  president  of   the 

■POUKCIL  (Mr  Aclakd,  York,  W.R., 

^Votberbam) :  I  laid  a  Minute  amending 


day, 

wliidh 
tod|  j 
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Article  73  of  the  new  Code  on  the  Table 
on  Monday,  and  it  was  circulated  yester- 
I  hope  it  may  meet  the  objections 
the  lion*  Baronet  and  others  had 
Article  iu  its  original  form^ 

SUBVENTIONS  FOK  KDINBUROH. 

Captain-  HOPE  (Linlithgow)  :  1  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  with 
regard  to  the  fact  that  in  a  recent  case 
considered  by  the  Sberiif  of  the  Lothiani* 
aud  Peebles,  the  SheriflT  having,  on  the 
evidence  before  him,  awardet!  to  the 
County  of  Edinbuigh  a  higher  road  sub- 
vention from  the  City  of  Edinburgh  than 
that  hitherto  paid,  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  di shallowed  the  increase  on  the 
ground  that  the  evidence  otld need  did  not 
warrant  it,  would  he  kindly  state  the 
grounds  on  which  he  arrived  at  a  different 
decision  from  the  judicial  officer  dealing 
with  the  case  ou  evidence  laid  before 
hira  ? 

The  SECRETARY  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Glassgow, 
Bridget  on)  ;  Upon  the  Petitions  pte- 
sented  to  mo  by  the  Town  Council  of  the 
City  of  Ediuburgh  and  the  Midlothian 
County  Council,  the  Sheriff  of  the 
Lothians  aud  Peebles  was  directed  by  me 
to  ho!d  a  local  inquiry  under  the  provi- 
sions of  Section  9  of  the  Road^  and 
Bridges  Act,  1878,  in  order  to  enable  me 
to  determine  whether  I  should  liring  iu  & 
Provisional  Order  modifying  the  amount 
of  the  subvention,  and  I  am  glml  to  oear 
toistimony  to  the  able  manner  in  which 
he  conducfed  the  inquiry*  I  muPl,  how- 
ever, point  out  that  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  while  ho  is  bound  to  grant  the 
inc^niry  on  application,  is  in  no  ways 
bound  to  follow  the  Report  of  his  Coni- 
missiouer ;  and  that  after  serious  con- 
sideration of  that  Report^  in  conjunction 
with  all  matters  relative  to  the  case,  1 
arrived  at  the  decision  which  has  already 
l>een  announce<l,  and  which  I  consider,  in 
all  the  circumatances  of  the  ease,  is  a  fair 
aud  e<|uitable  decision  as  between  the 
parties  concerned. 


LAND  llEVENUE  OF  INDIA. 
Sir  W.  WEDDERBURN  (Banff- 
eh  ire)  :  I  beg  to  a^k  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  he  will  place 
upon  the  Table  of  the  Ilour^e  a  copy  of 
a  recent  Minute  by  the  late  Viceroy  of 
India,  in  which  he  recommends  certain 
reforms  In  the  Land  Revenue  of  India, 
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especially  the  extension  of  t-he  sjBtem  of 
advances  to  cultivators,  the  introduction 
of  greater  elasticity  into  the  Revenue 
system,  and  the  restriction  of  the  right 
of  land  transfer  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  tor 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolver- 
hamptoD,  £.)  :  I  am  not  sure  that  I  have 
been  able  to  identify  the  document  re- 
ferred to  by  my  hon.  Friend  ;  but,  if  he 
refers  to  a  Report  furnished  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  in  consequence  of  a 
question  asked  in  this  House  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Man- 
chester, I  shall  b%  happy  to  place  the 
Correspondence  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  if  he  will  move  for  it. 

CANADUN  ROYALTIES  ON  BRITISH 
COPYRIGHT   WORKS. 

Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  (Shef- 
field, Hallam):  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  his 
Attention  has  been  called  to  a  statement 
in  The  Daily  Telegraphy  and  other 
newspapers  of  the  1 1  th  of  April,  to  the 
effect  that  the  Canadian  Government 
have  forwarded  a  Despatch  to  the 
British  Colonial  Office  notifying  the 
Imperial  Authorities  that,  after  the  next 
Session  of  the  Dominion  Parliament,  the 
collection  by  the  Dominion  Customs  of  a 
royalty  of  \2\  per  cent,  on  foreign  re- 
prints of  British  copyright  works  for  the 
benefit  of  copyright  holders  will  cease  ; 
and  that  the  Colonial  Authorities  have 
been  induced  to  take  this  action  in  view 
of  the  expected  changes  in  the  Imperial 
Copyright  Laws  as  applicable  to  Canada; 
and,  if  so,  whether  any,  and  if  any  what, 
changes  in  the  Imperial  Copyright  Law 
are  contemplated  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  The  Colonial 
Office  informs  me  that  no  saoh  Despatch 
bas  been  received,  but  Her  Majesty's 
Oovernment  is  aware  that  the  new 
Tariff  Bill  does  contain  a  proposal  that 
the  duty  of  12^  per  cent,  on  foreign  re- 
prints will  only  be  collected  up  to  a 
given  date  in  1895.  Canada  wishes  to 
be  released  from  the  Imperial  Copyright 
Law,  and  a  Departmental  Committee 
under  Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh  was 
appointed  last  year  to  consider  the  sub- 
ject. The  reply  of  the  Canadian  Go- 
vernment to  the  Report  of  that  Committee 
has  recently  been  received  and  is  tinder 
consideration. 

Sir  W.  Wedderhum 
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Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.R., 
Holderness) :  On  behalf  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Ramsey  Division  of 
Hants,  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  whether  he  is  awape 
that,  in  carrying  out  the  Swine  Fever 
Regulations,  there  is  sometimes  graat 
delay  between  the  giving  notice  by  the 
police  and  the  declamtion  of  the  disease 
by  the  Board's  Inspectors  ;  and,  as  this 
delay  causes  great  danger  of  infection  and 
inconvenience,  whether  he  can  see  his 
way  either  to  employ  the  local  Veterinary 
Inspectors  at  the  first  notice  of  an  out- 
break, or  to  Boake  other  arrangements  to 
prevent  delay  ? 

Tub  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gard- 
ner, Essex,  Saffron  Waklen)  :  Under  the 
Orders  issued  on  the  subject  of  swine 
fever  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Locar  A^|iho- 
rity  to  apply  the  necessary  restrictions 
immediately  upon  their  receiving  in- 
formation as  to  the  existence,  or  supposed 
existence,  of  the  disease,  without  waiting 
for  the  result  of  any  examination  of  the 
viscera  made  by  the  veterinary  officers  of 
the  Department,  upon  whose  verdict  the 
payment  of  compensation  for  swine  com- 
pulsorily  slaughtered  must  necessarily 
rest.  It  is,  doubtless,  the  case  that  in 
some  districts  the  local  organisation  was 
at  first  defective,  but  a  gradual  improve- 
ment has  been  effected,  and  there  is  now 
no  reason  to  suppose  that  any  verj 
serious  spread  of  the  disease  occurs  owing 
to  delay  in  dealing  with,  the  outbreaks  re- 
ported. 

BOABX)  OF  IRISH  LiaHTS. 

Mr.  WOLFF  (Belfast,  £.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
what  portion  of  the  £40^000  granted  in 
aid  of  the  Mercantile  Marine  Fund,  Civil 
Service  Estimates,  Class  II.,  Vote  9,  is 
given  to  the  Board  of  Irish  Lights  Com* 
missioners;  and  when  this  Vote  will 
come  before  the  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  No  portion  of 
this  £40,000  is  given  to  the  Board  of 
Irish  Lights  Commissioners.  It  is 
granted  in  respect  of  oertam  extra  charges 
which  were  placed  on  the  Meroantile 
Marine  Fund  by  the  Act  of  1882.  The 
principal  of  those  were  expenies  of  survey 
staff  And  relief  of  distreased  seaaien. 
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Mr,  WOLFF  :  Then  wiU  there  be  do 

Opportvunty  of  tlrscussing  the  action  of 
the  Boanl  of  Irish  Lights  on  tills  Vote  ? 
Mil,  MUNDELLA:  None,  Sir. 
Mr.  field  :  But  ilid  not  the  right 
^Blon.  GeutlemaD  bitiit^elf  tell  iH  we  would 
Kl>e  able  to  dbctiss  the  coiistituticm  of  tho 
Board  ou  this  Vote  ? 

Mu,  MUNDELLA  :  If  1  did  I  made 
a  mistiike. 

SERVICE  FBANCHLSE  IN  SOOTLAND. 

Mr.  NAPIER  (Roxburgli) :  I  beg  to 
adk  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  the 
iiohlers  of  the  service  franchise  in  Scot* 
lam],  although  on  the  roll  for  Farha- 
tnentarj  elections,  are  in  a  vast  number 
of  cases  held  disqualtfieti  for  voting  for 
School  Board  elections  ;  and  whether  the 
Cxovernmeut  have  cou8klered  the  possi- 
bility of  providing  an  early  remedy  for 
this  ineciuality  ? 

Mr.  HOZIER  {Lanarkshire,  S.):  Before 
^Hie  right  hon.  Gentleraan  answers  tbat 
^Btie^tiou,  wili  be  allow  me  to  a^k  bim 
^Kbether  he  himself  did  not  introduce  a 
^%in  on  this  very  subject  in  the  last  Pur- 
li&ment  ?     As  the  matter  is  fairly  non- 

ntentiou?,  could  he  not  now   re-intro- 

ce  that  Bill  ? 

•The  lord    ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
Balfoir,    Clackmannan,    &c.)  :     I 
introduce  such  a  Bill,  I  think  more 
ftu  ooee,  in  the    lant  Parliament,  and 
there    was    a    fair    prospect    of    its 
Bing     passed     I     would     be     glad     to 
^introduce   it.      The    persons    entitled 
vote  at  School   Board    elections    are 
bose  who§e  names  are   entered  on  the 
fal nation  Roll  as  owners  or  oceu piers  of 
^mU  or  heritages  of  the  Kiinnal  value  of 
not  less  than  £4.     No  value  was  entered 

tgainst    the    uaines    of    holders    of   the 
prviee    franchise    till    1889.      Now,    In 
^Qties,  the  valae  of  the  premit^es  which 
(key    occupy    is    entered    against    their 
aroes,  and  I   consider  tbat  where  that 
value  is  not  less  than  £4,  they  are  entitled 
^^  vote  at  School   Board  eteetions,  but 
Hnat  where  a  less  value  than  £i  Ib  entered, 
They  are  not  so  entitled.  In  bnrgbs  a  value 
is  not  entered  against  the  names  of  the 
holders  of  the  service  franchise,  and  con- 
isequently   they  are  not,  in  my  opinion, 

KLitled   to  vote  at  School    Board  elec- 
OB.     I  may  say  that  several  years  ago 
I  iDtroduced  a  Bill  to  confer  the  School 
^^oard  Frauchise  upon  all  who  possessed 


tfie  Parliamentary  Franchise.  The  ques- 
tion wbetber  tho  matter  can  be  dealt 
with  will  bo  considered. 

*SiR  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester,  Forest 
of  Dean)  :  Is  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
aware  tbat  the  diflftcnlry  is  not  conlined 
to  Scotlaod,  but  tbat  it  exists  in  England 
alao  ? 

Mu.   J.    B,    BALFOUR:    I   am   not 

aware  of  tbat. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  (Inverness- 
shiro)  :  Will  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
not  consider,  in  connection  with  the  new 
Local  Government  Bill  for  Seotland, 
whether  a  qualificalion  of  less  than  X4 
can  be  introduced  ? 

•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  afraid 

fhat  this  topic,  important  as  it  is,  is 
ecarcelv  germane  to  the  objects  of  the 
Bill. 

FOREIGN  MEAT  IMPORTS, 
Sift  H,  MAXWELL  ( Witcton)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
Giihure  when  it  is  intended  t<i  introduce 
the  Bill  dealing  with  importation  of 
foreii^n  meal,  of  which  notice  was  given 
by  a  Member  of  the  Government  in  the 
House  of  Lords  on  the  16tb  instant; 
and  in  which  House  the  BUI  will  be 
introduced  ? 

Mr.  YERBURGH  (Chester)  :  I  beg, 
at  the  same  time,  to  ask  tho  Chaocellor  of 
the  Exchequer  wbetber,  in  accordance 
with  the  statements  of  Lord  Playfair, 
the  Government  will  intnxluce  a  Bill 
giving  powers  to  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture to  deal  witli  cases  of  fraudulent 
nnisrepreseutation  in  regard  to  the  sale  of 
meat :  and,  if  so,  wbetber  such  Bill  will 
be  introduced  at  an  early  date  and  pro- 
ceeded with  fortbwith  ? 

Mu,  H,  GARDNER  :  In  reply  to  the 
bon.  Baronet  and  to  tho  boa.  Member  for 
Chester,  I  would  say  that  a  Bill  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  to  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture, in  eases  affecting  the  general 
interests  of  agriculture,  similar  powers  to 
those  conferred  upon  the  Bimrd  of  Trade 
under  Section  2  of  the  M ercb and i»e  Marks 
A(»t,  1891,  is  now  under  consideration, 
and  I  hope  to  be  in  a  position  to  introduce 
it  at  an  early  date.  If,  as  I  bope  will  be 
the  case,  the  Bill  comraendH  itself  to  the 
general  approval  of  the  House,  there  is 
no  reason  why  it  should  not  bo  proceeded 
with  forthwith^ 


843 


Rivai  American 


(COMMONS) 


THE  REGISTRATION  BILL. 
Sir  II.  JAMES  (Bwry,  Laucfiabire)  : 

I  beg  Hi  nsk  the  Cbief  Secretny  to  the 
Lord  Lieuteuatit  of  Iretmid  wbether  the 
Goveiiimtnit  are  in  possession  of  any  m- 
formatioii  uliicb  tjiiables  bint  to  state  or 
ostimnte  (he  uiimher  of  electors  wbo, 
being  entitled  to  vote  under  2  Will.  4, 
e  45,  8.  27,  and  also  under  30  &  31  Vic. 
c,  102,  or  under  4b  &  49  Vic.  c  3,  will 
be  aiFected  iu  respect  of  their  rigbt  to 
vote  by  the  provisions*  of  the  Bill  intro- 
duced bv  bim  ou  Friday  Inst  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOHLEY;  Section  27  of  2 
and  3  Will.  IV,,  c.  45,  bo  far  as  it  confers 
a  right  to  vote»  1ms  been  repetded.  There 
h  no  means  of  estiinatiug  the  number  of 
£10  ociui piers  who  will  be  affected  by 
tbe  Bill.  As  regard*  persons  who  vote 
as  inhabitant  oecupierp,  tbe  number  of 
inhabited  "Iiouaej*/*  according  to  the 
Census  of  1891,  h  5,450,000;  the 
number  of  inhabited  **  tenements ''  la 
6,130,000,  According  to  ibis  enumera- 
tion— ^the  prcc^iee  accuracy  of  which  i« 
(pmlified  in  tlie  Census  Report — there 
are  nearly  700,000  more  inhabited  tene- 
ments tlmn  hoitses,  the  difference  arisiut^ 
from  those  botides  which  ar©  let  out  m 
jsepiiralc  tenements  heio^  treated  as  one 
inliabited  iiouse.  If  the  occupier  of  eacli 
tenement  was  a  man  who  renided  for  tbe 
three  monlbs'  qualifying  period  ho  would 
be  entitled  to  a  vote,  but  there  must  be  a 
considerable  deduction  made  from  the 
mnnbtr  of  tenements  for  emptier,  for 
wometi,  and  for  persone  otherwise  din- 
qua  I  ified.  Deduction  must  also  be  made 
for  those  occupicis  of  teuements  who  are 
in  law  kKlgorfi,  and  for  occupiers  who 
vote  in  another  capacity — e\(/,^  as  owners 
or  freenien  ;  but  probably  it  may  betaken 
roughly  that  tlie  numlicr  of  electors  could 
not  exceed  the  number  of  teuementBi. 
Tbe  qncKtion  of  j^everal  tenements  to  one 
house  is  practically  limited  to  London, 
Newcastle,  Sunderland,  and  two  or  throe 
other  large  towns, 

8jk  11.   JAMES:    I   am   not  asking 

about  uninhabited  lioui^es.  Can  the  rigbt 
hon,  Gentlemau  give  us  any  information 
as  to  the  numl>er  of  voters  under  Sec- 
tion 27  that  will  be  affected  by  tbi*) 
Bill  ? 

Mu.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  believe  this  i* 
very  much  tbe  same  point  as  the  right 
hon*  GentlemaD  embodied  In  a  question 
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sion. 

Sir   H.  JAMES 
right  hon.   Gentleman 
this    question    before 
form. 

Mn,   J.    MORLEY 
further  into  it. 

Slit  H.  JAMES  subsequently  said  : 
Tbe  Chief  Secret ajy  sinftd  tliat  tbe 
franchise  clause  in  the  Reform  Act  of 
1H32  had  been  repealed.  But  is  it  not 
the  fact  that  the  statute  repealing  tbe 
sections  rdso  re-enacts  them  ? 

Mh.  J.  MURLEY  :  Of  course  my 
right  hon.  Friend  is  aware  that  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind  I  am  hi  tbe  bands  of 
my  legal  advisers,  1  will  inquire 
further, 

RIVAL  AMERICAN  MAIL  ROCTEa 
Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  E.)  :  J 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whelber  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  Return  just  issued  by  the  Cunard 
Company  as  to  tbe  relative  time  occu- 
pied by  tlie  British  boats,  via  Queens- 
town,  and  ibose  of  the  American  line 
from  Southampton  In  delivering  the 
mails  at  New  York  during  the  past  12 
months,  wbicb  shows  a  saving  of  time 
in  favour  of  tbe  British  liners  of  over  41 
davs,  while  the  time  saved  on  the  home- 
ward  voyage  during  the  same  period  was 
over  23  days,  or  an  aggregate  saving  of 
over  64  days  ;  and  wbether,  in  view  of 
these  facts,  he  will  take  the  necessary 
steps  still  further  to  advance  the 
Qucenstown  Mail  Service  by  accele- 
rating tbe  transport  between  Dublin  and 
London  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  have  not  had 
an  opportunity  of  analyzing  the  Return 
referred  to,  and  Indeed  I  scarcely  think 
it  would  be  necessary  to  do  so,  having 
recently  fnrnisbed  the  House  with  a  Re- 
turn for  tbe  year  1893  relating  to  the 
mail  service  between  this  country  and 
the  United  States,  The  question  of 
accelerating  the  trans|K>rt  between  Dublin 
and  London  is  engaging  my  serious  at- 
tention. 

CAl*TAl^^  DONELAN  :  Arising  out 
of  the  latter  part  of  the  answer,  may  I 
ask  whether  the  right  hon,  Gentk^man 
is  aware  that  the  rate  of  speed  of  mail 
trains  on  the  London  and  North -Western 
Railway  between  London  at>d  Seotlaod 
is   considerably   greater  than   the  same 
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Conipauy^d  mail  trains  between  London 

id      Holyhead,     ootwitlisUndiiig      the 
per  grudieuts  on  the   former  route  ; 

id  wliwther  he  is   iiware  that  tlie  speed 

tween  London   and   Holjliead  la  little 

tter  now  i\mu  it  wa.s  in  1884,  whereas 

the  Scotch  route  it  has  heen  increa:sed 

per  cent.  ? 

Mr.    a.    MORLEr  :    I    think    the 
allegiiHion!^  of  the   hun.  Mernher  are  in- 

curate  except  in  one  particuljir,  Tht^ 
^erence  between  the  pace  of  the  mail 
ins   on   the  two  routes;  is  inhnitesimal, 

lat     txaweeu     Loudun     ami     Ilolybead 
ing^  42*12  mJlet*  per  hour,  and  between 
ndon   and   tilas^^'^v     VSU^    miles    per 
ur. 
CaI'Taix  DONELAN  :  As  my  infoi- 

lalion   is*  from   a  very  good  sonree,  will 

iti   rigikt   hon,  Geutleman   make  further 

iquiry  ? 
Mit.  A.  MUliLEV  :   Ye^. 

•Mu.  DANF;  :   When   ist  the  right  hon. 

entlennin  going  to  give  tmtice  to  termi- 
te the  present  contract  f 
All  hon*  Membeii  :  la  it  not   the  fact 
^^at  the  prej^enr  mail   I  rain  service  is  in- 
^■omparaldy  slower  than    the  day  express 

■  Mr.    a.    mo  RLE  Y  :     Uudonlitedly 
^Hiere  h  a  ditfereneo   in  pace,  n^  the  mail 
Hbain  haji  to  perform  a  service  whioh  the 
other  trains  do  not. 

Mh.  FIELD  :  When  may  we  expect 
an  answer  in  reganl  to  this  ipiestion,  in 
which  everybody  in  Trelaml  is  interested  ? 
Mr.  a.  iioRLEY  :  A  deriuite 
answer  may  be  expected  on  the  sub- 
ject as  ^oou  as  a  deBuite  couehtsion  ha.s 
been  arrived  at. 

FRIZKS  IN  BOARD  SCHOOLS. 
Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  8.E.,  Rugby)  : 
1  l>ei?  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  a  Rule  h  now  in  operation 
ohibiting  or  limiting  the  giving  of 
he»  by  Schooi  Boards  for  regular 
attendance  ;  wliether  he  will  ^tate  the 
terrn^  of  nny  aitch  Rule,  and  the  date 
when  ami  by  whom  »t  was  made  ;  whe- 
ther bo  itt  aware  that  among  members  uf 
8eliool  Boards  untl  maiuigers  and  teachers 
of  Board  schools  a  strong  feeling  exists 
that  pri/.es  for  regular  attendance  have 
prodnced  most  beneficial  results  ;  and 
wbelher  the  Education  Depiirtinent  will 
cause   iac|uine4i  to  be   made  with  a  view 
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retaining    the   power   to   give    siuch 
prizes  ? 

Mit.  AC  LAND  :  The  Rule  regulating 
the  giving  of  prizes  by  School  Boards 
for  regular  attendance  at  school  may  be 
sht)rtly  stated  as  follows  i — Such  prizes 
are  legal  only  when  they  are  given  to 
the  children  whoso  attendance  lias  been 
best,  and  not  when  they  are  given  to  all 
oliililren  wijose  altendances  have  reached 
a  presrrilted  mirnmum  number.  This  is 
also  the  Rule  of  the  Local  Goverta- 
ment  Borinl,  acting  through  the  district 
auditors,  when  dealing  with  I  be  aeeomil^ 
of  School  Boardrt.  The  Rule  as  it 
now  exists  was  niade  early  in  1892. 
Before  that  date  no  aften<hTnce  prizes 
whatever  were  allowed.  No  change  on 
this  matter  has  been  made  since  the 
present  Governmeat  came  into  Offi<'e.  1 
will  gladly  consider  any  further  informa- 
tion on  the  subjeet,  but  I  believe  most 
SelnR>l  Boards  find  thut  the  existing 
Rule  gives  them  all  reasonable  liberty. 

ANTRIM  PASTLE  DEIiU  PAKK, 
Mu.  M»CAHTAN  :  1  beg  to  ask  the 
Secret  JIT  y  of  State  for  War  wbetlier  any 
agreement  was  sulnnitted  to  or  entered 
into  with  Lrjrd  Massereene  as  to  the  use 
ot"  the  deer  park  of  Antrim  Ciisile  for  a 
camp  of  exeii/ise;  whether  he  will  state 
the  terms  of  the  agreement;  and,  if  made, 
why  it  ha-s  not  been  carried  out :  whether 
this  deer  park  luis  been  reported  suitable 
for  the  purpose;  and  if  any  recent  e(jm- 
muni  cation  has  been  made  ti*  Lonl 
Massereeno  with  the  view  of  having  an 
arrangement  arrived  iitY 

•Mh.  CAMFBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  terniJi  insistml  upon  by  Lord 
Massereene  were  not  such  as  the  War 
Department  could  arcept,  and  no  recent 
eommtinications  have  taken  place  re- 
lative to  the  acquisition  of  the  deer  park 
as  a  trainijig  camp.  The  deer  park  is 
cotisideretl  suitable  on  the  whole  as  a 
capjping  and  exercising  ground,  although 
there  are  sonye  drawbacks  to  its  use  as  a 
rifle  range, 

PROMOTIOK  IX  TflK  CIVIL  SICllVTCE, 
Mii.  M  ACDONALU  (Tower  ITandots, 
Bow)  :  I  beg  to  ask  tlie  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  Heads  of  Departments 
in  the  Civil  Service  havo  power  to  re- 
cotnmetid  that  Second  Division  clerks  be 
promot«?tl  to  clerkships  of  the  Upper 
Division  without  their  being  called  upon 
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to  pasi^  the  open  competitive  exaniiiiatmn 
for  Hiioh  posts;  »tnd  whetlicr  he  willcon- 
Bider  the  mhisabllity  of  exteiuliog  this 
principle  to  clerks  of  grades  inferior  to 
the  Second  Divissiot)^  and  thus  provide  a 
incaii8  of  rewarding  eoospiciious  merit  in 
the  lower  grades  of  the  Civil  Service  ? 

SiH  J.  T,  HIBBERT  :  The  answer  to 
the  first  ciuestioti  ia  in  the  affirmative, 
hut  I  cannot  admit  any  analogy  snch  as 
my  lioti.  Friend  wisheH  to  draw.  The 
Btaiidard  of  the  competition  for  the 
Second  Division,  nuliko  that  for  the 
Upper  Division,  is  moderate,  and,  now 
that  the  position  of  the  Second  Division 
has  been  so  much  improved  in  accordance 
with  the  recommendations  of  the  Kid  ley 
Commission,  I  cannot  contemplate  the 
lowering  of  the  standard  of  tlie  Second 
Division  by  admitting  into  it  persons 
from  the  lower  grades  who  have  passeil  a 
merely  rndimentary  examination, 

JABEZ  SPENOKR  BALFODR, 
Mr.  YERBURGH  :  1  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  he  can  state  tlio  present 
position  of  affairs  in  regard  to  the  extra- 
dition of  Mr.  Jabez  Balfour  ;  whether 
any  fresh  obstacles  have  arisen  to  retard 
Buch  extradition  ;  and  whether  he  can 
giTe  the  House  the  probable  date  of  Mr. 
Jabez  Bai Courts  arrival  in  this  country  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  uy 
STATE  FUR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Nortbumbcrland^  Ber- 
wick) :  The  case  is  still  under  examina- 
tion by  the  Argentine  Federal  Judge  at 
Salta,  and  Her  Majesty ^s  Govornmcut 
have  forwardcMi  all  ilocuments  and  taken 
every  legal  precaution  necessary  to  the 
progress  of  the  case.  A  certain  anjouiit 
of  delay  has,  of  course,  been  caused  hy 
the  distance  and  tlie  difficulties  of  com- 
niuiiiciition,  Salta  being  about  1,0()0 
miles  from  Buenos  Ayres,  No  fre^h 
obstacles  have  arisen  to  retard  the  -ex- 
tradition, though,  as  the  lion.  Member  is 
no  doubt  aware,  some  obstacles  have 
been  removed  since  the  extriulition  was 
first  a [jp lied  for.  It  is  not  yet  possible 
to  say  when  the  legal  proceedings  will 
have  come  to  an  end. 

THE  HALFPENNY  POSTAL  RATE. 
Mr.  DANE  :  I  bog  to  ask  the  Post- 
master   General  whether  the  half[>onny 
postal  rate  extends  to  the  transmission  of 
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enclosed    in    unfastened 


private    letters 
envelopes  ? 

Mii.A.MORLEY  :  No,  Sir.  The  half- 
penny postal  rates  does  not  extend  to  the 
transmission  of  private  letters  enclosed  in 
unfastened  envelopes.  Any  person  so 
sending  private  letters  is  infringing  the 
law,  and  the  letters  so  sent  liecome  liable 
to  twice  the  deficient  postage. 

MR.  MATHEW  WELD  OTONNOR. 

Mu.  DANE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Liey tenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  lie  has  causeil  inquiries  to 
be  made  into  the  charges  that  have  been 
preferred  agiiiiist  Mr»  Hal  hew  Weld 
(_)*CoiHior,  a  Magistrate  of  the  County 
Meath  ;  and,  if  so,  with  what  result  ? 

Mu.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor informs  me  that  he  has  been  in 
communication  with  the  Receiver  Judge 
wntli  regard  to  the  action  of  Mr,  0*Counor 
as  Receiver,  and  that  he  is  not  aware  of 
any  reasons  sufficient  to  justify  his 
removal  from  the  Commission  of  the 
Peace. 

COLOURABLE  LICENCE  TRANSFERS  IN 
IRELAND, 
Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  w*hether,  in 
view  of  the  decision  of  the  Queen's  Bench 
that  colourable  transfers  of  retail  licences 
are  illegal,  any  steps  will  be  taken  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  Ilegarty,  J. P.,  Mtllstreet* 
County  Cork  ? 

Mu.  W.  JOHNSTON  :  Before  the 
question  is  anaweretl,  1  should  like  to  aak 
tlie  Chief  Secretary  whether  Mr.  Hegarty 
did  not  complain,  on  a  former  occasion* 
that  liis  life  was  in  danger  in  consequence 
of  questions  asked  by  the  lion.  Member  ? 

Mh.  fT.  MORLEY  :  I  am  not  aw^are 
whether  that  formidalde  consequence 
folkjwed  any  question  of  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber.  1  am  informed  that  the  gentleman 
referre<l  to  was  appointed  to  the  Comnifc- 
sion  of  the  Peace  in  1887,  and  that  the 
then  Lord  Chancellor  w^as  satisfied  he  had, 
prior  to  his  appointment,  made  a  bona 
Jidc  assignment  of  bis  licensed  premises 
to  his  son,  and  had  given  «p  all  conne<?- 
tion  with  the  business. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Ls  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  son  only  came 
of  age  on  the  8th  of  last  month,  and  that 
Mr.    Hegarty    lived   on   premises  which 
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Mr.  J.MORLEY 

bose  facts. 

Mr,  T,  W\  RL  shell  (Tjroae,  S.) : 

Seeiut?  tbat  in    several    cases    the  Lord 

yhaDcellor  ha-*  put  pressure  ou  geutlemeu 

trail j<fer   the   lieeuces  iR^foro    tbej  re- 

eived    the    Commission     of    the    Peitee 

lurm^  the  last  12  mouth «:,  wlint  action, 

fcupiHising  the  trausf(?rs  to  be  illegal,  does 

the  right  hou,  Gcntlcnmti  propose  to  take 

with  regard  to  tbeiii  ? 

Mh.  J.  MOHLEY  :  The  Lord  Chaa- 
ellor  uow  luia  this  matter  under  biscou- 
Bideraimti,  and  is  deeiding  what  conrse  be 
ball  take. 

Dh.  tanner  ;  \Yill  the  right  boii, 
Jentlemau  incpiire  into  the  tjuestioii  I 
bave  put  as  to  tlie  age  of  Mr.  HegartjV 
»o,  and  as  to  tbo  eonnection  of  Mr. 
legarty^s  residence  with  the  lieensed 
premli^es  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOHLEY  :  I    will   call   the 
attention  of  the  Lord  Chaueellor  to  these 
pmeuts.  • 

ORANGE  DISTURBANCKS  AT 
BALLYNURE. 
Mr.  M*CAETAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
hief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Li  en  tenant 
of  Ireland,  with  reference  to  the  attack 
latle  by  an  Orange  assembly  on  the 
eetitig  of  Presbyterian  farmers  at  Ballj- 
lUre,  County  Antrim,  whether  be  can 
'state  why  the  extra  police  were  sent  for 
to  Larue  ;  wdiether  a  rec^iiest  was  made 
by  the  constabulary  that  the  meeting 
should  not  break  up  before  the  arrival 
of  the  extra  police  ;  w*  bet  her  he  h  aware 
that,  after  the  windows  were  broken,  the 
Hev.  Mr.  Lyttle,  L^nitariau  minister,  was 
itruck  w^ith  a  stone,  and  the  Rev.  Mr, 
nil  our,  Presbyterian  minister,  was 
truck  on  the  bat  WNtii  a  lump  of  hard 
^lay,  wlien  leaving  the  Presbyterian 
turo  Hall  ;  and  wdiether,  considering 
liat  the  chief  object  of  the  meeting  was 
prepare  evidence  for  the  Committee 
proposed  to  be  appointeil  by  ParliamenI 
to  inquire  into  the  administration  of  the 
isb  Land  Luws,  some  steps  will  bo 
ken  to  discover  the  ringleaders  of  the 
oh,  with  the  view  of  bringing  them  to 
liiBtice  ? 
Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  (1.)  The  extra 
lico  were  sent  for  on  the  occasion  re- 
'erred  to  by  the  sergeant  on  duty  at 
ijnure    becatise    of    the  unexpected 
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arrival  in  the  village  of  a  band  accom- 
panietl  by  a  crowd  mimbering  about  200, 
whose  object  apfiarently  was  to  cause 
aunoyance  to  the  meeting.  He  considered 
it  safer,  therefore,  to  have  more  nieii  od 
the  spot,  but  their  services  were  not  re- 
quired on  arrival  at  Ballynure,  A* 
to  paragrapb  2,  what  took  phure,  I 
understand,  was  this.  The  sergeant  in- 
formed the  chnirman  that  be  bad  sent  for 
additional  police  and  snggested  tbat,  if 
the  chairman  considered  it  advisable,  the 
meeting  need  not  break  up  nutil  their 
arrivab  The  crowtl,  how^ever,  dispersed 
before  the  meeting  was  over.  As  to 
the  third  paragrapb,  in  eonsequeDce 
cd'  the  representations  made  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Meml>er  for  North  Kerry, 
wlicn  I  replied  to  a  qtiestion  on  this  sub- 
ject on  the  12tb  instant,  farther  iuqiiiries 
were  at  once  directed  to  be  made  into 
the  matter  of  the  alleged  stoning  of 
these  clergymen.  The  Divisional  Com- 
tnissioner,  who  proceeded  to  the  lo- 
cality, DOW  states  that  the  chairman  of 
the  meeting  told  him  that  missiles  were 
throw" n  at  the  clergymen  after  the  meet- 
ing, and  tbat  Mr.  Lyttle  was  struck  on 
t4ie  leg  and  Mr.  Armour  on  the  hat,  but 
that  neither  of  ihem  w^as  in  any  way  in» 
jiired.  In  explanation  of  the  first  Report 
made  by  the  police  that  the  clergymen 
were  not  stoned  on  the  occasion,  the 
Divisional  Commissioner  states  that  no 
compbiint  w^as  made  to  the  police,  who 
were  patrolling  the  village,  by  either  of 
the  rev,  gentlemen,  and  tiiot  these  gentle- 
men did  not  even  mention  the  occurrence 
to  tbe  chairman,  in  whose  company  they 
were  after  the  meeting.  Under  these 
circumstances,  and  as  both  clergymen  live 
at  a  eonsidenible  distance  from  Ballynure, 
1  think  my  hou.  Friend  will  acquit  the 
police  of  any  intention  to  wilfully  mis- 
lead in  their  (irst  Report.  With  refer- 
ence to  tiie  fourth  paragraph,  the  police 
are  making  every  effort  to  trace  the 
persons  wbo  assaulted  tbe  two  clergymen 
who  smashed  the  windows  of  the  Lecture 
Hall. 

Mr.  DANE  :  Arising  out-  of  this 
matter,  may  I  ask  the  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man if  be  is  aware  that  tbe  bouse  referred 
to  in  tbe  question  was  built  by  private 
subscription  and  is  held  under  a  trust  deed 
containing  a  covenant  that  it  should  only 
he  usctl  for  Sunday  schools  and  meetings 
of  a  religions  or  Ciliicational  character 
connected  with  tbe  Presbyterian  Church, 
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and  were  the  gentlemen  named  in  the 
question  using  it  for  other  and  different 
purposes,  and  were  they  the  same  two 
clergymen  who  got  up  the  Presbyterian 
Home  Rule  Address  to  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Midlothian  ? 

Mr.  bodkin  {Roscommon,  N.)  :  Is 
it  the  view  of  the  Irish  Government  that 
if  Presbyterian  ministers  please  to  hold 
a  meeting  in  a  house  intended  for  private 
purposes  such  iniquity  entitles  an  Orange 
mob  to  stone  them  with  impunity  ? 

Mr.  «T.  MORLEY  :  I  have  no  means 
of  either  testing  or  answering  the  ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Fermanagh  As  to  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Roscommon,  I  may  say 
it  is  not  usual  for  Ministers  to  express 
their  views  on  abstract  propositions. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intimate  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Police  the  undesirability  of  the  police' 
committing  themselves  to  conclusive 
Reports  affecting  individuals  without 
investigating  the  circumstances  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  quite  sure 
that  the  Divisional  Commissioner  has 
already  made  a  communication  to  that 
effect. 

LONDON,    BRIGHTON,    AND    SOUTH 
COAST  RAILWAY   FARES. 

Mr.  BENN  (Tower  Hamlets,  St. 
George's) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  fact  that  the  only  trains  run  in  Great 
Britaiu  without  third-class  accommoda- 
tion at  Id.  per  mile  (except  the  Irish  and 
Continental  mail  trains)  are  those  of  the 
Brightou  Company  ;  that  the  number  of 
such  Brighton  trains  is  16  daily  ;  that  the 
legal  maxima  per  mile  on  the  London,  Til- 
bury, and  Southend  Railway  are  first  class 
Id.,  second  class  |d.,  third  class  ^d.,  as 
against  first  class  2|d.,  second  class  l|d., 
third  class  Id.,  on  the  Brightou  Railway  ; 
and  that  the  first  and  second  class  maxima 
on  the  London,  Brighton,  and  South 
Coast  Railway  were  raised  ^.  per  mile 
in  1868,  ou  account,  as  stated  in  the 
preamble  of  the  Act,  of  the  poverty  of 
the  Company,  a  poverty  which  does  not 
now  exist,  he  will  direct  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  about  to  consider  the 
Company's  Bill  to  these  inequalities  of 
charge,  with  a  view  to  securing  lower 
rates  over  the  proposed  new  line  .'' 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  With  the  excep- 
tion of  the  London,  Tilbury,  and  Southend, 

Jfr.  Dane 


upon  which  the  fares  are  low — presumably 
because  the  cost  of  construction  was 
comparatively  small  —  the  fares  of  the 
Brighton  Company  compare  favourably 
with  those  of  other  southern  lines,  and 
no  complaint  has  been  received  by  me  of 
insufficiency  of  third-class  trains.  There 
does  not  appear  to  be  any  case  for  the 
intervention  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

THE  LOSS  OF  THE  « BLAIR  ATHOLE." 
Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
(Penrhyn  and  Falmouth)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whether . 
he  has  received  any  further  information 
about  the  loss  of  the  hlair  Athole  last 
summer ;  and  whether  the  Admiralty 
intend  taking  further  steps  to  ascertain 
whether  any  survivors  of  the  crew  might 
have  landed  on  Warren  Hastings  Island 
or  some  other  island  in  the  vicinity,  and 
are  still  alive  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY  (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth, 
Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  The  Admiralty 
received  no  information  of  the  loss  of  any 
particular  ship.  A  Report  has  been 
furnished  by  the  owners  of  the  ship 
British  General  that  that  ship  was 
boarded  by  natives  from  Warren  Hastings 
Island  on  the  4th  of  December  last,  who 
stated  that  10  moons  ago  a  large  ship 
was  wrecked  and  all  hands  drowned. 
H.M.S.  Pallas  is  about  to  leave  Hong 
Kong  to  make  inquiries  and  ascertain  if 
there  are  any  survivors  on  the 
island. 

LIVERPOOL  TELEGRAPHISTS' 
GRIEVANCE. 
Mr.  SAUNDERS  (Newington,  Wal- 
worth) :  I  beg  to  ask  tlie  Postmaster 
General  whether  he  is  aware  that  at 
Liverpool  certain  telegraphists  were,  on 
Monday,  ihe  16th  of  April,  withdrawn 
from  their  ordinary  morning  attendances 
and  tohl  to  attend  in  the  evening  to  deal 
with  the  Press  reports  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer's  Budget  Speech,  this 
course  being  adopted  instead  of  employ- 
ing overtime  clerks, as  hitherto, for  special 
work  ;  and  whether,  inasmuch  as  such  a 
course  of  action  subjects  the  ordinary 
business  traffic  to  dehiy,  and  imposes 
upon  the  clerks  the  excessive  duty  of 
attending  late  at  night  and  early  the  next 
morning,  he  will  take  steps  to  prevent  a 
recurrence  of  such  extra  employment  ? 
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Mr.   a,   MORLEY  :    I    will    make 
quirj  ou  the  subject  of  the  hon,  Mem 
r's    question 
result. 
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NEWSPAPER  POST. 
Mr.  SAUNDERS  :  I  heg  to  ask  the 
PodtmaRter  General  whether  he  proposes 
to  continue  the  practice  of  carrying 
newspaper?  weijrbiti^  six  or  eight  onncet^ 
^or  4tl.,  seeing  that  tlie  hook  post  rate  of 
wo  ounces  for  ii  id,  involves  a  Iors  tc» 
the  Depiirtnient  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  ;  The  Act  of 
'arlianient  of  IHTO  (33  &  Hi  Vie.  c,  79) 
ivee  special  privileges  to  newspapers,  as^ 
istiugiiished  from  other  printed  matter 
,9Stng  through  the  post  ;  and,  notwith- 
tanding  the  loss  of  revenue  rct>ultjng 
m  the  coQvoyanco  of  newspapers,  I  do 
t  at  the  presejjt  tnonient  contemplate 
tgislatioQ  with  a  view  to  withdnnviiig  or 
LStricting  those  privileges,  tliough  the 
bject  is  one  which  dcserve><,  and  is  re- 
iving, careful  eonisideration. 


PRISON   ACCOMMODATION    IN    THE 

METRO  1*0  LI  8. 
Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  1  heg  lo  ank 
be  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
])arrtnent  whether  he  intemU  tonppohjt  a 
Committee  or  Couiini*Jsioo  to  consider  the 
^^nue^tion  of  prison  aceotnmodatiou  in  the 
^H|letro[ioiid  ? 

^m  The  secretary  ^.k  STATE  kou 
■baE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
I  A»Qt^iTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  It  h  my  iiitetition 
lii  appoint  a  Departmental  Connnittee  to 
consiiider  several  (pieslioDt,  one  of  which 
U  the  subject  of  prison  acconnno^iation  lu 
tlie  Metropolis. 


IMP1.0YER.S'  LIAUILITV  IN  SCOTLAND, 
Mr.  W.  WHITELAW  (Perth):  I 
heg  to  ask  the  Lord  AdvocaTe  whether 
courrncting  out  jf  Employers'  Liability 
Act  is  legal  in  Scotland  ? 

•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOCK  :  Cournu'tiyg 
out  is  not  prohihitcd  hy  the  Emjiloyers' 
Liability  Act  of  IHHO,  luid  it  has  re- 
j>eatedly  heeo  he  hi  by  the  Courts  in 
Scotland  that  workmen  have  doharred 
theaii?elves  from  the  beneliti*  of  the  Act 
by  coiitraet.s  with  their  employers.  It 
might  he  made  a  (piestioii  whether  such 
contracts  would,  tinder  the  existing  law 
of  S(*otlaDd,  exeludt;  a  claim  at  the 
insttktice  of  the  widow  or  children  of  a 
workman   who  hatl   beeu  killed  through 


the  fault  of  an  employer,  or  of  someone 
for  whom  he  was  responsilde,  hut  I  am 
not  aware  that  this  qnestion  has  ever 
been  decided  or  even  raised  in  the 
Scottish  Courts. 

♦Mit.  HOZIEB:  Did  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  on  the  30th  October, 
1880,  give  it  tis,  his  opinion  that  eon- 
tracts^  in  Scotland  cannot  l>e  sustained  to 
the  effect  of  exrludiiig  the  claims  of 
widows  and  rhildren,  and  that,  conae- 
(luently, coiitnictingont  of  an  Employers 
Liability  Act  in  practicaily  impossible  io 
Scotland  ? 

♦Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  :  I  see  it  stated 
in  the  newspapers,  and  I  have  no  reason 
(o  douht  the  statement,  that  I  did  give 
an  opinion  that  such  a  contract  would 
not  exclude  the  elaims  of  a  widow  or 
tdiildreu,  on  the  ground  that  those  elaims 
were  not  derivative  hut  original,  and  It 
still  seems  to  me  that,  on  the  principles 
of  the  existing  Si-otch  Law,  this  view  ts 
sound.  A  decision  to  a  different  effect 
has,  however,  since  been  pronounced  in 
the  English  Law  Courts,  autl  I  am  told 
by  those  who  have  had  more  to  do  with 
sneh  cases  than  I  Inive  had  for  a  number 
of  years  past,  that  it  is  not  improbable 
I  hat  it  would  he  followed  in  the  Scotch 
Courts. 

Mu.  CALDWELL  (Lanark,  Mid.) 
asked  if  the  Employers^  Liability  Bill  of 
last  Scssiou  would  not  have  improved 
the  position  of  Scotland  in  regard  to 
non-con  I  racting  out  ? 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  :  Very  materi- 
ally. 

THE  IMPRISONED  ARMENIANS. 
Mii.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.E.): 
1  heg  to  ask  the  U  nder  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Athiirs  whether  he  will  com- 
municate to  the  House  the  steps  already 
taken  to  secure  the  liberation  of  the 
A rcii  bishops  of  Manish  and  Zeitoun,  the 
Bishnps  of  Hadji n  and  Arabgir,  and 
other  Anneniaus  detained  in  prisons  in 
Asiatic  Turkey  (or  iti  exile),  who,  it  is 
alleged,  have  not  had  fair  trials,  and 
some  of  whom  have  not  had  any  triah 
and  upon  whose  behalf  representations 
have  been  repeatedly  made  to  the  Foreign 
Office  during  the  past  two  years  ? 

*Sm  E,  GREY:  He'r  Majest/s 
Government  have  aJreatiy  statetl  that 
there  would,  in  their  opinion,  be  no 
advantage  iii,ptildis]jing  Papers  regarding 
the   Armenian    questioti.     Unofficial  re- 
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preseDtatioDR  were  raaJe  on  behatf  of 
the  Archbishops  nientioued,  whose  sen- 
ten«es  were  coTitimied  by  the  Court  of 
CaasatioTi  in  Marcb,  1893.  In  September 
last  Her  MafealyV  Charge  d* Affaires  at 
Coostantiiiople  spoke  to  the  Grand  Vizier 
ru  the  hope  of  obtaining:  some  raltigation 
of  the  sentences  passed  on  them  and 
their  com  pan  ions.  Her  Majesty's  Am- 
bassador was  iostmcted  last  week  to 
ascertain  whether  it  won  Id  bo  possible  to 
do  aQythinjL'  for  tbem.  The  Bishop®  of 
Arabgir  and  Hadjjin  Jire  not  in  prison, 
but  exiled  from  their  sees,  and  it  would 
«erve  no  good  purpose  to  make  any  re- 
presentation on  their  behalf. 

Mu.  SCHWANN  :  What  altout  the 
other  Armenmn  prisoners  ? 

•Sir  E.  GREY:  It  would  only  be 
possiblf*  to  deal  with  all  these  cases  by 
puhlisbing  Papers.  We  have  made  some 
u  Qoffi  cia  1  represen  t  ations. 

Mr.  SCHWANN  :  Are  there  any 
hopes  of  their  Ijeing^  brougtit  to  trial  ?  I 
have  received  letters  from  persons  who 
have  been  tn  prison  a  year  withont  a 
chanee  of  bohig  tried, 

•Sir  E,  GHEY:  There  is  often  great 
delay,  and  when  that  is  so,  we  urge  the 
desirability  of  bringing  prisoners  to  trial 
»oon. 

STATIONERV  OFFICE  PUBLICATIONS, 
Mu.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lyim 
Keg  is)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  he  can  state,  or 
will  agree  to  a  Retuni  stilting,  in  detail 
the  mnnes  and  natnre  of  the  Stationery 
Offiro  Ptiblieations,  which  caiHed  an  ex- 
penditnre  in  the  vear  endint;  ^Ist^Iareh, 
1893,  of  £22,352  138.  4d.»  and  the  stoek 
uu  hand  of  which,  on  the  31st  Mareh, 
1893,  was  reprcsenteil  by  so  large  a  sum 
as  £n7,oti3  Os.  od,  ;  and  whether  he 
anticipates  that  tiiis  latter  snm  will  be 
actually  realiseti  by  the  dii*posal  of  these 
pttbli cations  ? 

•SiK  ,K  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  Retuni 
could  certaifily  he  loadc  out,  bnt  the 
labour  and  cost  won  hi  \^i}  so  great  that  I 
do  Mot  thitik  r  shonld  he  justified  in 
agreeing  to  it.  I  should  ex  phi  in  that  it 
is  the  practice  to  class  ns  **  Stationery 
Oftiec  Publications"  every  book  or  paper 
printed  by  the  Slatiouery  Ottice  (except 
Parliamentary  Papers)  of  which  any 
copies  arc  placed  on  sale,  and  the  cost  of 
printing  these  books  is  dividcil   l»otween 

be  Stib-lieads  E,   F,   U,  and  K  of  the 

Sir£.   Gre^ 

\ 


lum   of       I 


Stationery  Office  Vote.  The  sum 
£117,563  Os»  5d.  represents  the  tiet 
selling  price  of  the  papers  on  stock,  but 
there  is  nfT  chanee  of  thi^  ftum  heiug 
realised  by  sale«.  I  bold  in  my  hand  a 
Return  of  the  pubHcatious,  w*hicb  will 
perliapa  ai^aiat  the  hon.  Member  to  obtain 
the  iti formation  he  asks  for.  I  will  let 
him  have  it. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Do  tUi;. 
publteations  inchide  the  Journals  ? 

SiK  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Yes. 

Mu.  J.  LOWTPiett  (Kent,Tbatiet): 
Ifi  there  a  separate  colutnu  showing  the 
cost  of  each  publication  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Yea. 

OCCASIONAL  LICENCES. 

Sm  W*  LAWSON  (Cumberlaua, 
Cockermonth)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  whether,  hie 
attention  having  been  called  to  the  matter, 
he  intends  to  take  any  stepi*  to  prevent 
the  Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue 
construing  the  Act  26  k  27  Vic.  c.  73, 
s,  20,  according  to  what  they  consider 
its  spirit,  bnt  again i*t  its  wording,  l»y 
granting  r>cca>*ional  licences  permitting 
the  sale  of  drink  after  10  p.m,  for  any 
entertainments  or  anuisements  other  than 
a  public  dinner  or  hall  ? 

TriE  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEyUJ^K  (Sir  W.  Hakcourt, 
Derby)  :  I  have  called  the  attention  of 
the  Inland  Reveutie  to  the  strict  letter  of 
the  law,  which  I  have  no  doubt  w^ill  bo 
observed  in  the  future  ;  but  I  do  not  con- 
sider that  the  action  of  the  Magistrates^ 
in  extending  to  smoking  concerts  given 
in  the  Town  Hall  the  exemption  allowed 
in-llh^  case  of  public  dinners  and  balls,  la 
otie  calling  for  serious  animadversion. 

Sir  W/ LAWSON:  Is  not  the  action 
of  the  Magistrates  against  the  law^  ? 

SiK  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  do  not  re- 
gaiil  the  matter  as  being  of  sufRcieat 
importance  to  call  for  any  interference. 

Sir  C.  W.  D  ILK  Hi  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exebecpier  when  the 
Uganda  Estimate,  laid  upon  the  Table 
ou  Tuesday,  will  be  in  tbe  handft  of 
Members  ;  and  to  what  date  is  tbe  Debate 
to  be  postponed  ? 

Mu.  A.  J.  BALFOLR  (Manchester, 
E.)  1  At  the  same  time  that  the  right 
Inin.  (Tcntletuati  answers  (hnl  ijuestioti 
perbapi^  be  would  tind  it  conveniuut 
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give  Ibe   House   a   general  idea   of  the 
course  of  biisineRa  for  next  week. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  Dropose  on 
Monday  next  to  take  the  remaining 
Budget  Resolutions,  and  lo  make  progreas 
with  the  financial  proposals  of  the  Go- 
vernment. That  18  the  main  business  that 
I  can  fix  at  present.  In  answer  to 
the  question  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean,  I 
have  to  state  that  the  Uganda  Estimate 
will  be  distributed  at  once.  The  prolonga- 
tion of  the  discussion  on  the  Scotch  Grand 
Committee  has  necessarily  postponed  the 
Debate,  which  was  fixed  for  to-morrow, 
on  Uganda,  The  fixing  of  the  date  for 
the  Uganda  Vote  mnst  now  depend  upon 
the  progress  of  public  business. 
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THE  BUDGET  PROPOSALS. 
Sir  M,  hicks  BKACH  (Bristol, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancel h)r  of  ibe 
Exchequer  whether  he  can  state  how 
much  of  the  increased  receipts  eHtimate<l 
by  him  for  the  present  and  future  years 
from  the  proposed  iucrease  in  the  Death 
Dutieji  is  due  to  the  changes  in  the 
Succession  Duty  :  to  the  graduation  of 
the  new  K state  Duty  personalty  ;  to 
the  imposition  of  tlie  new  Estate  Duty 
on  realty  ;  antl  whether  he  proposes  to 
increase  the  Stamj*  Duty  imw  payable  on 
the  property  of  BfMlie?^  Corporate  an*l 
»  noiocorporate  to  an  extent  correspond- 
j  log  with  the  increased  Death  Duties  on 
[the  property  of  imlividtials  ? 

Mr*    SEXTON  :    Perhaps    tlie  right 

\  hon.  Gentleman  will  at  the  same  time  say 

whether   the   proposals  for  tlie  increase<l 

duties  on  spirits   and    beer  will    be  per- 

,  inanent,  or  will  only  apply  to  the  current 

]  financial  year  ?^^^ 

Sm  R.  PAGr?T  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  prnpose  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  any  exphiUfc^r  statement  with 
,  refereuW  to  the  Bnijfll  ? 

Sir  W.  UARCOCHT  :  I  will  make  a 
p«tatement  ^iljpti  those  points  in  the  dis- 
[  CQSiiion  on  tnwUesolution  relating  to  the 
Death  Duties,  which  I  propose  to  fix  for 
Monday  next.  I  have  directed  an  ex- 
planatory paper  on  the  subject  of  the 
pJl|)osed  change??  in  the  Death  Duties 
lo  be  prepared,  ai»d  1  hope  it  will  In*  in 
the  bands  of  Mem  hers  fti-night.  Hut  1 
^must  point  out  that  no  really  accurate 
information  on  tliis  subjet^-t,  which  is  o!f 
«  highly  teclinical  character,  can  be  fur- 
,oiaib«'d,   ..xr»»jit    ii*    the  Customs  and  In* 


land  Revenue  BilU  which  cau  only  be 
introduced  when  the  Resolutions  are 
passed  ;  and  I  would  observe  that  the 
Paper  laid  on  the  Table  by  Mr,  ('hildera 
was  explanatory  of  the  Budget  Bill  and 
not  of  the  Resolution,  the  Resolution 
having  been  passed  on  the  first  nigbt 
without  opposition,  I  may  take  this 
opportunity  of  stating^  in  reply  to  a 
question  which  was  put  to  me  on  Tues- 
day last  by  the  hoii.  Member  for  North 
Kerry,  that,  having  regard  to  the  im- 
pending inquiries  as  to  the  relative 
incidence  of  taxation  in  the  several  pang 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  J  think  it  is  a 
fair  demand,  ami  it  is  only  right  that  the 
proposals  in  the  liudget  for  an  increase^ 
of  duties  and  upon  spirits  should  take- 
effect  only  for  the  present  financial  year. 
Silt  M.  HICKS-BEACII  :  May  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
the  Resolution  on  the  Succession  Duty 
will  be  taken  first  on  Monday,  or  the 
Resolution  on  the  Income  Tax  ?  Con- 
sidering how  very  intricate  and  compli- 
cated the  change  in  Death  Duties  is,  can- 
not the  right  hon.  Gentleman  give  the 
House  longer  time  to  consider  both  the 
explanatory  statcineirt  which  is  to  be 
(circulated  atid  the  whole  (pjestion  gene- 
rally ? 

Sir  \\\  HARCOURT  :  The  usual 
and  convenient  course  is  to  take  the 
Resolutions,  and  then  to  fiave  the  Bill 
and  discuss  the  proposals  on  that.  That 
was  the  course  taken  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
with  reference  to  Mr*  Childers's  Budget. 
It  is  the  proper  way  ;  and,  indeed,  the 
only  possible  way  is  to  get  on  to  tho 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill  as  soon 
as  may  Ite  ;  because  the  House  will  find 
in  that  Bill  what  they  cannot  know  other- 
wise— the  details  of  the  method  by  which 
we  propose  to  deal  with  this  intricate 
subject.  We  propose  to  take  the  Death 
Duty  Resolution  first  on  Monday  and 
tlien  the  other  Resolutions. 

Mir.  Y  Eli  BURG II  I  Do  the  Govern- 
incut  propose  to  introduce  the  Welsh 
Diacstahltshment  Bill  next  week? 

Sin  \V.  HARCOURT  :  1  hope  that 
we  may  be  able  to  do  that:  but  I  would 
ratlier  reserve  a  definite  statement  until 
the  Home  Secretary  returns  to  town,  I 
hope  we  shall  find  an  opportunity  of 
introducing  the  Bill  next  week. 

Du.  MAC(;RKG0R  :  I  beg  to  ask 
tlie    right  hon.  Gentleman    whether    he 


859         Military  Expenditure       {COMMONS} 


in  India. 


H(8t> 


aoes  not  think  that  the  duty  on  whisky 
is  high  enough  already  ;  and  whether 
that  duty  is  not  out  of  all  proportion  to 
the  duty  on  the  Englishman's  beer  ? 

•Mr.  speaker  :  That  question  can 
scarcely  arise  at  the  present  moment. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Mr.  W.  long  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby)  :  May  I  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether,  as 
there  is  no  intention  on  this  side  of  the 
House  to  oppose  the  Parochial  Electors 
(Registration  Acceleration)  Bill,  he  will 
give  the  House  sufficient  time  to  consider 
the  provisions  before  the  Second  Reading 
is  taken  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  Yes,  Sir ; 
if  the  House  will  allow  me  to  introduce 
the  Bill  to-night,  I  will  postpone  the 
Second  Reading  for  at  least  a  week. 

THE  CRIMES  ACT  REPEAL  ACT. 
Mr.  J.  REDMOND  (Waterford)  :  I 
wish  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  a  ques- 
tion of  which  I  have  been  unable  to  give 
him  notice,  but  which  he  will,  I  think, 
be  able  to  answer.  Yesterday,  by  a  large 
majority,  the  House  of  Commons  passed 
the  Second  Reading  of  a  Bill  for  repeal- 
ing the  Irish  Coercion  Act.  I  ask  him 
if  he  will  confer  with  the  Leader  of  the 
House  aud  his  colleagues  in  the  Govern- 
ment to  see  whether  it  is  possible,  con- 
sistently with  the  due  progress  of  other 
business,  to  give  facilities  for  the  further 
stages  of  the  Bill  ? 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  will  consult  my 
right  hou.  Friend  the  Leader  of  the 
House. 

THE  MARKING  OF  FOREIGN  MEAT. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  the  Committee 
appointed  by  the  House  of  Lords  on  the 
17th  instant  will  be  empowered  to  con- 
sider the  Marking  of  Foreign  and 
Colonial  Meat  (No.  2)  Bill,  and  also  the 
other  Bills  on  the  same  and  kindred  sub- 
jects, which  have  been  introduced  in  the 
House  of  Commons  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  My  right  hon. 
Friend  has  requested  me  to  answer  this 
question.  As  I  understand,  the  inquiries 
of  the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords 
which  was  appointed  last  Session,  and 
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has  now  been  re-appointed,  are  complete 
so  far  as  meat  is  concerned,  and  inas- 
much as  the  Committee  had  before  them 
the  Bill  inrfoduced  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Altrincham  Division  last  Session, 
which  is  closely  analogous  to  the  Bill  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers,  I  should 
scarcely  suppose  that  the  Committee 
would  consider  it  necessary  to  re-open 
that  portion  of  the  subject  committed 
to  them.  But  the  matter  is  scarcely  one 
with  regard  to  which  it  is  for  me  to  ex- 
press an  opinion,  and  if  the  Committee 
decided  to  re- consider  the  proposals  em- 
bodied in  the  Bills  now  before  the  Houses 
there  is  nothing  to  prevent  them  from 
doing  so. 

MISSING  VESSELS. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  he  can  state  the  num-- 
ber  of  vessels  reported  to  his  Department 
as  missing  during  each  of  the  last  three 
years  for  which  the  accounts  have  been 
made  up,  and  the  number  of  inquiries 
into  cases  of  missing  ships  which  hare 
been  held  in  each  of  those  three  years 
respectively  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  The  number  of 
vessels  belonging  to  the  United  Kingdom 
which  were  reported  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  as  missing  during  the  last  three 
years  for  which  the  accounts  have  been 
made  up — namely,  years  ended  June, 
1891,  1892,  and  1893,  were  69,  59,  and 
32  respectively.  The  corresponding 
numbers  for  the  years  1881,  1882,  ai^ 
1883  were  126,  172,  and  152.  Inquiry 
was  made  by  officers  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  in  every  case,  but  formal  inquiries 
were  held  in  only  six  cases  in  1891,  two 
cases  in  1892,  and  three  cases  in  1893. 
Since  June  last  inquiries  have  been 
ordered  in  14  cases.  Each  case  is  care- 
fully considered,  and  inquiry  is  ordered 
in  any  case  in  which  it  is  thought  that 
it  can  be  usefully  held. 

MILITARY    EXPENDITURE    IN  INDIA. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  r 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  if  he  would  grant  a  Return  show- 
ing the  yearly  increase  of  the  military 
expenditure  of  India,  in  that  country  and 
in  England,  from  1875  to  1893  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  There  is  no 
objection  to  granting  such  a  Return.  I  will 
confer  with  my  hon.  Friend  as  to  its  form. 
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FREED  SLAVES, 
Sir  R,  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston)  : 
I  l»eg  to  ask  the  Uuiler  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if  lie  could 
slJite  to  tiie  Hou^e  what  number  of  slit ves 
have  boon  freed  since  1888  within  the 
territory  of  I  he  British  Eitst  Africa  Com- 
pimy,  und  wbut  iinniher  dnring  the  pame 
periotl  on  tlio  neighhonring  station  hy 
Her  Majesty*^  Naval  Forces,  and  as  to 
the  latter  at  what  co«t ;  whether,  in  the 
event  of  the  mlnnuistration  of  the  coaftt 
reverting  to  the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar  by 
the  surrender  of  the  Company V  I'on- 
ee-ssiiori,  provision  will  be  made  that  the 
arrangerneuts  and  treaties  conelnded  by 
the  Cornpatiy  for  the  proteetioii  of 
alwriginal  tribes  from  shivery  atul  for 
fHcilitttting  the  redemption  of  slaves  will 
eoutinue  in  effective  operation  ;  and  whe- 
ther, it)  view  of  the  Impiiriai  graiitn 
recommended  by  Sir  Gerald  Portal 
towards  the  cost  of  administration  in 
Uganda  and  British  East  Africa,  any  aid 
for  the  same  purpose  ha,**  at  any  time 
Vieen  granted,  or  proposed  to  be  granted, 
lo  the  British  Ea^t  Africa  Company 
while  it  continued  reaponsible  for  occupa- 
tion and  admhiist ration  ;  if  not,  what 
resources  were  available  for  purposes  of 
ndrninistration  by  the  Company  ? 

•Silt  E.  GKEY  ;  The  number  of  slaves 
s^ftid  by  the  British  East  Africa  Company 
to  have  been  freed  by  them  since  l8H8is 
3,01o.  The  nttmber  freed  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Naval  Fori*es  during  ttie  same 
period  i»  1,287.  The  cost  is  mainly  that 
of  all  Her  Majesty's  ships  engaged  in  the 
suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade,  and  I 
cannot  give  a  separate  estimate  of  this 
partimtlur  p>rtion  of  it.  No  such 
arrangements  or  treaties  as  those  referred 
to  conlil  properly  he  made  by  the  Com- 
pany within  the  territory  covered  by  the 
coocC8»ioii  of  the  Sultan  of  Zjujzihar,  nor 
have  they  been  made.  The  only 
grant  made  to  the  Company  was  thesnm 
of  £10,000  voted  last  year  for  the 
prolongation  of  the  occupation  of  Cganda  ; 
and  with  regard  to  the  resources  of  the 
Company,  1  must  a^k  the  lion.  Baronet  to 
refer  to  the  Reports  of  the  Directors. 

THE  CAVAJ^  LAND  COMMISSION. 

Mr,  FNOX   (Cavan,  W.)  :  I   beg  to 

a«k    the    Chief   Secretary    to   the    Lord 

Lieutenant   of    Ireland    whether    he    is 

ftfr^re    that   Mr.  Bom  ford,  who  is  now 


acting  as  valuor  for  the  Laud  Com- 
mission  in  County  Cavan,  was  formerly 
agent  to  a  large  landlord  in  the  county  ; 
that  he  is  related  to  that  landlord,  and  to 
several  other  landlords  in  the  eounty, 
and  to  Mr.  Barnes,  the  principal  vainer 
for  the  landlords  in  the  county  in  fan* 
rent  eases  ;  that  he  was  formerly  a 
member  of  a  Sub-Commission  in  the 
i»ounty,  and  removed  to  atjother  county 
uu  account  of  his  close  connection  with 
the  landed  interest  there  ;  and  whether 
these  facts  were  known  to  Mr.  Wrench 
11  nd  other  members  of  the  Commission 
when  ^h\  B<unford  wtis  sent  as  valuer 
to  Cavao  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOKLEY  :  The  Land  Com- 
missioners  have  not  yet  fully  replied  to 
the  iutiuirics  whicdi  I  have  addressed  to 
them  on  this  subject,  and  1  must  ask  my 
hon.  Friend,  there fore,  to  be  good  enough 
lo  again  pcjslpone  the  question, 

Mh.  KNOX  :  I  should  like  to  call 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemun\s  attention  to 
the  fact  I  lint  this  cjucstion  down  two 
days  ago  f 

Mit.  J.  MORLEY  :  Yes  ;  but  the 
rcf>ly  I  have  received  is  not  siifKciently 
full. 

CATHOLU^  MAlflSTRATES  IN  ANTRIM, 
Mit.  KNOX  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chi'-f 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  how  many  Catholic  Magistrates 
are  resident  in  the  Petty  vSessions  district 
of  Ton  me,  County  Antrim  ;  whether, 
owing  to  the  want  of  Magistrates  resident 
in  the  tlistrict,  Magistrates  from  another 
district  liad  to  attend  recently  in  order  to 
hold  Petty  Sessions;  and  whether  steps* 
will  1h?  taken  to  remove  the  proseut 
grievance  ? 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  infcrmed 
that  there  are  no  Roimm  Catholic  Magis- 
trates resident  in  this  district.  There 
has  been,  liowever,  no  want  of  a  Court 
of  Petty  Sessions  at  TiH>me  by  reason  of 
the  absence  of  Magistrates  resident  in  the 
district.  As  to  the  last  par.ngniph,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  some  time  since  made 
selections  tor  the  County  Antrim  Bench 
of  Magistrates  which  will  no  et,  amongst 
others,  the  case  of  the  Tcvomc  District. 

IRISH    TELEGRAPH    EMPLOVfis. 
Mit.  KNOX  :   I   beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General,  with  reference  lo  Clause 
10   of   Treasury  Order  of    the    15th  of 
August,    1890,'  in    how    many   cases   of 
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postal  or  telegraph  employes  in  Ireland 
has  this  order  been  put  in  force  since  the 
date  of  its  issue  ;  how  niauj  surveyors, 
assistant  surveyor^iy  aod  postmasters  of 
head  post  officea  are  now  over  the  age 
limit ;  and,  if  any,  what  are  the  par- 
ticular circumdtauces  that  exist  in  each 
case  for  the  suapensiou  of  this  Order ; 
and  wiiether  he  would  now  consider  it 
expedient  in  the  iutere^ts  of  the  greater 
efficiency  of  the  Public  Service  to  enforce 
its  provisions  in  every  instance  in  whicli 
it  IS  applicable  ? 

Mr.  a,  MORLEY:  In  Ireland  the 
clause  to  whi«^U  the  hon.  Member  refers 
has  been  put  iu  force  in  ey^rj  case.  In 
reply  to  the  second  paragraph,  there  are 
not  any  of  the  officers  named  to  whom 
the  clause  applies  iind  who  are  over  the 
age  linjii.  The  lion.  Member  ia  possibly 
not  aware  that  tlio  Order  m  Council  to 
which  he  refers  applies  only  to  officers 
who  arc  placed  on  Scale**  or  drawiug 
Salaries  in  excess  of  those  of  the  Secoud 
Division. 

SWAZILAND. 

Barov  IL  i*k  worms  (Liverpool 
East  Toxteib)  :  I  beg  to  ank  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  r.'olonies 
whether  Her  Majesty'^  Governnieut  are 
unable  tr  carry  out  the  arrantrmiic-dt 
ciotered  into  witb  the  South  African 
Republic  for  ihc  trausfcr  of  Swaziland 
to  that  Republic  ;  wbetltcr  it  is  true  that 
many  of  the  indunas  favourable  to  the 
arraDgemeut  have  been  mtirdcreil  at  the 
instigation  of  the  Quceti  Regent ;  aud 
whether,  as  stated,  the  conditiou  of 
affairs  is  dangerous  and  a  massacre  t8 
apprebcudcd  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON:  The  position  at 
the  prct^ent  moment  is  this  :  A  Conven- 
tion was  negotiated  hetweou  Her 
Majesty's  Governmoiit  luid  the  South 
African  Kcjinblic  muler  wbirb  the  latter 
were  to  be  itt  liberty  lo  negotiate  an 
Organic  ProebimatJon  witb  the  Swazi 
people  for  taking  over  tbcadtnijasiratiou 
of  the  country,  withont,  however,  in* 
corporating  it  into  the  Rcjiublic.  This 
Organic  Prochimation  has  been  suhmittcd 
to  Her  Mafe!+ty*s  Government.  The 
South  African  Republic  are  now  in 
negotiation  with  the  Swazis  in  order  to 
obtain  their  aHsetit  to  the  Organic  Pro- 
clamation. As  regards  the  last  two 
questious^  we  have  no  confirmation  of 
the  rumours^  but  are  iu  cotumuuication 
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PAROCHIAL  KLECTOttS  (REOI8TBATI0K 
ACCELERATION)  BILL. 

MOTION    FOR    LEAVE. 

•Mu.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  have  to 
ask  the  leave  of  the  House  to  introduce 
a  Bill  to  accelerate  the  Registration  of 
Parochial  Electors  in  England  and  Wales 
iti  the  present  year.  As  the  House  will 
recollect,  under  the  Local  Government 
Act  of  last  Sesiiion  the  8th  of  Noveml>er 
was  fixed  as  the  day  for  the  election  of 
the  new  Parish  Councils,  and  Jt  was 
understood  at  tin?  time  that  a  Bill  w^ould 
be  introduced  lo  facilitate  the  registration 
of  the  electors.  In  the  course  of  negotia- 
tions witb  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
it  was  arranged  that  this  matter  should 
be  trt'ate<l  as  non-contentious,  aiibject  to 
two  conditions^-oue,  that  the  day  on 
which  the  Parliamentary  Register  came 
iuto  effect  shoidd  not  be  altered,  and  tJie 
other  t!mt  no  expense  should  l>e  thrown 
on  Local  Awtborities  by  the  acceleration 
of  the  Piirocliial  Rcgii^ter.  Tlie accelera- 
tion of  the  Parochial  Register  involves  the 
acceleration  of  some  of  tlie  stages  of  th© 
Parliamentary  Register,  but  no  change 
in  the  date  when  the  Parliamentary 
Register  is  to  come  into  etfect.  After 
much  consideration  of  the  matter,  1  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  will  not 
l>e  possible  to  complete  the  Register  of 
parochial  electors  in  order  that  the  elec- 
tion for  the  Parish  Councils  may  tAJce 
place  on  November  8,  and  thnt  if  any 
attempt  were  made  to  ilo  tliat  thero  would 
be  serious  risk  of  a  defective  Register. 
The  Bill,  the  re  fore,  provides  that  the 
Parochial  Register  shall  come  into  opem- 
tion  on  November  22nd,  «n«i  rbc  Revising 
Barristers  will  he  rerjtiired  lo  commonco 
their  duties  ftve  days  earlier^ — namely,  on 
September  3,  in  lieu  of  September  9, 
The  Bill  also  proposes  to  shorten  the 
period  of  revision  by  a  fortnight,  reducing 
it  from  five  weeks  to  three  week^,  and 
the  period  allowed  to  elerks  of  Couutj 
Councils  for  the  completion  and  printing 
of  the  Register  will  be  sliorteued  by  10 
days,  H  mblitifinal  Revising  Barristers 
l>ecomo  necessary  to  complete  the  revision 
witliin  three  weeks,  instead  of  tivo  weeks, 
the   whole   cost    is  to  be   borne  by  tho 
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TreaBury,  ami  no  part  of  it  bj  the  Local 
Vuthorities,  as  at  preiseut.  If  ibeHousG 
jfreee  to  the  Bill,  it  will  he  possible  to 
liold  the  first  meetings  of  the  Parish 
•ouoeils  withiu  a  few  daya  after  Novem- 
er  22*  The  Bill  is  m  striet  nccord  with 
be  arrafiji^ement  to  whteh  I  have  referred, 
lud  I  hope  the  House,  therefore,  will  at 
'once  cons^enf  to  its  iutrodiictiotj. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  leave  Im  giv&n  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
iccolerate  the  Re^i,st  ration  of  Parochial 
Bleok»rs  in  Englarul  and  Wales  in  tbe  preBent 
\  Mr ,  Sh  n  w-  Lrfrr  re. ) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill   ordered   to   be  brought  iu  by  Mr. 
ihavv-Lefevre  and  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbort. 

Bill    presented,   aut!   read  firat   time, 
lill   175.] 

IfEVICTED  TENANTS  (IRELAND)    BILL, 
MUTII>N    ¥tm    LEAVE. 

The    chief     SECRETARY    niu 

IB K L A N D  (Mr.  J .  M ^nt l e v,  N e w i^na 1 1 e- 
apon-Tyne),  in  asking  for  leave  to  ialro- 
luce  a  Bill  to   faciliuite  and  make   i>ro- 
^ision    for   the    restoration    of    Evicttjd 
Tenants    to    tlieir  Holdin«^s    iu    Ireland, 
ftid  :  Mr,  Speaker,  I  am   g]ji<l   to   (bink 
bat  tbe  difficulties  of  tbe  tiksk  before  me 
kre  not   aggravated  on    tbiH  ocean  ion,  us 
they  might   have  been,   by  any  of  that 
pasiiion    whi<»li    ha^    uufortUDately    been 
aaeociated  with  Irish  eotitrover^ies.      We 
ive  already    diseusised    an    Irish    Land 
lilU  a  Bill  repeal! tig  ihe  Crimes  Act,  aud 
ine  other   Irish   matter    wirbuttt  any  of 
Ibat    rise    in    terufwrature     which    hon. 
Jeotlemen  rightly  deprefate,      It  is  my 
llbjeet  to  avoid  every  word  likely  to  pro- 
i  a  revival  of  tlie  recrimination  aud 
jion  which  have  bcerj  associaletl  with 
the    subject    of     the     evicted     tenants, 
Lmon^   other   reasons,    the  quietnde  in 
reland   seems   to   furnish  a  partieiilarly 
jood   opportunity   for  dealing   with   this 
Bxceedingly    tlitticulf    cpiestiou    in     tbe 
Ipirit  in  which  it  <mght  to  be  aj^proacbed, 
ind  I  am  glad  to  think  that,  iu  bringing 
proposals  before  the  HouMe  on   this   sub- 
let, I  shall,  at  all  events,  seeure  a  reason- 
\  support  from  my   right  lion,  Frietal 
"f ember   for   VW^st    Birmingham,  niv 
Kghthon,  Friend  tbe  Member  for  Bodmin, 
nd    other    gentlemen    sitting     in     that 
quarter    of    the    Howse.     Fri<ir    to    his 
'opartnre   for  America    last    September, 


my  right  brm.  Friend  thft  Member  for 
West  Birminghairj  is  reported  to  iiave 
seen  some  gentleman  of  the  Press  aud  to 
have  said  to  him — 


'*  I  may  say  that  I  don't  see  what  objectioa 
there  could  be  to  an  extension  of  the  Ktihclaase 
of  the  Land  Act.  ,  ,  .  I  am  of  opiakm  that 
the  teaauts  ought  to  approac  h  Mr.  Balfour  on 
th«  qii&^tioD  if  they  wish  to  hope  for  Anything. 
!  may  remark  that.  [  am  quite  prepared  to  admit 
that  it  is  mrj«t  desirable  that  some  equitable 
me&sare  should  l^  paiiaed  ia  the  iaterestaof  thoae 
evicted  tenantfi,  who,  it  ap[)eari^p  havu  auffier&i 
much  ;  but  thiw  can  only  be  accomplished  by  an 
agreement  between  the  [JnioniHts  and  Qlad- 
Htonians,  The  subject.  beiuK'  a  social  as  well  aa 
a  political  one,  clemand<4  attention,  and  I  shall 
be  prepared  to  assist  in  a  a  equitable  settle- 
ment." 

My  right  hou.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bodmin  use^l  still  fuller  language  point- 
ing iu  riie  same  direction.     He  said — 

**  He  himself  should  t>e  in  favour  of  any  well- 
con-*idered  Bill  for  that  purpose,  1 1  was  desirable 
tiiat  they  should  be  generous  in  their  treatment 
of  these  tenants,  for  they  went  out  at  a  time 
when  Ireland  was  greatly  agitated,  and  when 
men  loi^t  their  heads  and  ceased  to  be  mastors  of 
tbemsehcH.  .  ,  .  A  new  armni^emeat  waft 
necessary,  and  if  the  Government  brought  ia  a 
reasonable  Bill  he  should  be  williog  to  give  it 
all  ihti  Hiipfjort  he  coukl.  and  he  belieTcd  it 
would  Ijc  the  piilix^y  of  the  Uniuniat  Party  to 
give  it  an  unhe^tatin^  snpport  " 

The  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone,  in 
an  article  recently  published,  goes  so  far 
as  to  say  that  — 

•*  Although  the  Uovernmeat  i>ropo8ak  may  be 
immoral,  revolatioaary,  or  novel,  any  efiFort  to 
deal  with  the  state  of  affHtrs  at  ooee  so  dangerous 
and  »Q  cxLraoriiinary  ouj^ht  tt*  be  fairly  con- 
sidered and  judged." 

I  will  not  quote  langtiage  which  was  uf?^ed 
so  far  back  as  1891  l>y  tlie  hon.  Member 
for  South  Hunts,  but  tbe  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  East  Maucbester 
said — 

"  And  for  my  own  part,  if  I  were  an  Irish 
landlonl,  even  if  it  were  not  wholly  to  my  own 
ficrsonal  and  i.>ecuniary  interests,  I  should  desire 
to  restore  peace  to  that  part  nf  tbe  country  in 
which  my  property  was  situatetl,  and  to  see  that 
oil  fair,  cqtiitable*  and  even  generous  terms  the 
tenants  were  restored  to  their  ancient  homes/* 

1  am  not  assutning  that  declarations  of 
ihis  kitnl  frotn  the  two  siL-tions  of  the 
Opposition  ought  to  bind  them  to  support 
the  proposals  which  I  shall  have  the 
bonoiu'  of  laying  before  tin.'  House  ;  but, 
at  all  events,  tbey  encourage  me  to  hope 
that  these  proposals  witl  receive  reason- 
able and  fair  consideration.  I  will  not 
go  into  the  origin  of  thi,H  mischievous 
business,  because  it  seems  to  me  we  shall 
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not  advance  our  object  by  one  jot  or  tittle 
either  by  inquiring  whether  Great  Britain 
is  morally  responsible  for  the  two  great 
agrarian  risings  which  have  taken  place 
in  the  last  16  years,  or  by  inquiring 
whether  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
justified  by  the  action  of  this  House  in 
rejecting  the  proposals  brought  forward 
by  Mr.  Parnell  in  the  Autumn  of  1886. 
What  brings  the  matter  before  me,  as  one 
responsible  for  government  in  Ireland,  is 
that  it  is  a  source  of  administrative  con- 
fusion, and  a  source  of  social  trouble. 
Everybody  in  the  House  can  see  that  the 
presence  of  bodies  of  evicted  tenants 
remaining  as  squatters  near  the  farms  out 
of  which  they  have  been  put  is  in  itself 
extremely  demoralising.  The  evicted 
tenants  are,  I  believe,  generally  lodged 
by  neighbours  and  supported  by  neigh- 
bours, who  have  as  much  as  they 
can  do  to  keep  themselves,  while  the 
farms  lie  waste,  save  so  far  as  they  are 
used  by  trespassers,  with  the  consent  of 
the  evicted  tenants,  who  allow  the  use  of 
the  lands  in  this  way  in  return  for  the 
help  given  them  by  their  neighbours. 
This  is  a  deplorable  state  of  waste  and 
demoralisation  which  affects,  and  ob- 
viously must  affect  most  injuriously,  all 
who  are  brought  within  the  reach  of  its 
.  influence.  The  Report  of  the  Mathew 
Commission  contains  a  sentence  which 
illustrates  this  state  of  things — 

"  The  present  condition  of  the  evicted  farms 
on  many  of  the  estates  is  deplorable.  The  land 
has  gone  to  waste.  Fields,  once  cultivated  and 
fairly  productive,  are  now  covered  with  furze 
and  weeds.  Tracts  reclaimed  by  the  industry 
of  the  tenants  from  bog  or  mountain  are 
returning  to  their  original  condition.  The  former 
tenants,  with  lit  tie  or  no  occupation,  hang  about 
their  old  farms,  and  have  never  relinquished 
the  hope  of  reinstatement.  It  is  not  surprising 
that,  in  view  of  this  condition  of  things,  the 
authorities  have  considered  the  presence  of  an 
additional  police  force  on  many  of  the  estates 
advisable." 

On  the  occasion  when  I  first  spoke  on 
this  matter,  after  I  had  come  to  Office,  I 
referred  to  the  cost  to  the  State  of  this 
deplorable  »Uite  of  things.  For  that  I 
was  attacked  rather  severely,  and  it  was 
said  that  crime  and  disorder  must  be  put 
down  at  whatever  cost.  I  will  not  dwell 
upon  that  argument,  because  it  is  one  not 
entirely  relevant;  but  if  I  can  show 
that  there  are  means  of  putting 
an  end  to  this  source  of  disorder, 
and  if  it  would  save  a  certain  amount  of 
expenditure  which  could  be  applied  to 
Mr^  J,  Morley 


porpoees  for  which  Ireland  stands  in  need, 
I  am  sure  everyone  will  admit  that  the 
means  are  worth  trying.  I  am  now  going 
to  show,  or  try  to  show,  that  if  there  are 
means  of  putting  an  end  to  this  source  of 
disorder  a  certain  amount  of  money  will 
be  well  spent  in  doing  it.  The  late  Go- 
vernment, the  House  will  remember, 
were  so  struck  with  the  desirableness  of 
putting  an  end  to  this  state  of  things  that 
they  brought  in — or  rather  accepted — 
the  well-known  13th  section  of  the  Land 
Act  of  1891.  The  basis  of  that  section 
was  an  agreement  between  the  parties. 
The  tenants  were  not  to  be  reinstated  as 
tenants  and  no  action  was  to  be  taken 
unless  an  agreement  was  arrived  at,  and 
we  cannot  disguise  from  ourselves  that 
the  policy  of  the  Government  in  accept- 
ing Section  13  was  to  restore  the  evicted 
tenant  to  the  right  which  he  had  legally 
forfeited  and  lost.  Therefore,  I  hope 
that  from  no  quarter  of  the  House  shall 
we  hear,  when  this  Bill  is  fully  discussed, 
anything  of  the  fraudulent  debtor  argu- 
ment. Whether  these  men  were  held  to 
be  fraudulent  debtors  or  not,  they  were 
good  enough  to  receive  under  the  13th 
section  large  advances  from  the  Imperial 
Exchequer.  But  the  13th  section  of  the 
Act  of  1891  was  undoubtedly  a  failure. 
Under  that  section  there  were  189  appli- 
cations, embracing  only  19  estates.  Of 
these,  sales  were,  up  to  March  31,  com- 
pleted in  138  cases  on  12  estates,  and 
there  are  42  cases  at  this  moment  out- 
standing, while  nine  applications  have 
been  refused.  One  reason,  no  doubt,  of 
the  failure  of  Section  13  was  that  it  was 
limited  to  a  period  of  six  months,  and  in 
that  time  the  parties  could  not  come  to 
the  agreement  which  the  provision  re- 
quired. When  Section  13  expired 
it  was  found  that  it  had  not 
the  operation  which  its  promoters 
desired  and  expected.  Before  I 
go  into  the  proposals  of  the  Bill 
I  should  like  to  make  one  preliminary 
observation.  When  considering  the  pro- 
posals we  make  it  is  essential — it  is  vital 
— that  Members  of  this  House  should 
divest  themselves  of  the  idea  that  the 
relations.between  landlords  and  tenants  are 
the  same  in  Ireland  as  in  England.  The 
relations  of  landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland 
by  your  own  legislation  are  something 
now  radically  different  from  the  relations 
between  landlords  and  tenants  in  England, 
and  therefore  I  do  ask  the  House,  in  this 
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ciwe  at  all  eveots,  to  try  to  put  them-  f  Eoglish  Codes.  Now»  I  shall  describe  to 
solves  into  the  positron  of  Irishmen  and  '  tlie  House  as  brieflj  as  I  can  the  state  of 
try  to  enter  into  the  feelin^H  with  which     thin^^g  in  Ireland   which  jnntiJifls  the  pro- 


evieteil  tenants   regard   eviction   and    in 
view  our  proposal  Is  in  that  light.     Before 


poaals    that    we    make,       J    have  shown 
what  steps  the  late  Government  took   in 


c 


the  Mathew  Commissioa  the  CathoHe  I  order  to  doal  with  the  miJ^chief,  and  I 
Archbishop  of  Dublin  used  .some  ex pres-  have  also  reminded  the  Honne  of  the 
sioDS  gennane  to  this  matter*  He  said —  position  which  the  Irish  landlord  now 
'♦I  think  it  unfnrttmatc  that  we  have  to  me  i  l^tilds  and  which  the  tenant  now  holds, 
the  expression  *  landlord  and  tenant.'  If  we  1  will  proceed  to  describe  what  our  pro- 
used  iasteaLl  ao  me  stitih  fihrase  as  laodlord  part  '  '  ... 

owner  and  tenant  part  owner  it  would  con- 
tribute to  clearDCs-s  on  the  subject." 

[/I  laughJ]  The  noblo  Lord  laughs.  I 
shall  give  bim  some  material  which  may 
lead  him  to  reconsider  bis  mirth.  We 
know  very  well  that  the  relation  between 
landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland  is,  in- 
deed, what  the  Archbi?^hop  says — ^it  is 
nothing  else  than  a  relation  of  partner- 
ship. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (Paddingtou, 
S.)  was  understood  to  say  that  hi^  inter- 
rtiptiou  had  reference  to  the  tenant  hav- 
ing a  certain  share  in  the  freehohL 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Well,  thea,  the 
Doble  Lord  agrees  with  the  Archbishop, 
and  thus  we  have  emplmsised  the  partner- 
ship or  dual  ownership.  Let  (ho  lionise 
recollect  what  it  is  that  Parliatnent  has 
said  on  three  tlitlerent  oecasiouH  to  the 
Irish  landlord.  By  the  Act  of  1870 
Parliament  said  lo  the  Irish  landlord,  ^*  If 
you  want  to  turn  the  tenant  out  yon 
«hall  pay  him  compeasation  for  disturb* 
log  bim  " — not  merely  for  improvements. 
lu  1881  Parliaraont  went  further,  and  it 
said  to  the  landlord,  *'  You  shall  not  oeiIv 
not  turu  him  out  without  compensation^ 
but  you  shall  not  exact  from  him  a  higher 
rent  than  a  Land  Court  shall  decicJe  is  a 
fair  and  proper  rent."  I  may  be  told 
that  these  wqtq  meastrres  passed  by  a 
Liberal  Government  fhat  lacked  interest 
in  property,  but  Parliament  went  still 
further  in  1887,  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  brontrht  in  a  Bill  which 
id    to    the    lamllord — *'You    shall    not 

nly  DOt  turn  the  tenant  out  without 
€orapensation,  you  shall  not  only  not 
«xact  from  him  more  than  what  the 
Court  thinks  to  he  a  fair  rent,  but  you 
shall  for  a  certain  number  of  years 
'eceive  a  lower  rent  than  that  whicli  the 

ourt  bad  three  or  four  years  ago  decided 
Waa  fair."  Therefore,  if  we  <"xamine 
^bis  subject  fairly  and  reasonably,  we 
must  ailmit  this  is  a  fundamentul  di- 
verge nee    between    the   Irish    and    the 


posals  are,  Tbcy  are  rather  intricate, 
I  and  trentlemen  will  do  well  to  reserve 
I  anything  like  full  or  definite  criticism  of 
I  our  proposals  until  they  have  seen  flie 
Bill  in  print,  which  I  think  [  may  say 
,  will  be  in  24  hours  from  now.  The 
I  foundation  of  our  proposal  is  the  institu- 
■  tion  of  a  Board  of  three  iirbitrntors, 
;  whose  oHicc  is  to  last  for  three  years. 
The  proposal  that  arbitrators  are  to  enter 
into  this  question  may  at  lirst  startle  htm» 
(jentlemen,  but  you  recollect  that  you 
employed  a  Department  as  arbitrators  to 
settle  a  question  far  more  important  and 
of  wider  range  than  this — -namely,  the 
fixing  of  agrictdtural  rents  in  Ireland. 
Therefore,  the  idea  of  applying  jirbi tril- 
lion to  the  ngrarijin  prohleui  is  not  new, 
1  have  said  that  one  reason  why  the  Litb 
section  failed  was  that  tiaie  enough  was 
not  given  for  the  making  of  agreements; 
but  there  was  another  reason,  and  that 
was  the  tenant  was  shy  of  approaching 
the  laudlonl  and  the  landlord  was  slow 
— was  uiivvilliug — to  appron,^b  the  tenant, 
because  each  of  them  feared  that  any  over- 
ture would  be  interpreted  as  a  sign  of 
weakness.  It  is  bocanse  we  believe  this, 
and  because  of  ibe  reluctance  of  fbe  two 
piirties  t^  approach  each  other,  that  we 
propose  to  set  up  this  Board  or  Court 
of  Arbitration.  In  our  opinion,  sett  It - 
ments  are  tun  eh  more  likely  to  bo  arrivetl 
at  if  the  procedure  is  changed  and  a 
tribunal  set  uji  than  if  we  left  the 
parties  to  approach  each  other.  We 
think  it  will  greatly  facihtJite  a 
settlement  that  there  shall  l>e  a  neufral 
Iiody  to  resort  to  to  etuihle  the 
parties  to  come  to  terms.  It  will  he 
said,  **  Why  have  a  separate  tribunal  ? 
Why  not  intrust  these  functions  to  the 
Laad  Commission  ?  "  Well,  we  con- 
sidered that  suggestion  with  the  greatest 
eare.  It  is  one  on  which  we  received  a 
great  deal  of  conflicting  advice  from  com- 
peteat  persons,  and  we  came  to  the  cou- 
clusion,  lirsjt,  that  the  Latid  Commission 
has    quite  enough  to    do,   and,    io    the 
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second  p]a<:e,  that  their  permanent  and 
ordinary  fuDctions  are  of  a  character 
wliidi  makes  it  desiralile  to  excliKle 
them  froai  duties  which  might  subject 
them  to  siis^picioii  and  eliarges.  We  tle- 
gire  to  attract  rather  than  to  force  the 
landlord  and  tenant,  and  wo  think  we 
have  taken  one  of  ilie  best  ways  to  bring 
abont  a  j?ettlemeiit  betxveen  the  parties. 
We  take  a  separate  Board  to  do  this 
i^pet-'ial  work,  and  we  bLdieve  it  will  do 
that  work  more  rapidly  than  the  Land 
Commission  can  do  it.  We  mn^t  all  see 
that  thei«e  matters  won  Id  bo  entangling 
work  for  (be  Land  Comiiiis»ion.  So 
much  for  the  tribnnuL  1  will  now  de- 
scribe the  proeednre.  We  first  of  a! I  take 
the  case  of  land  which  is  evicted  land 
Btill  in  the  opcnpation  of  the  landlord* 
Onr  Bill  will  affect  tenants  whos^e  hold* 
iugs  have  been  determined  since  1H79* 
Within  one  year  from  the  parsing  of  the 
Act  the  evk"te<l  tenaat  imiy  petition  the 
arbitrators  to  be  reinstated  as  tenant  of 
his  holding,  and  the  arbitrators  are  to 
consider  whether  there  isELprimaJaeie 
case  for  reinstatement.  I  shall  he  told, 
no  donbt,  that  this  is  a  very  loose  ex  pre? - 
fsion.  What  is  a  prima  facie  case  ?  Bnt  the 
words  by  which  I  propose  to  gnard  the  ex- 
press i ou  **  p ri ma  J h e ie  c as e  f o r  rei I) » t  a te* 
meiit "  are — 

"Owing  to  the  circuinslfiuces  of  tlie  district 
anil  thrj  circ'UTustmjfHis  ua<ler  wliich  the  eviction 
tflok  place,  or  some  other  cause  which  inav  ap- 
pear to  them  to  be  sufficient/' 

The  first  thing  that  liaB  thoii  to  be  done 
IB  a  Petition  from  the  tenant  praying  for 
rein  statement,  and  the  second  h  the  for- 
mation of  the  view  in  the  nund  of  the 
arbitrators  that  the  tenant  baa  made  out 
a  prima  Jhcic  oase.  On  these  groaiidH 
the  arbitrators  will  make  a  condirionul 
Order  for  reinstatement,  and  serve  a 
notice  both  of  the  Petition  and  the  con- 
ditional Order  upon  the  landlord.  If  tbe 
landlord  does  not  object  of  course  the 
transaction  will  goon,  and  tjjo conditional 
Order  will  become  abssolute,  tbe  evicted 
tenant  being  reinstated  in  his  holding 
p«nbject  to  eonditions  to  be  presently 
stated.  But  BUppose  the  landlord  does 
object  to  the  Order,  then  the  arbitrators 
are  to  hear  the  parties.  In  doing  this  we 
borrow  a  section  from  tlie  Land  Act  of 
I89U  and  we  &ay  that  the  arbitrators 
ftre  to  form  an  opiniotj  on  the  f]tie8tion 
whether  the  conduct  of  either  the  land- 
lord or  the  tenant  has  been  nnreasooahlc, 
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or  that  the  one  has  unreasonably  refused 
any  proposal  made  by  the  other.  Then 
if  that  be  the  ease,  tiie  arbitmtors  can 
dismiss  the  Petition  on  the  one  hand,  or 
on  tbe  other  they  may  make  the  Order 
absolute,  siibjet^t  to  snch  condition  as  ibey 
may  consider  to  be  consistent  with 
justice.  I  admit  that  the  language  we  have 
imported  is  not  exactly  on  all-fours  with 
the  section  of  the  Land  Act,  and  is  ap- 
]died  under  somewhat  different  circum- 
stances, but  the  language  we  do  use  is 
employed  to  describe  eert^iiu  equities 
similar  to  those  that  were  ileal t  \vith 
under  the  Act  of  189L  Well,  then,  sup- 
posing ibe  Order  is  nnule  that  the 
tenant  is  to  he  reinstated,  he  nuist  g^o 
back  provisionally  on  the  old  rent.  He 
tnust  go  hack  on  some  rent,  and  no  other 
than  the  old  rent  is  availalde.  But  tbia 
rout  is  nitinialely  to  be  transformed  in  ID 
a  fair  rent  after  an  investigation  either 
by  the  arbitrators  or  the  Land  Com m is- 
sion.  If  the  landlord  and  tenant  agree^ 
then  the  arbitrators  may  ^^i  the  rent 
exactly  as  tiie  Land  Commission  might 
do  it.  If,  on  the  other  lutiid,  they  do  not 
agree,  the  tenant  will,  of  conrso,  bo  the 
iwssessor  of  a  tenancy,  and  he  would 
have  a  right,  as  any  other  tenant  has?,  to 
to  go  before  the  Laud  Commit^stou  and 
have  a  fair  rent  fixed. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  Will  this 
affect  vacant  latid  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  We  are  now  deal- 
ing entirely  with  land  which  is  in  occu- 
pation of  the  land  bird. 

Colonel  WARING  asked  whether 
land  which  was  being  cultivated  by  the 
landlord  was  to  l>e  deemed  vacant  laud  or 
derelict  ? 

Mr,  tL  MORLEY:  It  is  difficult 
cnongb  to  deal  with  the  subject  without 
goitig  into  these  details.  All  I  can  say 
is  that  I  have  conlineil  this  explanation 
to  a  holding  which  is  in  possession  of  the 
laudlurd.  Now  I  come  tu  a  financial 
provision  which  will,  no  doubt,  be  of 
great  interest  to  the  House,  If  the  arbi- 
trators think  tit  they  may  direct  pay  men  t* 
to  the  landlord  for  arrears  and  costs  not 
exceeding  two  years  of  tlie  old  rent.  The 
House  will  remember  that  the  Cow  per 
Commission  recommended  that  uo  rent 
should  be  recoverable  beyond  two  yeurs^ 
and  I  think  a  most  wholesome  reformatiou 
would  take  place  in  Irish  bind  practice  if 
that  could  be  made  law.  The  arbitrators 
may  make  to  the  landlord  a  free  grant  of 
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ooe*h&lf  of  that  sum  out  of  moueys  to 

be  pUcetl  at  their  disposal  by  Parliauieut. 
The  otber  half  is  to  be  seciiretl  or  paid 
bj  the  teaaut»  I  may  poiDt  out  that  there 
i«  ft  precetlent,  and  a  raoiJt  remarkable 
precedent,  for  that  iw  the  Arrears  Act 
of  IH82,  where,  iti  the  L-ase  of  the  iusol- 
vency  of  the  teuaot,  tlie  State  advauctsd 
one  year^fl  reut,  and  the  conditifiii 
precedeot  was  that  the  teuaut  should 
htmself  have  iu  baud  a  year's  reiit  of 
bis  owu.  Therefore  the  notion  that 
every  evicted  tenant,  or  in  tint  of  them, 
are  absohtteiy  in  solvent,  and  unable  to 
find  any  portion  of  money  for  the  land- 
lord to  diincbarge  arrears  and  costs,  is  not 
entirely  conformable  to  the  facts,  I  will 
gay  farther  that  Parliament  would  have 
A  right  to  expect  the  friends  of  the 
teoaDts,  wherever  they  may  be,  to  help 
them  to  provide  this  sum.  If  tJie  State 
oomes  forward  to  pay  half  the  snm,  it  U 
not  unreasonable  to  expect  that  the  other 
half  will  be  forthcoming  from  the  tenant. 
Then  we  had  to  consider  in  this  con- 
nection whether  these  advance.s  of  one- 
half  for  arrears  and  costs  .nhould  l»e  made 
by  w^ay  of  loan  or  free  fdrrant,  and  we 
came  to  the  coneiusion,  with  a  view  to 
bnogiDg  about  a  real  settlement,  to  make 
it  a  free  grant  and  not  a  loan.  I  Bbould 
like  to  say  in  reference  to  that  course 
that  gentlemen  who  apeak  lightly  of  it 
can  hardly  have  looked  into  the  Blue 
Books  with  the  records  of  evidence  taken 
before  it,  because  it  is  impossible  to 
found  a  sound  and  full  and  comprehen- 
sive and  exhaustive  judgment  unless  you 
have  dippeil  very  deeply  indeed  into  that 
Toiume.  The  landlord  ts  not  to  be  left 
without  any  option.  We  propose  that  if 
he  like;*  be  may  retjuire  the  petitioner  to 
purcbane  instead  of  taking-  him  back  as  a 
tenant*  He  may  insist  on  the  transaction 
of  purchase.  The  arbitrators  in  that  case 
are  to  fix  the  price,  and  if  the  petitioner 
refuses  to  purchase  at  that  price  ln^  for- 
feits his  claim  for  re-instatemerif.  If  the 
order  as  to  price  is  made  absolnte,  the 
arbitrator  would  then  proceed  to  iix  the 
tenant  in  the  holding  and  transfer 
Gnaratiteed  Land  Stock  equal  iu  nominal 
amount  to  the  price  to  the  landlord,  just 
as  the  Land  Commission  would  do  in  a 
similar  transaction.  We  propose  one 
difference,  which  is  not  niiimport^mt, 
Tlio  House  is  aware  that,  as  the  law  now 
stiiiids,  in  the^o  transao  tions  of  purchase 
one-fifth    of   the   purchase-money   is  re- 


tained in  the  hands  of  the  Land  Commis- 
sion for  something  like  18  years*  We 
propose  not  to  retain  in  these  cases  the 
landlord's  one-fifth.  It  may  interest  the 
House  to  know  what  is  the  operation  of 
the  Land  Fnrchiise  Act  in  this  respect. 
It  appears  that  from  1885  down  to 
MKrch  31  last  the  total  amount  which 
the  Land  Commission  applied  out  of 
guarantee  deposits  to  meet  the  default  of 
purchasers  was  £2,406  18s.  6d.,  on  pur- 
chases representing  about  £  1 0,000,(X)t) 
sterling,  and  that  no  gijarantcc  deposit 
has  been  so  applieil  in  the  case  of  any 
advance  made  under  tin?  Land  Purchase 
Actof  1H91.  This  shows  that  in  fore- 
going this  deposit  of  the  landlord's  fifth 
we  are  not  asking  the  State  to  encoimter 
any  serious  risk.  If  the  default  on 
£10,000,000  be  oidy  a  little  over  £2,400, 
then  at  the  same  ratio  for,  say,  £500,000 
under  this  Bill  the  possible  risk  would 
be  less  than  £125.  We  give  no  power 
of  compulsory  purchase,  and  unless  thej 
landlord  actually  requests  that  the  tran- 
saction shall  be  settled  by  the  sale  of  the 
land  by  way  of  reinstatement  there  is  no 
sale  at  alb  The  tenant  has  no  option 
between  restoration  and  purchase,  and 
has  no  right  to  insist  on  purchase.  In 
fact,  when  the  tenant  is  put  back  on  the 
land  he  has  no  rights  in  relation  to  it 
beyond  what  the  tenant  has  at  the  present 
moment.  So  much  for  the  provisions  as 
to  the  land  in  the  occupation  of  the  land- 
lord \  but  I  n>ay  add  that  we  propose,  in 
cases  where  the  arbitrator  thinks  it  de- 
sirable, he  may  be  empowered  to  advance 
to  the  reinstated  tenant  whose  house  has 
been  destroyed  or  dilapidated  a  small 
sum,  not  to  exceed  £o0,  for  putting  up  a 
bouse  or  place  in  which  the  tenant  can 
live.  I  will  now  turn  Xo  the  more  difficult 
cjuestion  as  to  land  in  the  occupation  of 
a  new  tenant  with  a  substantial  interest 
in  the  holding.  According  to  the  evidence 
given  before  the  Mathew  Commission, 
the  number  of  these  tenants  is  not  very 
large  ;  but  whether  it  is  large  or  small > 
the  principle  we  propose  to  apply  will 
be  the  same.  The  proceeding  in  cases 
where  the  land  has  been  let  to  new 
tenants  will  be  this  :  the  evicted  tenant 
is  to  petition  as  before  ;  a  notice  is  to  be 
served  on  the  new  tenant  of  tbis  petition^ 
and  upon  that  the  new  tenant  may  object, 
and  if  he  objects  we  say  that  that  must 
be  treated  as  an  absolute  block  on  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  arbitrators  which  could 
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not  be  revived  as  long  as  the  objection 
remains  on  the  file.  I  think  it  ^rill  be 
felt  that  in  that  provision,  though  it  may 
lead  to  some  difficult)',  we  have  consulted 
what  will  be  the  feeling  of  the  majority 
of  the  House  of  Commons  and  of  Par- 
liament, and  what  Avill  be  deemed  most 
•equitable  under  all  the  circumstances 
of  the  case.  But  let  us  suppose  the 
new  tenant  does  not  object.  Then,  of 
course,  the  arbitrator  will  treat  the  land 
as  if  it  were  in  the  possession  or  occupa- 
tion of  the  landlord,  but  on  certain  con- 
ditions attaching  to  the  land.  The 
arbitrator  is  to  determine  the  compensa- 
tion which  is  to  be  paid  to  the  new  sitting 
tenant  for  his  disappearance,  and  if  he 
thinks  fit  he  may  advance  one-half  of  the 
48um  so  proposed  to  be  paid  to  the  new 
tenant,  leaving  the  other  half  to  be  paid 
by  the  tenant  who  desires  to  come  in. 

Mu.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  How  far 
does  the  Bill  go  back  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  will  include 
all  cases  between  1879  and  the  date  of 
the  passing  of  the  measure — all  cases 
where  the  arbitrators  think  there  is  a 
prima  facie  case  for  reinstatement,  from 
1887  downwards.  As  to  the  question  of 
funds,  we  propose  that  £100,000  shall 
be  charged  on  the  Irish  Church  Tempo- 
ralities Fund  [Cries  of  "  Oh  !  "]  Well, 
it  is  an  Irish  fund.  This  fund  has 
nothing  to  do  with  purchase  transactions 
which  have  been  made  in  the  ordinary 
•way.  It  will  be  placed  at  the  disposal 
of  the  arbitrators  for  the  purposes  of  this 
Bill.  Of  course  the  official  staff,  which 
will  be  a  small  one,  or,  at  any  rate,  will 
not  be  considerable,  will  be  paid  out  of 
moneys  voted  by  Parliament.  That  and 
the  salaries  of  the  arbitrators  constitute 
the  only  charge  which  will  fall  on  the 
British  taxpayer  as  far  as  the  provisions 
of  this  Bill  go.  This  sum  of  £100,000 
will  have  to  meet  the  half  arrears  to  the 
landlord,  the  half  compensation  to  the 
tenant,  and  a  sum  not  exceeding  £50  in 
the  case  of  holdings  where  there  is  no 
house  for  the  tenant  to  live  in.  I  will 
now  give  some  figures  showing  the 
number  of  holdings  on  the  17  estates 
•especially  inquired  into  by  the  Evicted 
Tenants'  Commission  which  might  come 
before  the  arbitrators.  The  total  number 
of  evicted  holdings — the  expression  is 
not  grammatical,  but  it  is  useful — on 
these  estates  was  1,350.  The  tenants 
were  reinstated  in  414  cases,  and  new 
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tenants,  commonly  called  '*  planters/' 
settled  with  the  old  tenants  in  15  cases, 
making  together  429.  Nine  hundred 
and  twenty-one  cases  therefore  remalD 
to  be  dealt  with.  Of  these  holdings 
there  are  in  the  hands  of  planters  as 
tenants  215,  and  in  the  hands  of  planters 
as  purchasers  20,  in  all  235  holdings. 

Mr.  sexton  :  The  number  of  new 
tenants  was  only  102. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  That  is  so ;  235 
holdings  are  in  the  hands  of  102  planters. 
Then  there  are  in  the  hands  of  land- 
lords, laud  corporations,  and  similar 
bodies  482  holdings,  and  there  also  lying 
derelict  204.  The  rental  of  the  entire 
1,350  holdings  is  £21,230,  and  on  the 
921  holdings  will  be  about  £14,500. 
So  much  for  the  17  estates  which, 
after  all,  are  the  principal  seats  of  the 
mischief  with  which  we  have  to  deal. 
But,  besides  all  this,  applications  come 
from  the  enormous  body  of  2,755  evicted 
tenants  who  desired  to  be  heard  before 
the  Mathew  Commission.  The  rental  of 
those  tenants  was,  roughly  speaking, 
£100,000,  and  the  amount  of  arrears  said 
to  1)0  due  was  £221,000,  or  rather  more. 
If  I  were  asked  what  proportion  of  this 
large  number  of  evicted  tenants  is  likely 
to  be  comprehended  within  the  scope 
and  operation  of  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House,  I  am  obliged  ito  say  it  is  almost 
impossible  for  me  to  offer  any  sound  or 
reliable  data.  One  cannot  tell  how  many 
of  these  2,755  cases  were  cases  such  as 
it  is  proposed  to  deal  with  under  this 
Bill.  All  I  can  say  is  that  for  the 
921  cases  on  the  17  estates  already 
referred  to  as  being  the  main  centre  of 
the  mischief,  assuming  that  in  every  case 
the  landlord  received  from  the  arbitrators 
one  yearns  rent,  and  about  the  same  sum 
went  for  building  grants,  and  a  similar  sum 
went  for  compensation  in  the  case  of  the 
new  tenants,  it  is  probable  that  something 
like  from  £30,000  to  £35,000  would 
meet  all  the  demands.  But  it  is  im- 
possible to  say  now  with  anything  like 
accuracy  what  is  the  precise  number  of 
cases  that  will  have  to  be  dealt  with 
under  the  Bill.  That  is  a  matter  which 
the  arbitrators  will  have  to  decide.  If 
the  arbitrators  are  fully  seized  with  the 
policy  of  the  Bill,  no  doubt  they  will 
come  to  a  right  conclusion  in  all  cases 
that  come  before  them. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  What  about 
the  new  tenants  who  purchase  ? 
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Mr-  J.  MORLEY  :  In  the  case  o!  the 
new  tenivuts;  who  pnrcha.He  notices  will 
he  .served,  and  if  tliey  purchase  there  is 
nn  end  of  the  matter.  The  hoii.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone  {Mr.  T.  W. 
Hns9ell)«  in  the  article  he  hais  puhikhed, 
sajft — 

**  It  U  a  berioiui  things  to  have  hundreds  anit 
thoii^ancis  of  men  or  women  in  the  ponitioa  of 
thej»e  |i*Mir  people.  What43ver  can  >)e  done  safely 
and  hoiioumbly  to  relieve  the  strain  mif;httH>  Ik: 
done.'* 

Well,  Sir,  that  is  the  ohject  of  the  pre- 
sent pn:)[x>sal,  and  if  this  <Toveriirneiit  did 
not  attempt  the  tJisk  they  are  now  ntider- 
takin^i^  the  proMem  that  has  to  be  solved 
would  still  more  urgently  confront  their 
suece^i^or^.  It  haw  l>een  suggested  hy 
the  hou.  Member  that  a  re-euaclmt?!it  of 
lbel3tli  section  of  the  Land  Purebase 
Act  of  1891  with  such  AmendmeiHsi  as 
have  lieen  suggested  hy  experience  woidtl 
meet  all  tfie  necessities  of  the  uas^e.  I 
am  somewhat  amazed  to  Hnd  ho*».  Gen- 
tlemen UBing  language  of  that  kind,  be- 
cause that  section  does  not  work  at  all, 
and  ^ve  have  had  no  experience  of  hoiv 
it  would  work.  We  liave  had  no  ex- 
perieuee  of  what  AmemhnentH  ought  to 
be  made  in  it.  1  have  thought  for  a  good 
many  months  over  this  iliHicult  and  trying 
question,  and  I  am  persuaded  that  an 
attempt  to  solve  it  on  the  line-*  of  iSection 
13  aloue,  without  Nome  such  provisioirs 
as  tho.'^e  introduced  to-night,  won  hi  he 
worse  than  futih\  All  I  can  say  is,  that 
this  proposal  is  hronght  forward  in  no 
spirit  of  partisan:^ hip,  and  w^ith  no  desire 
to  give  to  either  Party  in  this  deep  and 
tierce  agrarian  dispute  in  Ireland  a 
triumph  over  the  other.  It  is  designed 
to  heal  a  deep  wound  in  the  social  condi- 
tion of  Ireland,  and  in  the  i*pint  of  heal- 
ing I  commend  it  to  the  fair  consideration 
of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

•*  Tlmt  leave  be  giveu  to  bring  in  a  Bill  ti> 

factlitntc  nnd  make  provision  for  the  restomtiun 

of  E  virtt.'^l  Tenants  to  their  rioldinga  in  Ireland." 

—(Mr  J.  Morletf.) 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  The  closing  words  of  the  right  ho n. 
Gentleman  were  not,  like  some  peroni- 
tions  that  1  have  bcartl  in  this  House,  in 
antagotiLsm  to  the  general  teiionr  of  his 
speech,  for  from  the  beginning  to  end  uf 
that  speech  wo  all,  I  think,  recognised 
that  be  felt  the  gravity  and  difficulty  of 
the  problem  with   which  he   had  to  deal, 
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and  Tvas  profontidly  ahve  to  the  great 
advantages  that  would  aecnie  both  to  the 
prospects  of  the  Bill  in  general  and  the 
dignity  of  our  discussions  upon  the  sub- 
ject if,  at  all  events  at  this  early  i^tage  of 
our  proceedings,  irritating  topics  were 
avoided.  The  right  lion.  Gentleman  has 
^et  me  an  example  in  that  matter  that  I 
dhall  he  very  careful  to  follow.  I  ^baU 
not,  therefore,  »ay  one  single  word  with 
regard  to  a  subject  on  which  we  bad  very 
hot  disputes  about  a  year  ago.  1  will 
not  even  ujcntion  the  Mathew  Commis- 
sion, and  otter  no  criticism  either  upon 
the  very  distinguished  Judge  who  was  at 
the  head  of  it  or  anybody  else  who  was 
connected  with  its  proeeedings.  Indeed, 
the  Mathew^  Commission,  excepting  in  so 
far  as  the  evidence  collected  by  it  may 
have  been  avnileil  of^  appears  not  to  lutve 
had  very  much  weight  vvitli  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  framing  his  RilL  I  rather 
think  his  scheme  is  entirely  of  his  own 
devising,  one  to  wliich  the  Commission 
he  appointed  has,  I  think,  had  nothing  to 
say.  The  right  hon,  (rentleman  began, 
as  was  only  natural,  by  discuj^sing  the 
methods  in  wliich  the  late  G<iverntnent 
attempted  to  deal  with  the  admitted  diffi- 
culty arising  <int  of  the  fact  that  the 
large  number  of  evicted  farms  existing  in 
Ireland  to  which  the  tenants*  are  anxious 
to  get  hack  undoubtedly  constitute,  until 
they  get  hack,  a  source  of  public  diffi- 
culty and  danger.  The  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman's chief  object  ion  to  that  plan  was 
that,  whatever  merit?*  Clause  13  of  the 
Land  Purcljase  Act  of  1891  might  have 
possessed,  it  bad  this  one  overwhelming 
demerit,  that  hardly  any  tenants  and 
hardly  any  landlords  availed  themselves 
of  it,  and  he  said  that  under  these  cireum- 
stances  the  Government  were  forced  to 
construct  a  new  plan  w^hich  would  more 
etlectively  carry  out  the  objects  the  old 
]dan  was  unalde  to  arcomplish.  Why 
has  Section  13  failed  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  because  only  six  months 
were  allowed  for  landlord  and  tenant  to 
settle,  and  it  is  possible  that  six  months 
was  rather  too  short  a  periml  ;  but  I 
thiitk  we  must  admit  that  if  a  serious 
effort  hail  hcen  matle  by  those  who  claim, 
especially  in  this  House  and  in  Ireland, 
to  he  the  tenants'  friends  and  by  the 
Organisation  they  so  ably  control  to 
make  that  clause  a  success,  an  enormous 
number  of  settlen^ents  would  have  been 
come  to.  I  hope  I  am  not  doing  an 
i  2  p 
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aibiy  they  thought  that  ti  too  rapid  i*ettle 
ment  of  this  question  might  have  been 
embarrftssiug  to  ulterior  ohjects.  Whether 
I  am  right  or  wrong  in  that — ^aiid  I  do  not 
wiah  to  impute  motives,  i\t  all  events 
on  the  First  Readiug  of  this  Bill,  or 
aay  anything  in  the  nature  of  embittering 
controversy^ — I  think  it  will  be  admitted 
that  if  the  whole  strength  of  the  Irisli 
Nationalist  Organisation  had  been  thrown 
into  making  that  isection  a  suceesB^  un- 
doubted ly  the  problem  which  now 
faces  the  right  hon.  (Tentlemau  would 
long  ago  have  been  solved.  Before 
I  come  to  the  details  of  the  pro- 
posal, I  must  say  one  word  with  regard 
to  his  statement  touching  the  peculiaritie;^ 
of  Irish  land  tenure.  He  said  that  you 
ranst  not  come  to  the  cousidoratiou  of  a 
question  like  this  with  your  minds  filled 
with  presuppositions  derived  fioni  yonr 
knowledge  of  Euglish  and  Scotch  tenure  ; 
that  we  must  not  talk  of  land  lord  and 
tenant  in  Ireland  as  we  talk  of  landlord 
and  teuant  in  Euglaud  and  Scotland,  for 
by  the  Act  of  18H1,  J*arliameut  had  put 
the  Irish  teuant  into  a  position  iu  which 
he  had  ceased  really  to  be  a  tenant  and 
had  become  a  co -partner  with  the  laud- 
lord  in  the  soil,  and,  therefore,  said  the 
right  hon»  Oentlemau,  "you  really  must 
look  at  him  as  an  owner  who  has  beey, 
nnrighteously  or  hardly  to  himself, 
deprived  of  something  in  the  nature  of 
freehold  property.*'  I  athnit  that  the 
tenant  has  been  gran  led  liy  the  Legis- 
lature a  sort  of  property,  not  in  the  soil, 
but  ia  his  improvemeuts  on  the  soil, 
which  does  not  obtain  in  any  other  part 
of  the  Kingdom,  except,  perhaps,  io  the 
crofter  districts  of  Scotland,  I  do  not 
object  to  the  House  keeping  this  pecidi- 
arity  of  Irish  laod  tenure  in  mind,  but 
let  them  recollect  other  privileges  which 
the  Legislature  has  conferred  on  those 
tenants,  and  which  they  deliberately 
refused  to  exercise  when,  in  obedience  to 
the  Flan  of  Campaign,  or  for  other 
reasons,  they  refused  to  pay  rent.  The 
State,  in  giving  the  Irish  tenant  property 
ill  bis  improvements  on  the  soil,  gave 
him  no  gift  the  full  payment  of  which 
he  was  unable  to  enforce.  On  the  con- 
trary, the  State  said — 

**  We  give  you  proparty  in  the  improvement* 
on  your  farm,  and  you  must  my  the  rent  of 
that  farm.    If  you  do  not  [my  tne  rent,  you  go 
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give  you  the  right  to  appeal  to  the  Court  and 
say  tlmt  full  cfimpeusation  shall  be  given  you 
for  those  improvements/* 
In  addition  the  State  said — 

*■  Evety  ten  a  lit  put  out  of  his  holding  for  non- 
piiymeut  vtf  real  haa  not  only  a  rijfht  to  the  full 
vuioe  of  his  imprttveraeiitF,  but  also,  if  his  rent 
is  under  €iri  a  year,  will  have  in  addition  to  all 
the  property  we  have  given  him,  compensation 
fi>r  distiirbiiiicf/' 

How  comes  it  that  these  tenants  did  not 
go  to  the  Court  and  claim  these  rights  ? 
How  is  it  that  tenants  evicted  for  the 
iiou-paynient  of  rent  have  been  deprived 
of  their  property  in  the  improvements  in 
the  soil  ?  Absolutely  for  no  other  reason 
than  their  own  fault,  or  the  bad  advice 
which  was  given  by  those  who  controlled 
their  actions.  Therefore,  let  the  Houi*e 
recollect  that  wiien  we  are  dealing  with 
these  poor  tenants,  liowever  hard  it  may 
have  been  for  them  to  have  been  turned 
out  of  their  holdings,  ample  provisioa 
was  made  that  when  turned  out  they 
should  not  lose  a  single  sixpence  of  the 
property  that  we  hail  created  in  their 
behalf  and  transferred  to  them.  If  it  is 
lost  to  then>  it  is  l)y  their  own  default 
alone,  I  think  that  is  a  matter  wluch  is 
very  constantly  forgotten  by  English 
critics  of  Irish  Land  Acts  aud  Irish  laud 
tenure.  There  is  no  hardship  whatever 
of  the  kind  suggested  by  the  right  hon, 
Gentlenmn  inflicted  on  these  people, 
nnless  they  themselves  choose  to  refuse 
that  remedy,  which  we  have  in  no  un- 
generouB  spirit  contrived  for  tlieir  pro- 
tection, I  now  come  to  the  proposals  of 
the  right  hon,  Gentlcmun,  Avith  a  view-  to 
eliciting  from  the  Government  ex  plana- 
tioii  on  those  points  which  seem  defective, 
aud  arguments  on  those  points  which 
seem  difficult  to  defend.  My  first 
criticism  is  this,  that  having,  at  greJtt 
cost  to  the  community,  already  set  oo 
foot  a  Laud  Commission,  which  may  deal 
both  with  fair  reuts  and  purchase,  wear© 
now  erecting  side  by  aide  with  that  a  new 
tribunal  of  three  gentlemen  to  deal  not 
only  with  fair  rent  and  purchase,  but 
many  other  difficult  questions.  1  do  not 
say  that  it  would  be  fair  to  the  Land 
Commission  to  throw  this  work  on  them 
— I  feel  that  it  would  lay  them  open  to 
suspicion  of  unfairness  from  one  side  or 
the  other,  and  would  throw  a  burden  of 
responsibility  on  them  that  would  over- 
weight   that   great    Department.       But 
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when  yoii  are  erectitig  a  Board  of  Arbitra- 
tion for  tbreo  yearp,  who  are  to  settle 
side  by  side  witla  the  Lund  CommiaBiou, 
ami  ill  the  same  tlisfrii-ts  and  at  the  same 
time,  what  arc  fair  rents  ami  fair  terms  of 
purchase,  you  ruu  a  riijk  of  collisioLi 
between  your  temporarj^  and  permanent 
authority,  and  there  is  a  great  dangor 
that  you  will  find  these  two  absolutely 
independeot  tribunals  settling  precisely 
the  same  kind  of  cjiiestiona  on  diflferent 
principles  and  in  diflerent  ways.  I  think 
jou  will  find  that  if  this  new  body  fixes 
rents  at  a  lower  level  than  the  Land 
Corumitfalon,  working  in  the  j^atne  place, 
and  at  the  same  period,  or  if  it  pledges 
the  taxpayers*  money  on  different  terms 
to  those  which  the  Land  Commission 
thinks  proper,  you  will  have  an  amount 
of  discontent  aroused  against  the  Land 
Commission  as  threat  as  anything  likely 
to  be  aroused  if  you  made  them  the 
tribunal  for  settling  this  t|  nest  ion.  I 
would  like  to  ask  him  what  precautions 
are  taken — if  it  is  left  to  ius  own  discre- 
tion, or,  if  not,  what  precautions  are  taken 
to  settle  these  throe  gentlettien  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLE  Y  :  That  is  put  in  the 
Bill. 

Mk.  a,  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  thank  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  think  it  is  im- 
portant to  consider  for  one  moment  what 
the  responsibilities  are  which  you  throw 
upon  this  Board,  To  Hx  fair  rents  is 
difficult  enough  ;  to  fix  the  terms  of 
purchase  is  no  easy  matter ;  but  these 
two  great  tasks  sink  absohitely  into  in- 
significance beside  the  difficult  labour 
which  you  throw  upon  tliis  Board  in 
asking  them  to  decide  without,  appa- 
rently, any  direction  or  guide,  or  sign- 
post as  to  which  way  to  go — what  is  or 
b  not  a  prima  facie  case  which  would 
justify  a  landlord  in  getting  rid  of  his 
teoant,  and  under  what  circumstances  it 
would  be  a  great  hardship  to  carry  out 
an  eviction.  Now  just  consider  how  this 
question  would  be  differently  determiiietl 
by  men  of  undoubted  honesty  sitting  in 
ibis  House,  1  have  no  doubt  if  you 
appealed  to  myself — and  I  hope  I  should 
look  at  the  question,  I  will  not  say  with 
impartiality,  but  with  an  honest  desire  to 
be  impartial — and  asked  me  whether  I 
thong  lit  the  fact  that  the  tenants  had 
joined  the  Plan  of  Campaign  in  the  dis- 
turbed districts  was  even  a  prima  facie 
reuson  to  form  a  case  in  favour  of  their 
beiog  restored  to   thetr  farms,  I  should 


certainly  say  precisely  the  reverse  ;  for  I 
should  say  that  the  tenant,  who,  through 
difficulties  arising  from  bad  seasons  or 
other  adverse  circumstances,  found  him- 
self in  a  position  which  prevented  him 
from  ptiying  has  rent  and  from  that  cause 
bad  lieon  obliged  to  leave  his  farm,  is  a 
man  f^ir  more  dcserviug  of  a  public  sub- 
vention than  those  gentlemen  who  en- 
gaged in  a  conspiracy  declareil  to  be 
illegal,  and  who  were  not  forced  into  the 
deplorable  position  in  which  tliey  find 
themselves  by  their  inability  to  fmy  rent. 
That  is  the  decisiou  I  should  give. 
But  suppose  you  were  to  apply  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford,  who, 
I  have  no  doubt,  would  give  his 
mind,  with  ecjual  impartiality,  to  the 
same  difficult  problem.  He,  no  doubt, 
would  return  an  entirely  different  verdict 
with  regard  to  what  coustiliued  a  prima 
facie  case.  lie  would  say,  us  between 
the  two  classes  of  tenants — the  unfor- 
tunate, and  the  conspiring  tenant — that 
the  conspiring  tenant  deserved  the  best 
of  h  i s  CO n n i ry .  He  \v on  I d  s u y  thn  t  such 
a  man  sacrificed  his  all  in  a  great  uationa! 
struggle,  he  was  a  man  ready  to  brave 
poverty  and  all  the  loss  incident  to  being 
driven  from  his  ancestral  home,  not  for  a 
selfish  object,  not  because,  through  his 
o^vn  lack  of  good  farming  or  mismanage- 
ment, he  was  unable  to  meet  his 
engagements,  but  because  he  was  a 
pmtriol,  and  being  a  patriot^  of  course, 
was  especially  deserving  well  of  the 
Patriotic  Fund,  or  funds  belonging  to 
Ireland,  which  is  to  be  taxed  to  meet  the 
rcrpiirements  of  this  case.  I  want  to 
know  how  these  persons  whom  you  are 
going  to  appoint  are  going  to  steer 
between  these  two  obstacles  ?  When  you 
set  up  a  Judge  you  give  him  laws  to 
carry  out  and  some  general  principles 
upon  which  to  administer  those  laws  ;  but 
when  you  set  up  yourtribunEdof  three  men 
and  tell  them  merely  that  they  are  to 
decide  cases  according  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  loeality,  and  the  incidents 
attending  evictions,  and  decide  whether 
the  tenant  is  to  be  practically  conipul- 
sorily  put  back  in  his  holding,  then  I 
venture  to  say  that  you  are  imposing  a 
duty  on  those  men  which  they  will  not 
be  able  to  fulfil  without  some  guidance 
from  the  Legislature  of  this  country,  I 
pass  from  this,  which  is,  after  all,  a  vital 
portion  of  the  Bill,  to  the  particular 
method  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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has  adopted  in  dealing  with  the  two 
classes  of  farms — those  which  are  in  the 
occupation  of  the  landlords,  which  I 
understand  to  be  those  which  are  either 
derelict  or  being  cultivated  by  the  land- 
lords or  those  which  are  actually  in  the 
cultivation  of  some  tenant  or  ow  ner  who  has 
been  introduced  since  the  original  eviction. 
On  this  I  wish  to  ask  a  question  about 
the  bonus  which  is  to  be  given,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  out  of  funds  voted  by  Parliameui  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Not  funds  t^ted 
by  Parliament — placed  at  their  disposal 
by  Parliament. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  was 
wrong — placed  at  their  disposal  by  Par- 
liament, half  out  of  the  Church  Fund 
and  half  to  be  secured  by  the  tenant.  I 
venture  to  put  this  question  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  How  is  that  compen- 
sation to  be  given  to  the  landlord  if 
the  tenant  is  insolvent,  or  has  no  security 
for  the  whole  of  the  amount  for  which 
he  becomes  bound  under  the  Bill  ? 
In  fixing  the  amount  to  be  paid  to  the 
landlord  I  should  like  to  ask  whether 
this  Judicial  Commission  to  which  you 
give  Executive  functions  are  or  are  not 
to  take  into  account  the  ability  of  the 
tenant  to  pay  his  half  ?  Evidently  that 
is  a  most  important  matter  from  the  land- 
lords' point  of  view,  and  if  these  three 
Commissioners  are  to  cut  down  the  whole 
amount  to  such  a  point  that  the  tenant 
will  be  able  easily  to  pay  his  half,  it 
would  be  obvious  that  landlords  would 
suffer  a  very  great  injury.  The  landlord 
of  an  insolvent  tenant  would  get  an 
amount  less  than  the  sum  paid  by  a  sol- 
vent tenant  whose  security  is  good.  I 
ventured  to  put  this  question  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  an  earlier  stage,  and 
he  did  not  answer  it.  Perhaps  he  is  not 
able  to  give  an  answer  to  it  until  the  Bill 
is  before  us.  1  hope  he  will  bear  it  in 
mind  when  he  comes  to  speak  again  in 
the  course  of  the  Debate.  I  now  pass  to 
a  more  important  point.  As  I  understand 
the  plan  of  the  Government,  if  these  new 
Commissioners,  who  are  asked  to  decide 
upon  the  circumstances  of  the  country  and 
make  out  a  prima  facie  c&sg  for  restoring 
the  tenant  to  his  holding,  are  of  opinion 
that  such  a  case  is  made  out  they  make 
a  conditional  order  putting  the  tenant 
back  into  his  holding,  and  an  order 
against  which  the  landlord  may  appeal. 
If  the  appeal  is  heard,  and  the  landlord's 
case  breaks  down,  then  I  understand  the 
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tenant  is  put  back  into  his  holding 
whether  the  landlord  likes  it  or  not ;  and 
if  the  landlord  does  not  elect  to  purcliaBe, 
then  a  fair  rent  is  fixed,  not  by  the  Fair 
Rent  Commissioners,  but  by  your  Council 
of  three.     ["No!"] 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  quite  right.  The  rent  is 
fixed  by  the  Council  of  three  if  both  the 
landlord  and  tenant  agree  and  desire  it. 
If  not,  then  the  case  has  to  go  before  the 
Land  Commissioners. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  obliged 
for  the  interruption,  but  it  does  not  alter 
the  argument  I  was  about  to  address  to 
the  House,  and  which  is  this  :  Under 
the  Act  of  1881  a  fair  rent  was  only  to 
be  demanded  by  any  tenant  in  Ireland 
every  15  years.  Once  it  is  fixed  he  has 
to  wait  for  15  years  before  a  further  rent 
can  be  fixed  and  the  value  of  his  holding 
again  revised.  This,  therefore,  may  give 
a  very  great  privilege  over  the  rest  of 
the  tenants  in  Ireland  to  those  par- 
ticular tenants  who  are  put  back  in  their 
holdings,  whereas  the  tenant  who  had  a 
fair  rent  fixed  in  1886  cannot  again  ask 
to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed  until  the  year 
1901.  The  tenant  who  was  evicted  Id 
1886  can  have  his  fair  rent  fixed  in  1894, 
so  that  the  evicted  tenant  gains  upon  his 
brother  tenant. 

Mr.  sexton  :  He  only  begins  the 
term. 

Mu.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Let  me  put 
it  in  this  way  :  He  first  had  a  fair  rent 
fixed  in  1883,  and  he  gets  a  fair  rent 
re-fixed  at  a  much  earlier  period  than  he 
would  hav'e  had  if  he  had  been  aa 
ordinary  tenant  acting  under  the  Act  of 
1881.  But  there  is  a  much  more  im- 
portant duty,  it  strikes  me,  in  connection 
with  this  than  the  diflScultyof  fixing  fair 
rents.  I  want  to  know  upon  what  prin- 
ciple this  fair  rent  is  to  be  fixed  ?  Is  it 
to  be  upon  the  condition  of  the  farm 
after  the  man  has  left  it,  or  when  he 
returns  to  it  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man read  from  the  Mathew  CommissioQ 
a  very  eloquent  description  of  these 
derelict  farms  going  to  waste  and 
practically  returning  to  the  original  bog. 
I  want  to  ask  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  desires  the  rent  to  be  fixed  in 
such  cases  at  something  like  prairie  land 
value  or  upon  the  original  condition  of  the 
farm  when  the  tenant  left  it  by  his  own 
default,  presumably  through  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  or  any  other  cause  ?  I  think  it 
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will  miike  a  great  tlfflTereuce  to  the  laiid- 
lonls,  and  it  appears  to  me  a  verj  diffifuft 
question  of  eqnitj  arisps,  wliicli  wo  s^hall 
liave  to  dit^eiiss  at  some  liiter  sta^e  of 
the  Bill.  •  I  content  myself  with  ^JM^tufy- 
ing  the  nature  f>f  thiif  cltfficultr,  and  I  do 
not  ask  the  ricrht  Jion,  Gentlemiui  at  the 
present  moment  to  discuss  it.  With  re- 
gard to  the  scheme  nf  purchase,  I  will  t^aj 
nothing  tinfil  I  liave  had  time  to  i^otisiider 
the  Hill.  When  I  firnt  heard  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman's  proposal,  it  certainlj 
Jip[>eared  to  me  to  be  giving  privileges  to 
those  tenants  whirh  manv  other  tenants 
in  Irolftliil  would  desire  to  have  and  ean- 
not  have.  I  am  not  at  all  sore  that  the 
point  ij«  not  a  good  one — that  the  option 
should  he  left  to  the  landlord^  and  the 
landlord  alone.  I  have  dealt  with  the 
case  of  derelict  farm^\  I  wonM  now  like 
to  ask  him  bow  will  the  (^ases  of  farms 
be  dealt  with  whieh  have  been  enltivated 
by  the  landlord  since  the  tenant  went  out, 
and  have  not  only  l»een  worked  at  a  pro- 
fit by  liim,  but  have  bpeii  very  greatly 
improv^od  ;  and  farms  whieh  were  in  a 
bad  state  when  the  len.'int  left  and  are  in 
a  goo<l  state  at  the  present  time  ?  On  what 
principles  are  yon  going  to  fix  the  fair 
rent  ?  I  hope  the  directions  will  be 
placed  in  tlie  Bill,  which  will  beeqnitable 
to  the  landlonl,  and  whieh  will  make  it 
obligatory  upon  the  eoimcil  of  three  to  do 
justice  between  the  two  partiet*.  The 
right  hon.  Gentlemao  lias  seen,  in  my 
judgment  very  wisely,  that  it  will  be  ab- 
pobitely  impossilde,  and  this  Ilnnse 
would  never  consent  that  a  person  shonld 
procure  one  eviction  l*y  the  carrying  ont 
of  anotlier  ;  and  it  would  be  an  intoler- 
able injtistiee  to  come  down  iipfin  a  tenant 
who  has  been  fulfilling  his  oldigations 
and  to  say,  **  You  must  go  away  ;  we 
have  had  enough  of  yon  ;  we  must  put 
someone  in  yonr  |daee,"  thif*  man  being 
an  individual  who  from  want  of  will  or 
from  want  of  power  has  fai(ed  to  pay  his 
rent  on  a  previous  occasion.  Though 
the  right  lion.  Gentleman  has  avoided 
the  difficulty,  I  think  the  position  of 
those  tenanti?  who  have  eome  in  will  be 
extremely  dilKcutt.  You  will  hold  them 
up  to  the  public  opinion  of  the  dis- 
trict in  which  they  are  as  men  who  might 
go  under  favourable  terms  from  their 
lioldrngs,  but  who  insiat  on  doing  an  in- 
jilgtico  to  tho  original  tenant  by  hanging 
on.  Probably  to  the  majority  of  this 
House  snch  a  tenant,  in  electing  to  remain 
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in  his  holding,  is  one  to  be  commemleiit 
r>ne  of  whom  no  one  hain  a  right  to 
romplain  ;  hut  that  will  not  bo  the 
opinion  of  the  man's  neighbours,  who  will 
use  all  the  legitimate  and  illegitimate 
means  at  their  disposal  by  which  pressure, 
gentle  or  otherwise,  can  be  applied  to 
itiduce  him  to  leave  the  hohling,  I  must 
say  that  it  would  be  impossible  for  any 
lion.  Member  tosay  that  this  is  an  illusory 
danger  when  we  reeofleet  that  there  are 
Members  of  the  Party  below  the  Gang- 
way who  have  actively  recommeinled 
boycotting  for  the  very  purpose  of  pre* 
venting  persons  from  taking  evicted  farms, 
I  do  not  know  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man can  in  this  Hill  remedy  this  particular 
danger,  and  I  have  no  suggestion  at  the 
moment  to  offer  ;  but  I  hope  he  will  feel 
that  so  long  as  he  is  res]>onsible  for  the 
government  of  Ireland  special  precautions 
against  boyeotting  and  intimidation  are 
and  will  I »e  i n e n m be n t  o n  hi m  i f  h e  c rea tes 
a  new  danger  for  tho  class  of  men  whom 
I  believe  to  he  fully  entitled  to  support 
and  protection.  So  much  for  the  two 
classes  of  farms.  Following  the  order  of 
the  right  hon.  (Tentleman\s  explanation, 
I  now  come  to  the  amotint  to  be  taken 
from  the  Irish  Church  surplus  in  order  to 
meet  the  necessittes  of  the  Jiilb  I  Im've 
two  observations  to  make  on  that  point. 
First,  when  I  was  in  Office,  and  had 
official  means  of  information  on  those 
points,  I  was  assured  that  the  Irish 
Church  surplus  was  mortgaged  up 
to  the  hilt.  The  number  of  charges 
upon  it  were  such  that,  after  we  had 
taken  the  £l,,i00,0O0  required  for  the 
Congested  Board,  praclieally  nothing 
would  he  leftl»ehind.  Whether  since  that 
time  any  eircunistances  have  come  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  Treasury  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  inform  me  at  a  later  stage 
of  the'  Bill  \  but  my  official  advisers  at 
that  time  informed  me  that  nothing 
beyond  the  £l,oO(),(KM)  was  availalde  for 
any  puhlii*  pur[tose  ;  and  if  we  are  to 
charge  that  fund  with  £100,000,  or  with 
a  larger  sum,  and  tlie  fund  proves  to  bo 
insufficient  to  meet  the  lial>ility,  it  will  l>e 
impossible  for  tlie  British  taxpayer  to 
flatter  himself  that  he  will  get  of!  without 
having  to  nnike  up  the  deficiency.  There- 
fore, it  is  ineumttent  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  show  us  that  circiimstanees 
have  arisen  since  IHJX  which  piaffe  the 
Irish  Church  Surplus  Fund  in  a  moro 
flourishing   position   than  it  was   before, 
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and  wliiuli  will  euable  him  to  dniw  on 
resources  which  I  had  imagined  were 
exhaiiBteil.  The  second  obf^ervatioii  I 
have  to  make  witli  regard  to  this  fund  is 
that  it  at  once  raises  the  question  whe- 
ther  the  persons  on  wiiose  behalf  it  is*  to 
be  nsed  are  those  wlio  deserve  to  be 
ppecialJy  well  treated  at  onr  hands.  I 
could  not  deal  at  length  with  that  sub- 
ject DOW  without  ji^oing  further  into  con- 
troversial matter  than  I  wish  to  do  at 
preseni,  but  we  tnnst  recollect  the  use  of 
this  fund  is  for  ^eat  public  objects,  and 
that  to  use  it  as  a  subvention  for  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  tenant?*  is,  at  all  evontp,  an 
object  whirh  was  never  eonteniplatetl  by 
those  who  ongiiially  set  apart  the  futid 
for  the  beoelit  of  Ireland  an  a  whole,  1 
use  the  expression  "  Plan  of  CriUipai^n  " 
tenants,  because  it  is  evident  fbat  fhe 
whole  tenonr  of  the  right  lion,  Geii tie- 
man's  remarks  shows  that  he  was  sptuk- 
iiig  of  nothing  but  Plan  of  Campaign 
tenants  ;  and  he  quoted  17  estates  with 
regard  to  which  the  Mat  be  w  Commission 
took  evidence.  I  glaneed  hastily  through 
those  estates,  and  I  notice  timt  oTQvy 
one  of  them  were  Plan  of  Campiiign 
estates .  When  we  speak  of  evicted 
tenants  since  1H79,  are  we  speaking  of 
Plan  of  Campaign  tenanis?  The  majority 
of  the  evicted  tenants  since  1879  never 
had  anything  to  do  WNtb  tbe  Plan  of 
Campaign,  and  they  outnumber  by 
thonsandB  the  comparatively  insitfnifieant 
number  who  were  involved  in  that  par- 
tieuiar  form  of  pohtical  agitation.  On 
this  subject  the  Mntliew  Commission  did 
not  take  mnch  evidence.  The  right  bon. 
Gentleman  quoted  2,700  other  tenants^ 
not  Camyjaign  estate  tenants,  who  bad 
applied  to  the  Mathew  Commission  to  he 
reins  rated  ;  but  there  is  no  ground  for 
believing  that  this  number  exceeds,  or 
anything  like  exceeds,  the  number  of 
tenants  now  living  wdio  have  iM>en  in 
occupation  of  farms  since  1879,  and  who, 
either  for  arrears  of  rent  or  for  other 
reasons,  have  ceased  to  be  tenants  of 
those  farms,  1  recollect  Imn,  Gentle- 
men below  tbe  Gangway  nightafter  night 
giving  us  sensational  descriptions  c»f  evic- 
tions wbteh  were  taking  place  in  I j eland 
and  which  were  not  on  Plan  of  Campaigii 
estates  at  all.  You  cannot  both  have 
your  cake  and  eat  it;  and  if  the  Irish 
landlords  have  l>een  evicting  at  this 
enormous  rate  since  lti79  you  have  a 
problem  to  deal  with  very  different  from 
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the  problem  in  regard  to  tbe  Plan  of 
Campaign  estates*  I  was  astounded  to 
bear  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  putting  us 
off  on  this  branch  of  the  question  by 
stating  the  difficulty  of  getting  tnist- 
worthy  information  on  this  aspect  of  the 
question.  It  is  LlifHcult,  no  donbt^  and 
we  do  not  ask  exact  partieulars  and 
statistics  ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentlemau 
can  surely  give  us  some  information  as 
to  tbe  derelict  farms  in  Ireland,  and  those 
which  are  not  derelicts,  but  from  which 
tenants  have  been  evicted  and  new 
tenants  have  taken  their  places.  Of  the 
2,700  farms  mentioned  by  the  Mat  hew 
Commission  I  know  that  no  fewer  than 
1,298  have  already  been  occupied  by 
other  tenants.  Evicted  farms  are  being 
taken  every  day,  and  I  krrow  that  proce»a 
has  gone  on  within  the  last  few  montha 
with  even  greater  rapidity  ;  and  what  is 
£100,000  in  the  face  of  such  a  ditlicn!ty  ? 
It  appears  to  me,  therefore,  that  the 
elaborate  s<'hemo  of  the  right  hon.  Geu» 
tleman  fails,  because  it  has  not  taken 
into  account  the  main  difHeuhy  with 
which  he  has  to  deal.  I  agree  that  if 
this  were  a  Plan  of  Campaign  difficulty 
alone,  though  the  ethical  and  moral 
questions  of  the  grfivest  magnitude  would 
tome  hefure  this  House,  the  financial 
probienj  would  Iml-  insigniUcant.  But  if 
you  go  beycrnd  the  Flan  of  Campaign, 
and  take  into  consideration  all  the  farms 
in  Ireland  without  a  tenant,  or  those  in 
which  a  tenant  has  come  into  occupation 
^iuee  1879,  vou  are  face  to  face  with  a 
(|itestion  where  charity  may  have  more 
to  do  with  onr  decision  than  mere  ethical 
or  moral  considerations,  but  undoubtedly 
you  have  a  hnancial  problem  of  vast 
magnitude  of  which  the  Government 
seem  lo  me  net  to  have  the  slightest 
iilea.  With  every  desire  to  see  this  great 
questinn  settled,  I  cannot  flatter  myself 
or  the  Government  that  it  is  one 
which  will  not  leatl  to  great  dis- 
ciiAsion  and  to  the  necessary  raising  of 
problems  of  the  most  pr<>ff»nnd  ditticuUy. 
[  was  going  into  some  ojf  the  questions 
that  must  be  raised,  and  which  I  will 
raise  on  tbe  Second  Reading,  %vith  regard 
to  tbe  consequences  to  Irish  so<!iety  of 
making  it  plain  that  persons  may  indulge 
in  war  and  have  their  expenses  always 
juvid  by  their  opponents.  I  should  not 
touch  that  theme  if  I  believed  that  tho 
past  history  of  Ireland  w^as  never  goiug" 
to    repetit    itself    in  tbe    future,    or  if  I 
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thouj<ht  tlmt  we  had  turned  dowQ  once 
for  ever  thai  terrible  page  of  agrarian 
agitatiott  which  hiis  Ueeu  open  now  for 
ftbout  15  years ^  or  at  Least  in  its  most 
aggravated  forms  i*ince  1879.  But  do 
such  hope  is  held  out  to  us  liy  those  in 
whose  bauds  rests  the  ileeissitm  of  the 
qoesCioo.  Tliej  t«ll  us  in  plain  termei 
that  when  it  ^iiitti  them  they  will  nae  the 
old  mothods  for  the  old  ohjecis  i  and  in 
face  of  declarations  of  that  kind  1  eon- 
fefts  that  this  House  will  be  obliged  to 
pau.sc  He  to  re  it  uses  public  fund  si  and 
public  legislation  for  the  purpose  of 
succouring  the  w*ouiided  solJiors  in  this 
species  of  civil  war,  IIou.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  of  both  sections  in 
which  they  are  divided  have  told  ua  over 
aod  over  again  that  the  Paris  fond 
existed  for  the  very  purpose  of  <1  call  tig 
with  those  Plan  of  Campaign  tenautK, 
11  it  exists  for  that  purposje,  why  then 
the  £UX)/XX>  we  are  asked  to  vote 
b  to  be  voted  as  an  addition  to 
the  Paris  fund.  It  is  a  contribuiiuu 
from  the  Houtse,  and  nothing  else, 
to  the  war  expenses  of  a  particular 
section  aud  of  a  particular  party.  If 
that  section  or  party  would  hold  out  to 
Uij  any  hope  that  we  have  seen  an  c^ud  of 
these  tilings,  and  that  we  neetl  never 
look  for  a  repetition  of  it  In  ftiture,  I, 
for  one,  would  uot  look  too  closely  either 
into  the  amount  of  money  which  we 
are  asked  to  vote  or  into  the  merits 
of  those  who  are  to  receive  it.  But 
if  it  is-^as  I  fear  it  is — otherwise, 
we  shall  be  forced^  whether  we  like  it  or 
not,  before  this  Bill  becomes  law  to  con- 
sider bow  far  we  are  really  coutnbutiug 
to  the  future  peace  and  social  order  iu 
Irelaud  by  votiug  this  large  suhveution 
ill  aid  of  a  war  which  only  waits  appa- 
rently for  a  favourable  moment  again  to 
revive. 

Mr.  IIARUINGTOX  (Dublin,  Har- 
bour) said,  all  sections  of  the  Irish  Party 
had  listened  to  the  discussion  with  feel- 
ings of  great  anxiety.  There  was  no 
section  of  the  Kepresentattves  of  Ireland 
in  that  House  who  bail  not  a  bnrning 
interest  in  the  subject  introduced  by  the 
right  lion.  Gentleman.  Speaking  for 
those  witli  whom  he  co-opera tetl,  lie 
must  at  this  early  stage  exprt»ss  his  ex* 
treme  disappointment  at  tlie  proposal  of 
the  right  hon,  (lentleman.  So  far  from 
in  any  degree  setrling  the  question,  it 
would  disburb  Irish  society,  and  particu- 
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larly  in  those  places  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  referred.  He  made 
bold  to  say  tbat  the  proposal  just  de- 
veloped to  the  House  was  one  which 
must  inevitably  lead  to  disorder,  conten- 
tion, and  strife,  aud  to  au  agitation  worse 
tbau  anything  which  had  yet  been  seen 
in  Ireland,  Hon.  Members  might  say 
tbat  those  wonls  were  spoken  iu  threat 
— that  he  was  holding  out  a  threat. 
\VeH,  Irish  Members  were  pretty  well 
accustomed  lo  that.  He  had  tjiken  u 
prominent  part  in  agitation  in  Ireland, 
but  nobody  could  say  that  be  had  used 
bis  pcisitiou  for  the  purpose  of  fometiting 
disorder  or  to  create  strife  between 
Parties,  What  was  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon,  (.Tentleman  'f  He  left  entirely 
uriitouehcd  the  entire  turning  point  of  the 
evicted  louunts'  question.  With  regard 
to  the  derelict  farms,  they  had  a  proposal 
for  arbitration,  but  that  was  just  the 
direction  in  which  arbitration  was 
scarcely  necessary,  A  little  aocotumo- 
datiou  and  arrangement  of  the  clause 
for  the  purchase  of  land  would  enable 
those  two  parties  to  come  together.  The 
real  diHieulty  and  crucial  poiut  iu  the 
Irish  case  was  the  number  of  farms 
occupied  throughout  the  conn  try 
from  which  others  had  been  evicted,, 
The  proposal  made  was  a  mere 
tinkering  with  the  question,  and  would 
give  additional  incentive  to  crime  and 
ilisonler  so  long  as  the  question  of  the 
fanns  taken  since  eviction  was  not 
touched.  The  Irish  Members  made  a 
proposal  S€»me  time  ago  on  this  subject, 
aud  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
colleagut*s  voted  iu  favour  of  the  Bill, 
Tbey  had  come  fresh  from  their  declara- 
tions at  the  General  Election.  The  Bill 
contained  a  proposal  deal  hi  g  with  these 
larms  taken  after  eviction,  and  tliu  oaly 
objection — the  oaly  reservaticm — made 
with  regard  to  those  cases  was  made  hj 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  who  said — 

'*  The  PiircbaHC  Bill  has  not  fyltilleil  its  main 
ntjjeet  of  pacifying  lri*lanrl,  which  would  never 
l>c  done  iinleas  juatiee  was  shown  to  the  r>,0O0oi 
(),Oix>  evicted  men/* 

Tbe  then  pnjposal  was  tbat  the  occnpa* 
tioa  of  farms  by  those  planters  should  he 
under  tbe  consideration  of  the  trUuinal  ; 
tbat  they  should  be  taken  compulsorily. 
That  was  the  Bill  that  the  right  hon. 
(ientlenmu  supported,  but  now  the  niero 
fact  tliat  a  tnan  was  in  possession,  by 
whatever  title — whetber  his  occupation 
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was  bona  fide  or  not,  whether  he  was  a 
bogus  tenant  or  not,  although  there  might 
be  collusion  between  him  and  the  land- 
lord— however  unsubstantial  his  occupa- 
tion might  be,  he  had  merely  to  raise  the 
question  of  occupancy,  and  there  was  no 
longer  any  possibility  of  the  man  who 
was  evicted  from  the  holding  having  any 
hope  of  getting  back.  What  did  it  point 
to  ?  It  said  plainly  to  the  evicted  tenant 
— If  you  do  not  make  the  situation  un- 
comfortable for  the  man  who  has  the 
farm,  if  you  and  your  hundreds  do  not 
drive  them  out,  if  public  opinion  is  not 
strong  enough,  and  your  Organisations 
sufficiently  powerful  to  expel  him  from 
the  farms,  there  is  no  hope  for  you.  That 
was  the  message  of  the  Bill,  and  he  im- 
plored the  right  hou.  Gentleman,  if  he 
wished  to  see  the  question  satisfactorily 
settled,  to  seriously  reconsider  the  pro- 
posal he  had  made  to  the  House.  As 
one  who  knew  Ireland  better  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  would  tell  him 
that  the  Bill,  so  far  from  settling  the 
question,  would  raise  contention  between 
men  who  had  hitherto  acted  together  in 
Ireland,  and  even  among  the  evicted 
tenants  themselves,  and  was  likely  to 
cause  bad  blood  and  friction  between 
them.  From  the  observations  he  had 
heard  that  night,  it  would  appear 
as  if  there  was  a  sincere  desire  to 
close  the  controversy.  If  so,  why  did 
not  the  House  approach  it  in  that 
spirit  and  with  that  desire  ?  The  arbi- 
trators were  to  be  appoiuted  to  merely 
settle  cases  of  holdings  which  were 
vacant.  But  they  were  the  least  im- 
portant ;  they  would  give  the  least 
trouble.  When  they  were  vacant,  what 
was  wanted  was  a  Board  of  Arbitrators. 
Why  should  the  man  who  had  been 
evicted  not  have  the  same  right  as  the 
man  who  had  been  evicted  and  whose 
farm  was  vacant  ?  These  were  the  cases 
which  disturbed  the  entire  social  life  of 
Ireland.  The  evicted  tenant  who  saw 
that  his  farm  was  not  profitable  in  the 
hands  of  the  landlord  was  not  excited 
about  it.  He  believed  that  the  lime 
would  come  when  the  landlord  would  be 
glad  to  have  him  back.  The  man  they 
should  be  most  desirous  of  preserving 
from  crime  was  the  man  whose  farm  had 
been  taken  and  was  worked  before  his 
eyes  by  one  who  was  serving  the  interests 
of  a  political  Organisation  and  whose 
tenancy  was  not  real.     There  were  cases 
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of  the  kind  which  were  perfectly  no- 
torious. Let  them  suppose  that  on  a 
certain  estate  there  were  ten  farms — 
seven  of  which  had  been  taken  after 
eviction  by  colourable  tenants,  and  three 
were  vacant.  The  Board  of  Arbitrators 
had  the  power  of  dealing  with  the  hist- 
mentioned,  but  the  remaining  seven  were 
left  untouched.  The  sham  tenant 
could  bar  the  whole  proceeding.  He 
was  there  for  the  purpose  of  support- 
ing and  maintaining  the  landlord's 
side  of  the  controversy.  What  he 
wished  to  point  out  was  that  so  far  from 
diminishing  the  tendency  to  take  farms 
in  violation  of  the  settled  principles  of 
the  people,  and  the  agreement  of  their 
combinations,  the  Bill  actually  held  out 
an  inducement  to  the  land  grabbers  to 
occupy  every  evicted  farm  in  Ireland  they 
could  get.  Where  the  entire  thing 
stopped  short  was,  that  it  seemed  to  have 
been  devised  with  regard  to  a  few  par- 
ticular farms  in  Ireland,  and  no  doubt  it 
would  give  some  section  an  the  House 
an  opportunity  of  redeeming  pledges  to 
certain  districts  in  Ireland,  but  it  was  not 
a  proposal  which  would  settle  the  ques- 
tion. When  they  suggested  that  com- 
pulsory powers  should  be  extended  to 
farms  which  had  been  taken,  they  made* 
no  provision  for  compensating  the  tenant 
in  possession,  and  that  was  the  sole 
objection  taken  to  the  scheme  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Party. 
There  would  be  some  reason  in  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  proposal  if  he  had  in- 
troduced the  question  of  compensating 
those  men — if  he  gave  the  Board  of 
Arbitrators  power  to  consider  all  those 
tenancies,  and,  where  they  were  honafidCj 
give  compensation.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  touched  the  fringe  of 
the  question,  and  it  would  have  been 
better  for  the  Government  and  for  the 
people  of  Ireland  if  he  had  never  made 
the  proposal  that  night,  for  when  it  was 
read  on  the  morrow,  and  when  it  was 
seen  that  the  man  who  had  taken  an 
evicted  farm  was  the  man  for  whom  the 
law  had  special  regard  beyond  the  evicted 
tenant — that  his  position  was  regarded  as 
sacred  under  the  Bill,  that  no  portion  of 
the  measure  was  to  be  offered  to  the  man 
who  had  felt  the  effect  of  the  change, 
there  would  be  intense  disappointment  in 
Ireland.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wished  to  keep  Ireland  in  its  present 
condition  of  peace  he  would   endeavour 
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to  ttppiy  bis  Bill  to  all  rhis^es  of  ovjctod 
tenants,  at  least  in  the  panip  ilecrree^ 
Tbere  wa»  no  intention  or  wif^h  tf>  he 
unreasonable  in  tliis  nmttt^r^  hut  tliey 
would  he  WQ worthy  of  claiming  kinship 
with  their  ttnfortunate  people  if  they  die! 
not  now  take  their  part.  His  languaojo 
was  that  of  warning,  and  he  tohl  the 
right  hon,  Gentleomri  that  so  far  from 
eettiing  the  question  i«  siny  appreciable 
degree,  his  proposal,  if  persisted  in, 
would,  if  possible,  render  worse  the  eon- 
ditioii  of  the  evicted  tenants  in  Ireland, 
and  the  eondition  of  that  country  lesis 
peaceful  thiiu  it  had  hitherto  been. 

•Mr.  T.  W,  RUSSELL  (Tyroue,  S,) 
saidf  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  fair, 
and  it  certainly  would  not  he  safe,  to 
take  aoy  proiionneed  f*tand  upon  this 
Bill  at  the  present  sta^e.  That  was^ 
one  thing  he  wa;?  not  going  to  ih\ 
but  another  was  that  he  woidd  not 
em  hurras^  the  right  lion.  (Tentleman  in 
any  way  in  his  attempt  to  deal  with 
and  settle  this  qu edition,  uor  did  he 
intend  to  express  any  adverse  opinion 
with  regard  to  the  measure  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  introduceib 
The  right  hon.  Gentleniiui  bntl  done  him 
the  honour  of  quoting  certain  observu- 
tions  of  his  which  ijad  appeared  in  an 
article  he  had  written,  published  in  one 
of  the  magazii^es  ;  and  he  now  avowed 
that  he  should  l)e  prepared  to  sacrifice 
many  of  the  vieww  he  held  if  he  could 
gee  that  by  so  doing  lie  was  conthfcing  to 
R  fair  and  hrinonrable  solution  of  this 
vexed  question.  He  could  assure  the 
right  hon.  Gf>titlcmaii  that  nothing  he 
had  previously  said  upm  tlii<  subjeet 
would  prevent  bini  fn»m  supporting  surdi 
[K>rrious  of  this  Bill  us  he  foimd  himself 
conscientiously  able  to  support.  He, 
however,  did  not  think  that  tlie  right 
hou.  Gentleman  bad  given  t\\i^  House  the 
information  he  might  have  doiie  which 
would  have  gniiled  them  in  this  matter. 
There  were  perhaps  a  few  hon.  Members 
who  had  studied  this  subject  with  some 
care,  and  who  knew  wluit  it  meant,  ami 
what  it  involved,  luit  the  great  majoriry 
of  hon.  Members  had  no  conception  of 
the  extent  of  the  evil  to  be  met.  The 
right  hon,  Gcnrleman  had  treated  the 
question  that  night  too  mttch  as  1  hough 
it  applied  only  to  the  Finn  of  Cam- 
puign  tenants.  The  facts  of  the  ease 
were  these.  There  were  980  Plan  of 
Campaign  tenants  to  he  dealt  with,  but  j 


2,765  applications  for  reinstatement  had 
been  sent  in  to  the  Mat  how  Commission, 
That,  however,  was  not  all,  because  he 
bad  ascertained  that  since  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  taken  office  %\^(j  tenants 
had  been  evicted  from  their  bolilings  in 
Ireland,  making  a  total  of  nearly  4,000 
evict(Hl  tenants. 

Mu.  REDMOND  :  That  is  not  nearly 
all. 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  fully  admitted 
that  the  numbers  he  had  given  were  not 
i^miplete,  hut  in  such  a  case  what  use 
would  £100,000  he  in  view  id  the 
proldem  that  had  to  bo  solved  ?  Tn 
plain  terms  such  a  sum  **  would  not  look 
at  it,"  What  did  the  proposal  of  tlje 
right  hon.  Gentleman  amount  to  ?  As 
he  understood  the  first  part  of  thtit 
proposal,  it  was  to  the  etfect  that 
the  old  tenants  might  !)e  put  back 
by  the  arbitrators  npou  certain  condi- 
tions and  terms,  but  that  in  ease 
of  the  landlord  objecting  to  their 
beiug  so  replaced — and  what  landlord 
would  not  object — ^why  should  he  not  ? 
He  hail  Iteen  defrauded  by  his  tenants. 
Then  the  tenants  won  hi  be  foreed  to 
pun-base.  The  right  hon.  (Tcntlemao 
liad  taken  much  credit  to  himself  for 
projwsing  to  release  tlie  landlord  in  such 
eases  from  providing  the  guaran  toe  deposit. 
\\q  had  always  thong  hi  it  very  hard  upon 
the  landlord  that  be  sbouhl  have  been 
forced  to  provide  the  deposit  for  the  hen  eHt 
of  the  tenant  who  hail  defrauded  him. 
The  Chief  Seeretary  said  that,  taking  the 
whole  period  from  the  Ashbourne  Act 
down  to  now,  the  guarantee  deposit  had 
only  lieen  drawn  upon  to  (he  extent  of 
€2,000,  and  that  that  was  most 
satisfactory.  But  they  must  remember 
that  these  were  solvent  tenants  ;  nnd 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  tell 
hitu  it  was  the  same  thing  to  compare 
these  solvent  tenants,  who  had  approved 
security  behind  them,  with  those  evicted 
tenants  who  had  not  a  farthing,  and  that 
taking  the  evicted  tenants  the  security 
would  exist  if  they  removed  the  guanintce 
deposit  ?  No  one  could  maintain  that 
and  those  hon.  Gentlemen  heldnd  the 
Chief  Secretary,  who  quarrelled  with  the 
security  of  the  tenants  under  the  Ash- 
bourne Act,  could  not  be  comfortable  in 
their  minds  when  they  looked  forward  to 
these  liankrupt  tenants  being  foreed  on 
the  State  as  purchasers.  He  sard  this 
was  a  serious  position  fo"  the  right  bon» 
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Gentlemau  to  get  iuto*     Let  tbem  look  at 
the  t'ouditiou  of  t  liese  teuatits,  and  he  liad 
seeu    buedreds    of    them    in   their    sad 
extremity.     Id   the  firt^t  place,  the  land 
was  ivaste  and  derelict  m  a  great  uumher 
of   cases;    the  houses  had  heen  thrown 
down  or  gone  to  decay,  and   were  pro- 
bably iion-exifttent  ;  the  people  had  been 
living  on   dolee^  served  ont  to  them  ;  and 
be  asked  the  House  were  tJieBu  people  to 
be  f  orcetl  on  the  State  as  purchasers  under 
this    arrangement  ?        VVhere    was    the 
security  for   the   State  ?       Was  it  in  the 
land   that   was  dereliet  or  in  the  people 
who  were  bankrupt  ?  He  did  not  believe 
it  possilile  to  earry   out  this  transaction, 
and  be  should  look  with  anxiety  for   the 
Bill    to   Kue  bow  it    eould    be  doue  with 
•afc ty  fur  the  Slate.    He  asked  the  same 
i]uestion    as    was    ankeil     by    the    hou* 
Member  for   the   Harbour  Division  (Mr, 
Harrington),    Was    tliia     Bill    likely    to 
settle  the  probltm  ?     2s' o,  it  would    not. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  if  they  eotild  not 
settle   It    wholly    they    had     better    not 
attempt  to  settle  it  at  alL     This  was  not 
a    case   where    half   a    loaf    was    better 
than    no    bread,    and     he     would     tell 
the     House     why.      There     were     ad- 
mittedly    l,o(>0     new     tenants     createil 
Oti  the  land,  and  it  was  also  admitted  the 
Chief    Seerelary    eon  Id  not  evict    these 
l,oOO  new  tenants.    [Crirs  <:>/^*^  Why  ?''] 
The  idea  of  stopping  eviction  by  cnrrying 
ont  fresh  evictions !   He  held  it  wus  utterly 
impossible  for  any   Government   to  pro- 
pose to  eviet  1,500  well-to-do   tenants  in 
order  to  put  1,500  bankrupt  men  in  their 
places.     If  they  left  these  men  there,  the 
1,500  men   in  the  bouses  and  the  1,500 
out  of    the  bokises,   be  wanted  to    know 
what  wotdd   be  the  coudition  ofaflairs? 
The   diffienlly  arose  from     the    Govern- 
Uient   trying   to   do  an   impossible  thing. 
Take  the  1,500  tenants  who   were   not   to 
be  removed  unless  with   tbeir  own  eon- 
Bent,     and     after     the     remainder     bad 
been  reinstated  in    tbeir  holdings    what 
w^as    likely   to  be  the  fate  of  the  1,500 
new  tonants^ — would  tbeir  lives  be  likely 
to  be  happy  ?     He  saw  ilie  hon.  Member 
f  0  r  M  ay  o  (Mr,  Dill  on )  op  j  »os  i  t  e ,       What 
had  the  hon,  Geotleniau  done  in  the  past 
with  regard  to  this — what  was  he  doing 
every  day  f     Was  not  the  bon*  lientle- 
man   calling  upon   the  people  to  boycott 
the  land-grabber,  and  how  was  he  to  sit 
quietly    by   and    allow  these  1,500  new 
tenants  to    remain  in   possession  and  the 
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old  tenants  to  remain  out  ?    What  settle- 
ment was  that  ?     He  said  that  was  ao 

absolutely  impossible  position  of  ail  ail's  to 
bring  abont,  and  it  would  be  worse  than 
things    were  uow.      Everyone    of    them 
would   be  exposed   to   Imycotting  and  to 
crime  of  every  kinil,  and  he  did  not  think 
he  con  Id  ever  bring  himself  to  couseut  to 
a    thing  that  would    run  such  a  risk  as 
that.    He  said  that  was  what  tbey  would 
be    doing,    and     he  said    so    after    the 
speeches  of    the  bon.  Member  for  Mayo, 
not    in  the  forgotten    past  but  no   later 
than    last  week.     Now   be  came  to   the 
question  of  the  funds.     £1U1);000  he  bad 
said  would  not  look  at  the  solution  of  thia 
diffieulty     from    a    hiianeial    standpoint, 
but  of  all   the  monstrous   projiosale  ever 
made  the  proposal  to  arrest  the  Chm'ch 
Fund    for  u  purpose  like    this    was    the 
worst  and  he  did    not  think  it  had  lieeu 
efjualled.       He    heard     the     Debate    on 
the    Irisli  Church   question  a  very  long 
time  ago ;  lie  heard  it  from  the  Gallery  of 
the  House,  and  he  remembered  the  right 
bon.   Gentleman   the  Member    for  Mid- 
lothian saying  that  the  surplus  ought  to 
bedevott^^l  to  the  work  of  charity  and  for 
the    relief   of    idiots    and    lunatics.     He 
wondereil    whether    it    was    under    that 
principle  the  Chief  Secretary  thought  of 
the  Chnreh  Surplus  Fund.      In  the  last 
Farliament  be  remembered  the  late  Chief 
Secretiiry    for   Ireland   proposed    to   take 
£100,CKK)  of  that  fund  for  the  endowmeut 
of    sectarian    edneatloti  in  Ireland.      H© 
i'ould    remember  lie  gave  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  eonsidernble  trouble  about  it^ 
and   had   to  keep  the  House  sitting  two  1 
mornings    until     5    o'cloek — [Cries    of'] 
''  Obstruction  I  '*]    Yes,  it  was  obstruct ioii> 
hut  it  WHS  justiliablc  obstruelion  and  wi%« 
ohstrnction  of  his  own  Tarty,  and  if  the 
Irish  Unionist  Members  would  not  cousetit  ] 
to  atlow  the   Irish   Cbiireb  surplus  to  be  [ 
used  for  seetariau   edueatioii,  they  would 
certainly  tiglit  motsi  strongly  against   its 
being  used  for   the   reward    of   roguery, 
robbery,  and  wrong-doing.     He  said  that  | 
as  these  evietions   had   been   earried  out 
under  the  protcetion  of  British  soldier*, 
Uritish  bayonets,  and  British  law.  Great 
Britain  shouhl  lake  the  res(M>nsihiiity  and 
the     fund     should    eome    from    British 
sources.     Let  the  Government   go  with 
their  demand   to   the    British    taxpayer, , 
and  see  what  he  hiid  to  say  to  it.     Ii  w« 
pro(H>sed    in  the  Bill  to  advance  £50^  at  I 
least  there  was  to  be  an  advance  up  to  ibeJ 
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itentof  £40to  eacb  tetiaut,  at  the  pleasure 
[of  the  arbitrator,   to  rebuild  tlie  bouses, 
lere   was  a,  derelict  farjn,  Mi  cx-teuaut 
rho  wiis  a  pauper,  a  bouse  iu  rukis,  aud 
iiot  one    farthing   to  purchase  stock   or 
iiythiog  elee  for  the  farm,  and  the  Chief 
Secretary  proposed   these    three  geritle- 
I16D — he  hoi)ed  they  would  not  be  like 
If,    Justice    Mathew's     Conimissiou  — 
should  have  power  of  giving  £oO  to  the  we 
|»oor    tenants    to  rebuild  the  bouse,    re- 
euUivate  the  laud  and  stock  the  farm.  He 
iierefore  said  they  njight  at  once  get  nd 
the  idea  of  £ldo,tH>0,  which  would  not 
ok  at  it,  and  they  must  raise  their  ideas 
jrery  considerably  if  they  wished  to  settle 
lie  evicted  teuants  question.     The  next 
Juedlioti  he  asked  was,  where  was  thi«  to 
(Itop  t'  They  were  to  begin  on  the  li^t  ^li^^i 
1879,  which  was  what  he  calktl  the  Laud 
ftgae period.  He  admitted  the  right  hou. 
retitlemau  wa»  right  in  beginning  there, 
he  Lad  the  13th  section  of   the   Laud 
Let  to  support  him,  but  beginning  there, 
rhere  was  the  right  hon.  Geutlcman  going 
stop  ?     He  could  uuderstaud  it  if  the 
Hght  hou.   Geritlcumu    proposed   now  to 
c»me  down  aud  abolish  the  process  of  eject- 
Deut  for  rent  altogether  ;  but  he  asked  — 
od  he  hoped   the  right  hon.  Geiitlernau 
rould  reply  liefore  the  close  of  the  De- 
II  te — where  he  intended  tliis  policy  to  atop, 
cause  evictions   were  going   on   every 
Rj  ?     These   tenants,    who  were  to  be 
^ted  in  this  way,  who  were  to  get  com- 
BD^ation,  were  men  in  the  main  who  re- 
listed  the  law  and    conspired   to  defraud 
a  eir  hind  lords.  He  put  opposite  tbein  the 
rictions  going  on  every  day  of  men  who 
lere  unfortunate  iu  the  businei^s  of  agri- 
II It u re,  who  could    not   make    both  cuds 
Heet,  who  could   not  pay   their  rent  and 
lent  out  of   their   farms   vvidioiit  res  is  t- 
Dce    to  the    law,   ami    who    took    their 
bailee   in  a  bleak   world,     Tbey    were 
Ding  to  reward  those  who  broke  the  law, 
nd  tbey  were  going  to  allow  those   who 
rere  peaceable  to  be  turned  oat  to  starve. 
He    desired  to   say,  and   it   was  the  last 
li ug  he  had  to  Bay.  tLat  be  saw  enormous 
ifHcuUy  in  the  way,  and  that   the    right 
Hon,   Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary,  by 
not   grappling   with    the   whole  question 

|0d  endeavouring  to  settle  it  as  a  whole, 
in  an  enoriiions  risk  of  making  the 
uestion  worse  tliau  it  wa8  at  the  present 
loiiieut.  He  had  spokeji  now  on  the 
faith  of  the  speech  of  die  right  hon. 
~  gutlemau,  but  when  the  Bill  was  printed 
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he  should  l>e  quite  prepared  to  give  it  the 
couiiideration  it  deserved,  apart  from  the 
one  point  respecting  the  Church  surplus. 
Mk.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E,} :  1  desire 
to  make  some  o!»servations  on  the  Bill 
introduced  by  the  Chief  Secretary,  par- 
ticularly in  view  of  one  speech  which  has 
corae  from  those  Benches,  and  also  be- 
cause I  have  for  a  long  time  been  con- 
nected with  the  cause  of  the  evicted 
teuants  in  Ireland,  and  therefore  I  think 
1  should  not  allow  any  further  time  to 
elapse  without  saying  a  few  words,  I 
have  no  intention  of  doing  what  I  think 
Is  a  very  inconvenient  thiug  to  do  in  this 
House,  aud  that  is  to  attempt  to  discuss 
a  measure  the  full  details  of  which  are 
not  before  us  ;  btit,  in  my  humble  judg- 
ment, the  spectacle  which  lias  been 
presented  to  ihts  House  for  the  last  hour 
of  the  Member  for  the  Harbour  Divi- 
sion of  Dublin  (Mr,  Hairiugton)  uniting 
with  the  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T,  W.  Russell)  in  mangiiug — — 
Mk.  HAUKINGTO^:  ;  No,  no  I 
Mh.  DILLON  :  I  use  the  expression 
in  no  otJensive  sense ;  but  I  say  the 
spectacle  of  (be  Member  for  the  Harbour 
Division  uniting  with  tiie  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  in  mangling  and  trying 
to  Ijlacken  this  Bill  almost  before  it  has 
bad  time  to  see  the  light  of  day,  will  I 
think,  on  the  wbole,  have  the  eUect  of 
convincing  the  evicted  tenants  of  Ireland 
that  the  Bill  eoutains  valuable  provisions. 
That  is  my  opinion,  ami  therefore  I  shall, 
for  the  present,  reserve  an  opinion  as  to 
certain  details.  But  I  do  say,  su  far  as 
I  have  been  able  to  gather  from  the 
extremely  clear  stalement  of  I  lie  Chief 
Secretary  for  Irelau*l,  that  the  Bill  is 
an  extremely  valuable  Bill,  I  do  not 
intend  to  occupy  the  time  of  the  Hoube 
at  any  very  great  extent  in  dealing  with 
the  speeches  to  which  we  have  just 
listened  ;  hut  there  are  some  points 
which  have  been  raised  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion  to  which 
I  think  1  ought  to  advert. 
First  of  all,  I  will  address  myself  to 
ibe  altitude  adopted  towards  this  Bill  by 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  and  to  the 
attitude  adopted  towartls  it  by  the 
Member  for  Suntb  Tyrone.  The  Leader 
of  the  Oppoeitiou  used  hiugimge  with 
reference  to  this  Bill  which  was  certainly 
intended  to  avoid  contcntiou,  aud  so  far 
IIS  was  possible  he  avoided  contentious 
mattere.     I  am  bound  to   say   that   the 
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excelleDt  rule  which  he  laid  down  at  the 
opening  of  his  observations  apparently 
had  no  effect  on  his  friend  and  allj  the 
Member  for  South  Tyrone,  for  there  was 
not  a  single  point  of  an  angry  or  con- 
tentious character  which  the  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  did  not  raise  in  his  usual 
peculiarly  acrimonious  manner.  I  will 
first  allude  to  a  few  points  which  were 
put  by  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone.  The  hon.  Member  assumed 
that  in  all  cases  the  landlord  would  object 
to  receive  back  the  old  tenants,  and  he 
put  his  case  in  this  way.  He  said — 
"  Why  should  a  landlord  who  has  got 
rid  of  a  bankrupt  tenant  not  desire  to 
keep  him  out  of  the  holdiug,  and  all  the 
more  in  the  case  where  he  was  a  planter 
in  the  holding  ?  Because,"  he  said,  "  in 
these  1,500  cases  where  there  are  new 
tenants  on  the  holdings  it  will  stand  to 
reason  that  the  landlord,  having  got  rid 
of  a  bankrupt  tenant,  will  prefer  to  keep 
the  solvent  tenant." 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  My  observa- 
tion could  not  have  applied  to  the  1,500 
tenants.  They  only  applied  to  cases 
where  the  land  is  derelict. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  I  beg  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's pardon,  but  he  did  use  the  language 
which  I  have  quoted,  for  I  took  down  his 
words  at  the  time.  He  did  ask  why 
should  a  landlord  get  rid  of  1,500  solvent 
tenants  in  order  to  get  back  1,500  in- 
solvent tenants  ?  These  are  the  very 
words  he  used.  Allow  me  to  tell  the 
hon.  Member  that  in  my  experience  in 
Ireland — and  I  think  it  is  at  least  as  wide 
as  that  of  the  hon.  Member,  or  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Harbour  Division — 
the  landlords  who  have  got  planters 
upon  their  farms  are  not  all  in  love  with 
them.  I  have  come  across  iuuumerable 
instances  where  the  planters  are  paying 
no  rent,  or  else  paying  less  than  half 
of  what  the  old  tenant  was  paying  ;  and 
I  am  convinced,  dealing  for  a  moment 
with  this  question  of  1,500  planters,  that 
a  large  number  of  them  are  bogus  tenants, 
are  not  real  tenants,  are  not  paying  a  fair 
rent  to  the  landlord,  and  are  simply  kept 
on  these  farms  for  the  purpose  of  combat- 
ing the  agitation  in  Ireland.  Now  I  turn 
for  a  moment  to  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone.  He 
said  that  of  course  the  landlord  would  re- 
fuse to  take  back  tenants  who  had 
attempted  to  defraud  him  in  the  past.  Is 
there  any  ground  for  that  supposition  ? 
Mr.  Dillon 


I  say  the  whole  history  of  the  past  lO 
years  proves  quite  the  contrary.     Take 
one  for  example,  the  case  of  the  Ponsonbj 
Estate,  one  of  the  cases  where  probably 
there  has  been  the  largest  clearance  in 
the  whole  of  Ireland.  It  is  a  well  known 
fact  that  Mr.  Ponsouby  was  anxious  to 
take  back  his  tenants,  and  only  for  the 
interference    of   the   hon.    Member    for 
South    Hunts    (Mr.    Smith-Barry)     the 
whole  transaction  would  have  been  closed 
long  ago.    r  (^'^^s  o/  "  No,  no  !  "]    That 
is  a  perfectly  notorious  fact.  In  view  of 
this  fact,  and  I  myself  have  taken  part  in 
many  transactions  of  this  character,  I  say 
there   is   not    the    smallest    shadow    of 
foundation  for  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member.     The  hon.  Member  makes  the 
assumption  throughout  the  whole  of  his 
speech  that  the  landlords  will  regard  the 
men  who  went   into  those  evictions  as 
men    who   attempted   to   defraud    them. 
These  were  combinations  for  the  sake  of 
getting  a  reduction  of  rent,   and  if  the 
hon.  Member  assumes  that  every  combi- 
nation in  Ireland  having  for  its  object 
the  reduction  of  rents  was  an  attempt  to 
defraud,   then   I  say   he   condemns    the 
entire  late  Tory  Administration  as  de- 
frauders.     I    take   an   entirely   different 
view  of  this  case.     I  say  that  in  the  case' 
of    a    number    of   landlords    in   Ireland 
who  have  derelict  farms  on  their  hands 
that   the    landlords    would   gladly   avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  of  taking 
back   the  old    tenants    who    would    pay 
their   rents.     I  shall   deal   briefly    with 
what    this    Bill    will   do   for   the   Irish 
tenants.     The  evicted  tenants  in  Ireland 
are  divided  into  two  classes.   First,  there 
are  farms  which  are  still  derelict  or  in 
the  occupation  of  the  landlord  or  anyone 
acting  on  his  behalf.     In  those  cases  it  is 
admitted   by  all    critics  who   profess  to 
have     an     interest    in    restoring    those 
tenants  to  those  holdings   that  this   Bill 
will  be  fairly  satisfactory.     Therefore,  I 
may  say  that  the  criticisms  which  have 
come  from  those  who  spoke  on  behalf  of 
the  evicted  tenants  are  practically  con- 
fined to  the  second  portion  of  the  Bill, 
which  deals   with  tenants  whose   hold- 
ings have  been  let  to  new  tenants.  I  take 
first  this  fact,  that  I  do  not  consider  that 
the  arbitrators  shall  be  actually  debarred 
from    inquiring   as   to   whether  a   man 
actually  living  in  the  house  is  legally  in 
possession  or  not,  and    I   do  not  think 
that  those  who  are  simply  caretakers  to 
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the  lanillorils,  ws  iwvkuj  of  those  alle^ifetl 
teuaoft>i  are,  would  be  entitled  to  claim 
po&sK?esioii.  Tbat  jrf  evidently  \i  point  of 
tletail  for  future  eon^iiilenitiou.  Take 
the  case  of  holdings  which  are  hotia  ^fide 
iQ  the  poijfiession  of  a  new  tenant,  Tliese 
are  admitted  to  be  the  smaller  nnmlicr  of 
the  holdings  with  which  thin  Bill  \w\\\ 
deal,  I  believe  from  the  very  wide  ex- 
perience of  this  whole  businesa  that  in 
the  case  of  \v  great  majority  of  those 
uew  tenaut.s,  who  are  kiiown  l>y  the 
name  of  piaotcrs,  they  w^ould  avail 
themselve*!  of  the  provisions  wldeh  are 
pro^K)sed  in  this  Bill,  giving  tbem  eom* 
penstitiou  and  a  11  owning  ihem  to  give  up 
ibose  holding!?,  I  believe,  a.s  reganUs  ii 
gootl  mjioy  of  those  new  tenants,  ibey  are 
not  muking  a  profit  out  of  their  holdings, 
and  I  believe  they  are  not  paying  their 
ront?i  regularly,  tliat  the  landlord.s  are  in 
many  instances  anxious  to  get  rid  of 
them,  and  that  they  would  be  ready  to 
go  if  they  got  reasonable  eompensution. 
Many  of  these  me«  are  notoriously  men 
withoul  any  actual  knowledge  of  farming 
ac  all,  aud  who  were  brought  tlieie  for 
the  purpo.se  of  fighting  the  agitation, 
1  reinembcr  a  saying,  almost  classical 
now,  of  the  agent  of  Lord  Lanstlowne 
wdien  he  went  to  Ulster  to  try  and  get 
planters  for  the  Liiggacurren  Estatoj?* 
He  eatne  back  without  hi©  planters, 
and  what  did  he  say?     He  said-- 

"  When  I  went  to  Ubt^r  I  founti  plenty  nf 
pluck  »uil  plenty  \A  uioiitiy,  ami  1  found  that 
tite  men  who  liad  plutk  harl  uu  money^  and  ttie 
men  who  had  inuney  had  no  i»luck.*' 

The  men  who  went  on  those  farms  as 
*  planters  had  notliing  to  lo^se,  aud  every- 
thing to  gain,  and  therefore  were  a  very 
unsatisfactory  class  for  a  landlord  tn 
have.  Therefore,  I  hold  that  that  portion 
of  the  problem  is  not  at  all  such  a  large 
o«e  as  has  been  attempteil  to  he  made 
out,  bat  is  one  which,  to  a  very  large 
extent,  could  he  settled  by  this  Bill  in  a 
friendly  way.  I  now^  come  to  the  ohbor- 
vations  of  the  Leader  of  the  Opput-ition. 
He  is  the  maa  in  this  House  who  in  to 
say  whether  there  i«  to  be  peaeo  in  this 
aiatter  nr  not,  on  bis  head  resti?  tlie  real 
responsibility  ;  and  I  listened  with  a 
degree  of  pleasure  and  some  hope  to  tlie 
reception  which  he  gave  to  this  Bill. 
He  put  this  point,  and  I  would  ask  his 
attention  to  it.  He  asked  what  is  to  he 
the  fate  of  tbes^e  plantere  if  they  are  in- 
duced  to  give  up  the  holdings  of  w  hich 
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tboy  are  now    in    possession 
right  hon.  Gentlenxaa — 

*'  ThiiV  will  \yv  held  up  to  th*^  odioni  and 
hatr&l  of  their  ueighbmrH,  aad  it  will  be  in- 
caniUeiit  on  the  Go^ermncnt  to  [protect  tViem."^ 

Of  course,  it  is  incumbent  on  the  Govern- 
ment to  protect  them.  The  right  bon^ 
(TeoLleman  the  Chief  Secretary  has  ex- 
posed himself  to  some  criticism  in  Ireland 
for  the  care  he  has  taken  in  the  protection 
of  these  men*  1  would  put  this  to  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition.  What  is  to  be 
the  fate  of  these  phuitcrs  if  nothing  is  done 
to  settle  this  ipiestiou  ?  l^  it  only  bocayse 
they  refuse  to  fall  in  with  the  present  ar- 
rangements that  they  will  he  held  up  to 
the  odium  of  their  neighbours  ?  He 
himself  blames  us  for  condemning  land- 
grabbiug.  Li  doing  so  we  are  giving- 
voice  to  the  deep-rooted  sentiments  of  the 
Irish  people.  If  we  did  not  do  so 
probalily  much  more  violent  means  would 
\>it  resorted  to  for  tlie  purpose  of  putting 
an  ^Mi^  to  land-grabbing,  and  I  repeat 
tliiit  by  condemning  huid-grabbing  in  ibis 
House  and  on  platforms  in  Ireland  wo 
are  giving  voice  to  sentiments  wiiich  no 
Coercion  Act  can  ever  eradicate  from 
the  masses  of  the  Irish  people,  and  in 
iloing  so  we  are  im[)osing  upon  them  tu* 
amount  of  patience  and  restraint  whicii 
he  and  other  statesmen  have  been  unable 
to  impose.  Supjnising  there  is  no  pro- 
position made  by  I  he  Exei.Milive  Govern- 
ment in  Ire  laud  for  dealing  wifh  these 
cases  of  the  planters,  1  ask  the  right 
h<m.  Gt^ntleman  what  is  his  jnoposal  lor 
ttae  future  of  Irehmd  ?  He  knows  Ireland 
\i^v\  well  and  fought  very  hard  there* 
ami  fought  with  a  good  deal  of  courage. 
[An  hon.  Mlmiiek:  And  success.} 
That  remains  to  he  seen  ;  we  think  we 
have  had  some  success  also,  but  I  shall 
not  enter  into  that  question  at  present. 
But  supposing  the  preaei^t  Administra- 
tiou  was  thrown  out  of  Office,  and  that 
this  Bill  was  not  passed,  does  the  right 
hem.  Gentleman  imagine  for  a  moment 
that  even  if  ilemhers  like  myself  lost  our 
scats  in  Parliament  this  question  will 
not  cross  his  path,  or  the  path  of  any 
other  Mhiister  who  is  responsible  for  the- 
(Government  of  Ireland  't  I  say  it  will 
!>e  there,  and  must  be  faced  and  must  he 
dealt  with  by  any  Minister  responsible 
fur  public  order  in  Ireland.  I  say  liiat> 
in  my  opioion,  there  is  no  force  and 
no  weight  in  tlie  objection  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  made — namelj^ 
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that  tbiB  Bill  mi^ht  have  a  tendency 
to  liold  lip  to  tliL'  0*1  imn  of  flieir  neigh- 
bours planters  in  lre!ftii<i  who  wonltl 
not  leave  their  hoklings.  On  the  con- 
trary, it  atfords  a  means  to  the  planterj*, 
maoy  of  whom  are  only  too  anxiou.H 
to  get  away,  if  they  can  only  Uo  so  with- 
out  lot^s  of  money,  to  give  wp  the  hohling*. 
to  tlie  ok!  oecnpants.  I  turn  for  a  moment 
to  the  speeL4i  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Harbotir  Division,  lie  eoudemns  thift 
Bill,  anJ  says  it  will  leave  the  condition 
of  Ireland  worse  than  it  has  been  in  the 
past.  Wliftt  does  the  hon.  GenilGmaii 
propose  to  tio  for  those  evicted  tenants  ? 

Mr.  HARKINGTON  :  I  will  toil  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  will  allow  me. 
I  simply  advise  the  tenants  to  follow  the 
former  plan  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  to 
get  the  teuaut^s  to  hold  together,  and  not 
to  t-ake  advantage  of  this  Bill  until  tbey 
see  there  is  a  settlement  for  them  all. 
That  is  the  policy  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  follow e<l  when  I  was  eo- 
ojjerating  with  him  in  Ireland, 

Mh.  DILLON  :  I  know  a  good  deal 
libout  the  condition  of  the  evieted 
tenants  in  Ireland.  I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  man  in  thi^  House  who  has  been 
so  closely  identitied  with  them  for  several 
years  paj*t  as  1  have  been.  I  know  there 
are  l,oOO  families  who,  but  for  the  relief 
given  from  month  to  month  by  a  com- 
mittee of  winch  I  am  secretary,  would  be 
long  ago  in  the  workhouses  of  Ireland. 
I  speak  for  these  families,  and  I  e ay  were 
it  not  for  our  Party  and  for  the  exertions 
we  have  made  these  men  would  not  now 
be  even  in  a  position  to  claim  the  redemp- 
tion of  their  holdings.  I  say  the  unin 
who  renders  difficult  the  passing  of  this 
Bill,  or  throws  any  obstat-le  in  its  %vay, 
will  be  taking  upon  bis  bead  a  very  heavy 
responsibility.  Unqnestionably,  io  my 
judgment,  this  Bill,  if  it  w^ere  passed  in 
its  present  shape — and  we  all  recognise 
that  if  it  is  to  be  passed  through  this  House 
and  through  the  Houscof  Lords  there  muBt 
be  more  give  and  take,  and,  of  course,  if  I 
were  io  draft  an  Evicted  Tenants  Bill  I 
would  draft  it  on  ditTcrent  lines  ;  but  we 
cannot  expect  that  a  Minister  of  the 
Government  w^ill  come  down  to  this 
House  with  a  Bill  such  as  a  Leader  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  would  draft — but  J 
saj  that  in  my  judgment  this  Bill,  if  it 
were  passed,  would  support  at  least  three- 
fourths  or  four-fifths  of  the  evicted  tenants 
of  Ireland,  and   put  them   back   in  their 
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homes.  It  would  support  the  most  diffi- 
cult antl  most  distressing  cjises,  There 
may  be  a  fringe  that  it  tvouUI  not  touch, 
and  I  rejieat,  knowing  as  I  do  know  the 
terrible  conditions  of  these  people,  and 
the  desperate  necessities  ivhich  surround 
the  future  in  Irehind  if  they  are  left  in 
their  present  unseltled  state^  that  the  man 
who  wotild  take  upon  himself  the  respon* 
sihility  of  getting  this  Bill  rejected  will 
take  tipon  his  head  an  enoniious  responsi- 
bility, because  he  will  have  to  take  upon 
bis  shoulders  the  duty  of  supporting  2,000 
or  3,000  families,  who,  by  means  of  this 
Bill,  would  ho  restored  to  their  homes. 
According  to  the  speeches  of  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  this  Bill  will  not  settle 
the  question.  Well,  let  them  draft  a  Bill 
that  will  settle  the  question.  If  they  do 
I  will  admit  they  have  achieved  a  t&sk 
which  has  not  yet  been  accomplished  by 
imj  man  that  ever  sat  in  this  House,  and 
that  they  are  the  greatest  stAtesmen  of 
the  century.  It  is  no  reproach  to  any 
statesman  or  to  the  modern  Liberal  Party 
that  they  are  nnuhle  by  a  single  Bill  to 
settle  all  the  accunuilatcd  evils  of  all  the 
agrarian  wars  in  Ireland  for  two  and  a 
half  centuries  past,  I  believe  in  my 
heart  it  is  beyond  the  pow*er  of  this  House 
ever  to  settle  the  Irish  Land  Question 
finally.  You  can  only  work  in  this  House 
from  hand  to  moutli.  You  can  only  pass 
Bills  which  will  meet  the  emergency  of 
the  moment,  or  settle  a  question  for  a 
year  or  two.  Bill  after  Bill  has  been 
passed  by  Tory  Government  and  by- 
Li  hernl  Government,  and  yet  the  Irish  ^ 
land  problem  remains  unsolved.  This  | 
Bill,  no  doubt,  will  not  settle  the  whole 
questions.  It  will  not  settle  iu  their 
homes  the  tenants  who  are  to  be  evicted 
next  year  J  who  are  now  under  notice  of 
eviction  ;  it  will  not  deal  with  the 
40,000  tenants  who  have  been  cut  out 
from  the  benefits  of  the  Land  Acts  by  the 
eviction-made-easy  clause,  passed  by  the 
Leader  of  the  present  Opposition  in  1887* 
It  will  not  produce  an  arcadia  in  Ireland, 
nor  bring  on  the  millennium.  But  I  will 
toll  you  what  it  will  do.  It  will  return 
to  their  homes,  in  my  humble  judgment, 
2,000  or  3,000  families  in  Ireland  who 
are  at  this  moment  a  source  of  embar- 
rassment and  danger  and  ditfieulty  to  the 
Government  of  the  country.  It  will,  in 
my  judgment,  if  it  is  passed^  restore  to 
their  homes  a  number  of  families,  who 
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are  at  present  Id  despair  and  threatetied  ' 
with  «tarvatiou,  and  who  have  been 
eviuled,  whether  you  think  rightly  or 
-wronglj — in  the  opinion  of  their  neigh- 
txpore,  and  that  h  the  important  point 
after  all — have  been  evicted,  io  the 
opinion  of  their  country  men  and  uei^^h* 
bouri;^  nujustlj.  I  appeal  most  !*oleniiilr 
to  the  House  hjkI  to  gentlemen  who  pro- 
|>ose  to  reject  this  Bill  to  remember  what 
the  effect  has  been  in  Irehxinl  of  a  year 
and  a-half  of  £air  trcatmont,  and  of  the 
effect  of  hope  in  the  present  rigirne.  It 
has  been  made  a  matter  of  reproach  to 
the  Government,  not  lately  I  will  say,  1  y 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  but,  by 
some  Conservative  Members,  that  the 
present  Government  is  governing  Ireland 
by  hope.  After  all,  is  uot  hope  a  better 
thing  to  govern  the  eoimtry  with  than 
Coercion  and  police  ?  I  appeal  to  this 
Hou^e,  since  the  effects  on  Irelainl  has 
been  so  encouraging  and  so  delightful,  I 
would  pay  to  every  section  of  the  House 
of  the  Administration  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  diirjtig  the  last  IH  months,  that 
you  will  not  deny  him  thef«e  means, 
which  he  asks*  For  my  part  I  will  sny 
this,  that  as  far  as  I  can  understand  it, 
and  speaking  for  the  Irish  people,  that 
this  Bill,  even  if  it  do  not  completely  and 
finally  settle  the  Irish  Land  Question,  it 
will  l>e,  if  it  is  passed,  a  most  potent  and 
powerful  instrument  in  the  hands  of  the 
Executive  to  maintain  that  peace  and 
quiet  which  have  been  so  prevalent  of 
late  in  Ireland. 

Mii.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) said,  that  be  felt  that  it  would  not 
lie  prudent  at  that  early  time  to  express 
a  final  judgraent  on  the  proposals  of  the 
Chief  Secretary,  but  speaking  generally, 
be  recognised,  as  every  Member  of  the 
House  must  recognise,  tlmt  the  right 
hou*  Gentleman  had  made  a  sincere 
attempt  at  a  settlement.  He  also  hopetl 
that  it  would  also  prove  a  practical 
attempt.  Whilst  it  was  gratifying  to 
find  that  the  object  of  the  Bill  had  such 
wide  sympathy  in  the  House — he  could 
cot  but  feel  that  its  success  would  depend 
liot  a  little  on  the  three  men  chosen  to 
be  the  arbitrators,  and  still  more  on  the 
spirit  in  which  the  proposals  were  re- 
ceived by  the  landlords  in  Ireland  and 
by  the  tenants.  If  the  friends  of  the 
laodlords  did  not  impress  on  them  the 
<i6Sirability  of  being  reasonable,  and  if 
the  frieods  of  the  tenants  did  not  impress 


on  them  the  desirability  of  helping  as  fur 
US  the  J  could,  all  attempts  to  settle  the 
difficulty  would  be  vain,  and  foohsh,  and 
futile.  But  ho  felt  quite  certain,  how- 
ever, that  if  those  who  had  inflnence 
with  the  landlords  or  the  tenants  would 
use  their  best  efforts  to  bring  the  two 
classes  togothcr^  the  House  might  look 
with  hope  to  the  operations  of  the  Bill. 
They  might  say  this  with  respect  to  the 
whole  re(!eption  of  the  Bill  :  the  success 
of  the  meiiBure  would  altogether  depend 
on  whether  they  had  reasonable  or  un- 
reasonable conduct  in  Ireland.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  all  who  hud  inflneneo  in 
the  matter  would  try  to  ensure  that  ihe 
conduct  should  be  reasonnble,  and  if  that 
were  done  the  country  might  look  with 
hope  to  the  results  of  this  measure,  and 
might  trust  to  its  effecting  a  large  settle- 
ment of  the  present  difficulties.  Surely, 
everyone  must  ailmit  at  the  outset  that 
tljero  was  considerable  motive  to  induce 
them  to  do  their  best  in  the  matter. 
What  was  the  sit  nation  ?  There  was  a 
mgged  cloud  of  witnesses  in  Ireland  be- 
tokening the  existence  of  an  evil  spirit, 
approaching  to  civil  war  in  the  past,  and 
the  continued  existence  of  which  const i- 
iuted  a  threat  of  a  renewal  of  civil  war 
in  ihe  future.  If  they  wished  to  effect  a 
permanent  and  peaceful  settlement  they 
must  do  their  best  to  abate  the  feeling 
of  illtreatment  in  the  past.  Such  a 
course  would  be  desirable  in  the  interest 
of  Ireland  and  in  the  interest  of  all 
Parties  ;  luid  it  was  certainly  most  de- 
sirable in  the  interest  of  those  who 
thought  that  there  might  be  a  change  of 
Administration  in  the  near  futnre  th^it 
the  question  should  be  settled,  for,  in 
whatever  difficulties  this  band  of  dispos- 
sessed tenants  might  involve  the  present 
Government,  any  future  Government, 
with  a  different  political  complex  ion,wou  Id 
be  placed  in  infinitely  worse  difficulties. 
That  was  a  motive,  surely,  that  should 
be  sufficient  to  make  them  disposed  to 
enter  into  a  discussion  of  this  problem 
without  desiring  to  renew  the  old  forces 
of  disorder,  or  aggravate  or  rekindle  i 
fires  that  might  be  for  the  moment 
dormant.  It  had  been  said,  indeed,  that 
the  problem  was  much  larger  in  extent 
than  the  Chief  Secretary  had  said.  That 
might  be  very  likely  true,  hut  ho  was  in* 
dined  to  think  that  a  disposition  to  cur- 
tail the  dimensions  of  the  problem  could 
be  developed  so  as  to  make  it  very  much 
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tjiore  reiliiceil  tbau  it  seemed.  After  all 
ti  Imidloni  did  not  like  to  Lave  derelict 
Intid  L*ij  hh  liaudi^,  aud  although  tlie 
}irGseui  year  wan  a  verj  good  one  in 
Irchiud  uo  doubt  mimy  Irisili  landlords 
fotmd  it  extretiieljr  uiiprofitahle  to  work 
their  own  laud.  I  would  prefer  to  have 
isoiuie  teuautH  and  get  some  reut??.  With 
regard  to  the  plaiiterfi,  he  could  not  suv 
whether  thej  would  itmiHt  upon  their 
rights  to  renmiu  upou  their  holdings  or 
uot  ;  but  he  eutirely  coucurred  in  the 
view  of  the  Chief  SeeretAry,  that  it  was 
iuipoijiiihle  to  dis[)osseai*  them  against 
their  wUL  He  entirely  a^^reed  with  the 
propoiiitiou  that  it  was  impossible  to  dis- 
pose, without  tlieir  assent,  of  thoise  who 
eultivated  farms  as  planters,  and  he  did 
yot  thhjk  that  the  Legislature,  how^ever 
well  iueliued  it  might  be  towardt*  the 
evicted  tenant,  would  ever  listen  to  a 
suggestion  of  that  kind,  He^  therefore, 
deprecated  any  violent  expulsion  of  new 
tenants  in  older  to  put  haek  old  tenantri. 
It  was  quite  possible,  as  the  iion.  Gen- 
rleuiau  the  Mem  her  for  East  Miiyo  had 
isaid,  that  niauy  of  these  platitt.*rs  would 
be  well  pleased,  on  receiving  compensa- 
tion, to  relinquish  their  holdings.  But 
eveu  if  they  insisted  upou  remaining, 
and  wore  exposed  to  all  the  odium 
of  which  they  were  warued,  if  not 
llireiiteiiod,  by  the  hou.  Member  for  the 
Hafbour  Division  of  Dublin  (Mr.  liarriii^- 
tou)  tile  situation  would  he  much  changed 
by  tlie  planters  who  were  willing  to 
go  giving  up  their  fariii^.  Be  that  as 
it  might,  he  tliought  the  Bill,  if  it 
beeame  law,  would  do  mneb  to  restore 
agiariati  peace  in  Ireland.  The  whole 
working  out  of  the  scheme  depended  on 
tlic  sjMiit  in  whieb  it  would  he  laken  up 
by  ih(»se  who  had  iutlueiicc  iti  Ire  laud. 
The  jiibitraturs  woidd  have  to  consider 
whetiicr  the  tetuint  on  one  side  or  tlie 
laiHllord  on  tite  other  was  uiireaHonable* 
The  Hueeess  of  tiio  scheme  depemled  on 
wbetiier  there  wa8  reasonable  or  uu- 
reasoniible  eonduet  iu  Irelainl,  and 
reasonable  or  unreasoaable  eonduet  oji 
ihe  part  of  those  who  were  able  to  lu- 
fltiencc  piihlic  conduct  in  I  re  hind  ;  hut 
lie  did  hope  tiiat  tui  both  sides  thcniatler 
would  he ,  irrated  in  a  coneib'ati*i\v  and 
reasomdde  spirit,  and  tliat  those  who 
possessed  iuHuence  would  try  and  make 
that  spirit  |>revaiL 

Mr.  VV.  UEDMUND  (Clare,  E.)  said, 
lie  would  not  have  riiJcu  at  alt  were  it  not 
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for  the  speech  of  the  hou.  Member  for 
East  Mayo»  That  hou.  Memlierhad  said 
that  gre*it  responsihility  would  rest  upou 
the  head  of  any  person  who  did  anything 
to  interfere  with  the  pass^age  of  the  Bill, 
He  agreed  with  the  hou.  Member,  but  he 
should  add  that  he  thought  that  his 
rtpecch  hiid  contributed  more  heat  to  the 
question  than  auythiiii;  else  which  hml 
taken  place  dtniug  the  Debate.  The 
boa.  Member  for  East  Mayo  ha<l  dimply 
nuide  an  attaek  on  the  hon,  Meinher  for 
the  llarWiir  Division  of  Dublin.  He  had 
said  tiuit  that  hou.  Member  was  nuiriiig 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
in  attempting  lo  wreck  the  Bill.  Tho 
hon.  Member  knew  perfectly  well  wlien 
using  that  itnw^orthy  sneer  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Harbour  Division  had 
given  tpiite  as  much  time,  and  risked 
(piite  as  much,  and  guttered  quite  as 
much  in  the  interests  of  the  evicted 
tenants  as  the  bon.  Member  for  East- 
Mayo.  The  hon.  Member  had  also 
spoken  in  sneering  t<mes  of  those  >vha 
**  prefentb'd  ''  to  be  the  friends  of  IrelamK 
He  did  not  know  w^hefher  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber referred  to  htm  and  those  who  were 
associated  with  biin,  l^it  if  so  he  CLHild 
only  say  that  at  the  time  when  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  recj aired  pe^iplo  to 
show  their  frieiulship  for  the  evicted 
tenants  by  standing  by  his  side  in  many  n 
struggle  and  following  liiiu  to  pris^on,  it 
was  men  like  the  bou.  Meml*er  for  the 
HarlHYur  Division  to  whom  he  looked, 
and  not  to  many  of  liiose  newer  friend* 
who  sat  around  him  that  day.  The  hou. 
Member  sp*ike  alwiit  uniting  with  the 
hon.  Memlier  for  South  Tyrone,  but  he 
knew  perfectly  well  that  the  boii.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone  approached  the 
diaenssion  of  the  measure  from  quite  a. 
diU'erent  point  of  view.  The  hon.  Mein* 
ber  for  South  Tyrone  showed  clearly  in 
Ids  speech  timt  be  did  not  dosire  to  see 
tbe  question  settled  at  all.  lie  |K)!;^Qd  a^ 
the  frienil  of  the  tenant  since  bis  eon- 
fitituents  had  uigetl  uj>on  him  theqtiestioD 
of  land  in  Jreland.  Bui  he  was  not 
entitled  to  *?peak  on  behalf  of  the 
tenants  or  any  considerable  eeciioii  of 
people  interestetl  in  this  Bill  in  Ireland, 
and  they  knew  perfectly  well  that  in 
making  Ins  speech  the  bon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  did  so  for  the  pur|>Orte  of 
throwing  obtstaeles  in  tlie  way  of  any 
settlement  of  ilie  question  at  all.  There* 
fore,  the  suggestion  of  union  between  the 
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hOD.  Member  for  South  T^rrone  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Harbour  Division 
wati  oue  which  should  not  luive  b(?eii 
Utteretl.  He  nyuipathised  to  a  great 
extent  with  the  v\^\\i  Ijoil  (Tetilleumn  iu 
having  to  tlejiJ  \vith  tJiis  tiuitter  at  id  I  ; 
but  he  asked,  how  L'oulil  thej  be  auytbiug 
but  ditJaji|>oiiited  at  hi.H  action  wiiun  tht^y 
remembered  that  he  sopportt^d  the  Bill 
which  dealt  almost  piiiuipjilly  with  ehe 
(juestiou  of  planters,  an*!  now  absolutely 
refused  to  touch  the  question  ?  It  was 
because  he  thon^ht  the  best  woy  of 
dealing  with  the  Chief  Secretary  wa^  to 
speak  plainly  that  he  told  lum  it  was  Ids 
convietioti  that  the  ditficulty  of  the 
evicted  tenants'  i)uestiotj  was  iu  the  fact 
of  these  farnist  being  taken,  ^'odoul4  it 
would  be  an  excellent  thing  to  reinstate 
people  iu  farms  uow  vacant,  hut  if  peo[ile 
were  put  into  every  derelict  farm  to- 
morrow^ there  would  still  remain  tre- 
mendous difficulty  if  the  planters  were 
not  dealt  with.  Did  the  right  hon. 
Geutlemaii  really  think  that  fit  ace  and 
order  would  be  restored  to  uei|i2^hbotir- 
hoodH  in  which  one  tenant  was  reinstateil 
while  another  tenant  at  the  other  side  of 
the  ditch  or  acroi^s  the  road  was  left  ont 
of  bis  farm  bccautie  it  was  o^^cupicd  hy  \\. 
planter  from  the  North  of  Ireland  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  settle 
the  question,  Uu  the  contrary,  he 
believed  the  C*hicf  Secretary  won  Id  liy 
thii»  Bill  raise  an  ajb^itation  u  gainst 
laud  grabliinjL'  —  against  the  practice 
of  taking  farms  from  which  people 
had  been  evicted  —  which  would 
be  of  n  very  <laugerous  character. 
The  feelings  of  the  nnin  who  t*aw  Ids 
farm  taken,  his  children  on  the  roadsitic, 
and  a  t-tranger  under  his  roof  would  he 
very  Utter,  The  greatest  check  upiuj 
outrages  during  the  last  few  years  had 
been  the  belief  thar  when  the  Govern- 
ment came  into  power  tim  question  would 
be  dealt  with,  the  new  tenants  got  rid  of 
by  compeusatiou,  and  the  old  ones 
restored.  It  was  not  because  the  people 
were  less  Idtter  that  they  were  uow 
quiet  ;  it  was  because  men  like  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  had  encouraged  the 
hope  that  land  grabbing  and  tlie  planters 
would  be  dealt  with  on  the  lines  of  Mr, 
O'Kelly's  Bill,  and  that  ali  the  evicted 
without  exception  would  be  restored  to 
their  homes.  But  when  the  proposals  td' 
the  Bill  became  known  in  Ireland,  there 
would     be    great    disappointment,       To- 
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morrow  the  people  whose  farms  had 
been  taken  and  occupied  won  Id  say, 
*^*^The  Government  will  do  nothing  for 
us.''  What  would  he  the  effect  r  It 
would  bring  despair  ami  dismay  to  the 
liearts  of  all  these  people  who  had  seen 
their  land  grabbed.  What  would  they 
say  ?  Why,  *'  Our  neighbours  who  were 
evicted  but  wiiose  lands  were  not  grjibbod 
have  bc"eu  put  back,  hi  it  the  Government 
will  ilo  nothing  for  ns,"  He  trusted  that 
these  people  in  their  despair  would  not 
take  the  hiw  into  their  own  hands ;  hut  if 
he  were  an  Irish  tcnunt  who  had  seen  his 
land  grabbed*  and  had  been  encouraged 
by  Irish  Members  of  PaiHamenl  to 
believe  that  when  a  Liberal  Govern- 
ment came  into  power  the  planterii 
would  be  dispossessed,  and  he  would 
get  hack  his  old  home,  he  should  he 
very  bitter  at  heurl  indeed  if  he 
were  told  that  nothing  at  all  tn  that 
directiou  was  to  l>e  done  for  him.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
was  in  a  Viivy  ditlicndt  posit ion»  and  he 
(Mr,  W.  Redmond)  could  net  help  ex- 
pressing a  certain  amonnt  of  sympathy 
with  him,  but  the  right  hon,  Genticnmu 
nmst  know  that  when  one  in  his  own 
position  deliberately  walked  into  the 
Division  Lol*by  to  vote  in  support  of  a 
proposal  by  an  Irish  Member  to  deal 
with  the  planters,  and  put  the  tenants 
hack  into  their  holdings,  the  circum- 
stauces  carried  great  weight  with  the 
people  in  Ireland.  He  uuist  know 
that  it  was  a  dangerous  thing  to  dis- 
appoint the  people  of  Ireland  in  that 
way.  No  doubt  the  evicted  tenants  to- 
morrow won  hi  say,  "^  Why,  he  voted  for 
Mr.  O' Kelly's  Bill  to  put  us  back  on  our 
farms,  but  now  that  he  has  the  oppor- 
tnnity  of  dealing  with  this  very  sub- 
ject lie  makes  no  effort  to  restore  us.'* 
It  was  not  that  he  (Mr.  W.  Redmond) 
was  not  anxious  for  mo  me  such  Bill  as 
this  to  become  law.  He  was  anxious. 
Everyone  who  lived  iu  Ireland  mujst  he 
anxious  to  have  the  evicted  tenants 
restored  and  to  have  this  matter  settled, 
but  they  wished  to  fciee  it  settled  iu  a 
manner  that  would  prove  real  and  lasting. 
He  trusted  that  pressure  would  be  put  on 
the  Government,  when  the  Bill  was  in 
Conujiittee,  to  make  it  a  more  satisfactory 
measure,  and  he  should  be  very  niuclx 
surprised  if  the  whole  of  the  Irish 
Nationalists  did  not  join  in  bringing  that 
pressure  lo  hciir.     It  might  be  said  that 
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it  would  be  difficult  to  deal  wit  li  iiien  who 
bad  taken  farms  and  settled  on  tUeuu  luit 
it  did  not  seem,  to  hie  mind,  more  diftiriill 
to  di»  that  than  to  nppoiiit  three  men  to 
gay  thnt  in  other  ciit^es  evicted  teoanti? 
ehould  be  put  hack.  He  trusted  that  io 
Committee  the  Bill  would  he  amentled 
80  as  to  provide  for  the  reiuHtatement  of 
those  evicted  teimut^  whose  laod  had 
been  grabbed. 

Notice  taken,  that  4i)  Members  were 
Dot  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  beiug  found  present, 

*Mr.  DANE  (Fermanagh,  N.)  said, 
there  was  no  one  who  had  a  knowledge 
of  Ireland  who  did  not  commiserate  with 
the  right  hon*  Gentleman  in  the  varied 
troubles  and  diflieiilties  he  liad  to  face. 
Probablj  not  the  least  of  the  present 
troubles  with  which  he  had  to  eoutend  was 
the  Bill  he  had  introduced  to*night.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  jvosition  after 
hearin*^  the  speeches  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  tlie  Harbour  Division  of  Dublin,  the 
hoM.  MenjV>er  for  East  Clare,  and  the  lion, 
Meml>er  for  Eastt  Mayo,  reminded  him 
(Mr*  Dane)  very  forciblv  of  an  expression 
!n  somewhat  common  use  in  portions  of 
Ireland — namely,  **  He  is  between  the 
Devil  and  the  deep  sea,"  though  in 
(?Mse  it  woidd  bo  more  correct  tn 
that  the  right  hon.  Getitlcman 
between  several  devils  and  the  deep 
But  whilst  he  commiserated  with 
right  hoo.  Gentleman  and  shared  with 
him  to  some  extent  the  sympathy  he  had 
expressed  for  the  evicted  tenants  in  Ire- 
land, he  was  bound  to  say  he  did  not  go 
as  far  as  the  rtglit  hon.  Gentlemau  in  that 
direction.  He  had  no  sympathy  for  th© 
evicteil  tenants  on  the  Campaign  estates. 
He  could  have  no  sympathy  witli  tenants 
who,  beiug  well  able  to  pay  their  rents, 
allowed  themselves  to  be  led  away  by 
agrarian  agitators,  w*ho  made  their  liveli- 
hood out  of  the  agitation.  Beyond  all 
doubt,  on  those  estates  the  tenants  were 
not  only  well-to-do,  but  perfectly  caj>able 
of  paying  their  rents  if  they  had  only 
acted  up  to  the  standard  of  honest  men. 
One  of  the  17  Campaign  estates  was  that 
of  the  nobleman  who  (ill  lately  had  held  the 
office  of  Governor  General  of  India.  That 
estate?  was  situated  in  Queen\s  County, 
A  person  might  travel  the  whole  of  Ire- 
land w*ithout  finding  a  more  flourishing 
and  contented  estate  than  ihiB.  But  tlie 
professional  agitators  went  down  to  the 
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estate  and  got  hold  of  I  he  tenantry,  witb 

the  result  t ha t,  so  far  as  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic tenantry  were  concerned,  tliey  were 
forced  into  joining  the  Plan  of  C»mpaigD. 
It  was  nndouhtedly  a  fact  that  on  that 
estate  of  Lord  Larifr^downe  not  a  single 
Protestant  out  ot  a  great  number  of  Pro- 
testant tenants  on  it  joined  tlie  Plan  of 
Campaign — and  this  was  an  ol>servation 
which  applieil,  if  not  to  all  tenants  on 
Plan  of  Campaign  estates,  at  all  events 
to  the  vast  majority  of  them.  He  found 
that  tlie  Report  of  the  Mathew  Com- 
niission  went  very  fully  into  the  affairs 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  estates  with 
which  it  dealt.  One  of  those  was  tho 
Lansdowne  estate,  and  attached  to  the 
Report  of  the  Commission,  in  au 
Appendix,  was  a  list  of  the  tenants 
and  a  description  of  their  holdioga. 
What  was  the  fact  'f  The  very  first 
name  that  he  found  in  the  Schedule  of 
the  Appendix  was  that  of  a  gentleman 
who  occupied  a  seat  in  the  House — the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Kerry.  Thi» 
gentlemau  it  seemed,  holding  868  acret» 
upon  that  estate  at  a  rent  of  £760^ 
allowe<i  himself  to  be  evicted  for  uon- 
payment  of  one  year's  rent.  The  Mem* 
hers  of  the  House  daily  had  an  oppor- 
tnnity  of  seeitig  this  hon.  Member 
adorning  the  Benches  below  the  f Gang- 
way, and  there  were  few  men  but  w^ould 
have  thought  that  he  was  a  reasonab1<3 
ami  sensible  man.  Was  it  that  the  hoiii 
Meuil>er  was  not  able  to  pay  his  rent  ? 
Nothing  of  the  kind,  because  the  hon* 
Member  bad,  at  a  meeting  of  the  Irish 
National  League  held  in  Dublin,  and 
reporte^l  in  TAc  Freeman'' s  Journal  of 
tlie  30th  of  March,  1887,  publicly  said — 

•*  The  Luf^pKnirren  evictlotiN  differed  from  all 
other  evictions  to  this  extont^ — that  the  tenantie 
wem  ai*I«  to  pay  their  rent/* 

He  said — 
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**  It  wtks  a  fight  of  intelligence  backed  up  by 
the  leaden*  of  their  race," 

He  had  been  very  much  struck  with  the 
gentle  tones  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  in  the  House  to-night— so  different 
from  the  impassioned  rhetoric  with  which 
he  was  wont  to  address  his  co-patriot« 
when  iie  went  on  the  rampage  in 
Ireland.  He  (Mr.  Dane)  should  like 
to  know  what  the  preilecessors  of  the 
I,o(R>  tenants  who  would  come  under 
the  definition  of  evicted  tenants  woold 
say  when  they  read  their  Free  man*  $ 
Journal  to-morrow  and  found   that 
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dW  perilous  wbo  under  tlic  Bill  would  get 
city  of  tenure  would  be  the  1  ,oOO  so-called 
lud-grabbers  ?   These  laud-gnililiers  had 
&nly  to  object  to  heiut^  displaced  and  nil 
proceedings    in    favour   of    the    evicted 
BimnttJ  who  were  squatting  on  the  road- 
f«ide   would    be  blocked.       What    would 
lese  people  Bay  when  thev  reuieuibered 
iiat    the    late    First    Conmiirfsiouer    of 
Torka  (Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre)  had  declared 
[to   thetu   that  within  oue  month  of  the 
I  Liberal  Party  coming  into    power  they 
I  would    be  restored  to  tlieir  homesteads  ? 
the  Bill  wag  to  become  law  lie  (Mr, 
ftoe)  should  like  to  know  where  was  the 
carity    for    the    life  of    any    one    of 
l,5t>0  teiiauts  now   in  possession  ? 
f^Wheo    the    Chief    Secretary     made    his 
declaration  someone  on  the  Back  Benches 
elow    the    Gangway  said^  "  That    is   a 
rioiia    provit*ion — ^they    cannot    touch 
tiese  men  '*  ;  and  from  behind  came  the 
alemn,   dreadful   words  **  We   will  boy- 
ott  them,"     He  happened  to  know  that 
Jre-ady   the  planters   on  the  Massereene 
state  were  most  strictly  boycotted,  and  if 
filiey  were  boycottoil  now  would  they  he 
iljoycotted  any   leiss  on  the  Bill  becoming 
law  ?     The  Bill,  in  his  opinion,  was  not 
im    honest    Bill.       If    the     right    bon. 

•Oeritleman  and  hi.s  Government  honestly 
desired  to  relieve  the  unfortnnate  dupey 
of    political    agitators    let   them    boldly 

■  bring  forward  a  Bill  to  compensate 
tbem  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
and  then  see  what  thq  British  taxpayer 
would  suy.      He  objected  to  the  Bill  not 

ionly  on  the  ground  of  principle,  bnt  be- 
cause it  sought  to  iipply  £100^()(>C>  of  the 
Church  sjurplus  to  do  what  ?  It  was  bad 
enough  to  plnruler  the  Church,  but  it  was 
■worse  than  sacrilege  to  apply  the  plunder 
in  rewarding  men  who  had  been  guilty  of 
dishonest  condnct  in  every  shape  and  form. 
The  Bill  would  give  a  preminm  to  dis* 
honest  tenants.  The  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo  had  enlivened  his  speech  with 
an  aoeedote  abonta  land  agent  who  went 
^^Qp  to  the  North  of  Ireland  to  look  for 
^Bplanters.  This  man  said,  "  I  met  many 
^"men  who  had  plenty  of  money  but 
BO  pluck,  and  some  men  with  plenty  of 

i pluck  but  no  money.''  He  (Mr.  Dane) 
knew  plenty  of  these  so-called  planters 
who  were  in  possession  of  their  farms. 
They  were  humble  men,  without  per- 
haps much  money,  but  they  hati 
ialwayg  discharged  their  contracts 
honestly,  and  were  by  uo  means  without 
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pluck.  Anyone  who  at  tempted  to  inter- 
fere with  them  would  get  as  good  as  he 
gave.  Many  of  the  evicted  tenants,  oa 
die  other  Inuid,  were  men  who  hail  never 
done  an  honest  day's  work  in  their  livea. 
Were  they  to  be  preferred  before  the 
other  class  ?  Were  the  ten:mts  who  had 
always  paid  their  rent,  who  had  never 
had  arrears  wiped  o1!',  to  have  plautetl 
by  their  sides,  with  fixity  of  tenure,  these 
social  plague  ftpots  If  If  the  right  hou, 
Gentlemau  desired  to  be  generous  let  him 
be  so  at  the  expense  of  the  State,  and  not 
at  that  of  honest  men  who  bail  lived 
honest,  prosperous  lives,  ami  had  always 
met  their  contracts  ns  they  l>ecanie  due. 
Any thing  more  ludicrous  than  the  pro- 
position of  the  Chief  Secretary  wasiuever 
heard  of.  He  proposed  a  Cotirt  of  Arbi- 
tration manned  by  three  arbitrators.  They 
did  not  know  who  these  arbitrators  were 
to  be.  They  did  not  know  if  the  head 
was  to  be  a  limb  of  tlie  law,  or  a  farmer, 
or  statistician.  At  all  events,  these 
tenants  were  to  come  off'  from  the  road- 
sides, and  the  Court  of  Arbitration  was 
to  sit  u[)on  them  atid  settle  what  amount 
was  to  be  paid,  and  then  the  tenants, 
wiio  had  been  living  from  hand  to  nu>uth 
on  charity  doled  out  from  the  Land 
League  ofliccs  in  Dublin,  were  to  find 
half  the  amount.  Where  were  they  to 
get  it  ?  VV^>nld  the  hon.  Meml>er  Cor  East 
Mayo,  who  ap]ieared  to  him  to  have  no 
menus   of  livelihood  himself — by   which 

expression  he  meant 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  I  rise  to  Order.  la 
this  reference  to  my  hon.  Friend  within 
the  common  decencies  of  Debate  ? 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  hope  the  liou. 
Goutlemau  will  refrain  from  personalities 
of  any  kind,  and  that  he  will  retract  that 
expression, 

Mjt,  DANE  said,  he  would  be  sorry  to 
use  language  that  would  hurt  the  feelings 
of  any  hon.  Member.  He  used  these 
words  in  the  sense  that  the  hon.  Member 
h,^d  no  profession,  and  that  the  only  work 
he  followed  was  to  go  rownd  the  country 
making  political  speeches,  Hon.  Gentle- 
men were  very  susceptible  of  having  their 
feelings  wounded.  However,  he  would 
like  to  hear  something  practical  from  them 
as  to  who  was  to  pay  the  half  that  these 
tenants  were  to  be  called  upon  to  furnish. 
They  were  told  that  the  houses  on  the 
farms  would  not  be  in  good  condition, 
and,  with  great  generosity,  the  Chief 
Secretary   was   to    give    them    £50    to 
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put  a  bouse  ou  the  farm.  Let  tbem 
just  picture  the  conditiou  of  these 
1,500  evicted  tenants  passed  back  to 
the  evicted  farms  without  a  sixpence 
except  what  they  could  get  from  hou. 
Members  behind  him,  with  £50  for 
a  house,  and  nothing  to  stock  or  support 
the  farm  with  !  How  long  would  these 
new  tenants  be  in  possession  before  they 
would  be  in  arrears  again  ?  What  would 
the  tenants  do  when  they  got  in  there  ? 
Supposing  their  friends  came  forward 
and  gave  them  half  the  money,  and  they 
got  this  £50  to  put  a  house  on  the  farm. 
How  were  they  to  pay  the  rent  ?  He 
always  liked  to  look  at  a  thing  reason- 
ably and  from  a  practical  point  of  view. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  nothing  more 
ridiculous  could  have  been  propounded 
than  the  arguments  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. If  there  was  one  thing  more  than 
another  that  he  had  always  admired  in 
the  Chief  Secretary  it  was  the  display  he 
made  of  the  courage  of  his  convictions, 
and  he  congratulated  him  upon  the 
courage  he  displayed  in  this  matter.  He 
gave  him  credit  also  for  having  strangled 
the  Report  of  the  Mathew  Commission. 
Let  them  hope  that  the  Commission  he 
was  about  to  construct  would  be  con- 
structed ou  practical  principles,  and  that 
the  three  men  he  placed  upon  it  would  be 
sound,  practie»l  men.  Let  him  put  men 
on  the  Commission  who  would  have  the 
good  sense  to  hold  their  tongues,  and  not 
go  into  Court  determined  to  prejudge  the 
case,  thereby  losing  the  confidence  of  all 
parties  who  had  to  go  before  them.  He 
represented  an  agricultural  constituency, 
and  was  returned  there  by  farmers  who 
had  paid  their  rents  honestly,  and  often 
with  great  difficulty,  during  all  these  bad 
times. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  Yes,  of  the  tenant 
farmers  who  took  advantage  of  the  re- 
ductions brought  about  by  the  Plan  of 
Campaign. 

•Mr.  DANE  :  No,  men  who  took  what 
they  got  under  the  law  of  the  land,  and 
who  set  an  example  to  the  rest  of  Ire- 
land ;  and  if  their  example  had  been 
followed  we  should  not  have  been  dis- 
cussing an  Evicted  Tenants  Bill  to- 
night. 

Mu.  SEXTON  (Kerry,  N.)  said,  the 
learned  Gentleman  in  discussing  the 
qualifications  of  the  arbitrators  under  the 
Bill  seemed  to  think  that  silence  should 
be    their    chief   qualification.     He   was 
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bound  to  say  that  the  hon.  Member's  owa 
speech  was  no  proof  that  he  possessed 
that  qualification  himself.  He  had 
listened  to  speeches  in  that  House  during 
the  most  acute  phases  of  the  Irish  Ques- 
tion, and  he  must  say  that  he  never 
heard  one  so  rude,  so  coarse,  and  so 
oflfensive  as  that  which  they  had  just 
heard.  The  learned  Gentleman  spoke  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  as  a 
person  without  the  means  of  subsistence 
— an  absurd  and  absolute  and  manifest 
falsehood.  They  knew  of  men  inside 
and  outside  that  House  who  had  pro- 
fessions and  yet  had  not  the  means  of 
subsistence.  He  could  not  imagine 
any  Englishman  who  had  not  allowed 
his  mind  to  be  prejudiced  by  Party  feel- 
ing listening  to  that  speech  from  the 
advocate — a  scion  of  the  Irish  landlord 
class  —  without  conceiving  what  in- 
dignity that  class  is  capable  of  casting 
upon  the  Irish  people. 

Mr.  DANE  ;  I  did  not  speak  as  a 
scion  or  a  representative  of  the  landlord 
class. 

Mr.  sexton  :  He  is  one,  at  any 
rate. 

Mr.  DANE :  I  beg  to  say  I  am 
not. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  I  think  he  is  a 
member  of  a  family  connected  with  the 
ownership  of  land  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  DANE  :  I  am  not. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  at  all  events,  the 
hon.  Member  appeared  as  the  advocate 
of  the  landlord  class  in  Ireland,  and  his 
speech  was  steeped  in  Party  spite.  When 
one  considered  how  deeply  the  future 
settlement  of  the  country  was  concerned 
with  this  question,  and  how  totally  the 
hon.  Member  turned  bis  back  upon  the 
great  interests  involved,  he  asked  whe- 
ther this  House  could  desire  any  more 
conclusive  proof  that  in  dealing  with 
Irish  affairs  it  was  not  safe  to  follow  the 
advice  of  those  who  appeared  as 
advocates  of  the  landlord  class  ?  Now, 
these  tenants  evicted  from  1879,  who 
were  they  ?  They  were  the  men  who  by 
their  spirit  and  courage  and  self-sacrifice 
put  themselves  in  the  forefront  of  the 
land  agitation.  It  was  true  that  some  of 
them  would  have  been  able  to  pay  their 
rents  at  the  moment.  But  was  it  to  be 
contended  that  because  a  tenant  had 
some  money  he  was  to  pay  any  rent  that 
the  landlord  chose  to  demand  ?  These 
were   the  men   that   had   wrung   eeven 


Evicied  Tenants  {19  April  1894} 

great  Land  Acts  out  of  PftrliameTit.    Did 
ParliftTTieiit  pass  fliesp  Acr?  onl  of  iiiere 
Jove  ftttd  affection  ?     Did  they  ]i!isg  lliese 
Acts  of  their  own  volition  ?  No,  they  bad 
to  be   tirgcd,  and  ulrivoii^  iind    compelled. 
The  Member  for  West  Birminjyfham  had 
^-  said  that  if   there  liad  not    been  a  Land 
H  I,rengne  there  woidd   never  have   been  a 
"^  Liiud  Bill.     TheiHe  men   were   the  fore- 
most movers  for  Ian<l  reform.     The  quiet 
I  men    in    Ufster — the    pcareable,    houet^t 
men — went  on   in   the  old   wsiy^  ol^ejin^ 
the  connscls  of  tirnidilj.     The  first  fruit 
of  llje  action  of  the  brave  men  on  whose 
behalf  fhiii  Bill  was    introduced   to-nig^ht 
was  the  Act  of    1881.     Until    ihat  Act 
was    pushed    every  oue   of    these   qniet, 
peaceable,  timitl  men,  represented  by  the 
iion.  Gentleman  the  Mtnnber  for   North 
Fermanagh,  were  stibjeet  to  having  their 
rent     rais^ed      at      the     caprice    of    the 
landlord^    and     whether     he     paid     hi--^ 
rent    or    not     to     bo     driven     out     of 
hiJ»  home.     What  change  did  the  Act  of 
1H81    aceorii|ilisli  ?     Jt  put    these    quiet 
tenants  into  a  position  of  sefunity.    Then 
came  tlie  Arrears  Actt>f  1882,  by  which, 
ra^ain^  nuiny    of    these  qniet  men  were 
b secured  in  their  boiues.     Thei]   came  the 
[ Land  Act  of  1887.      The   Liberal    Party 
rwere  spoken   of  as  though  they  were  the 
perssons  who  had  taken  part  in  Inud 
^shitiou  for   Ireland,       All    that    they 
did  in    1881    was   to   say  that  the  tenant 

•  might  have  a  fair  rent  fixed,  but  in  1887 
the  Conservative  Party  declared  that  the 
judicial  rent    should  be    still  further  re- 
duced, and  that  the  fiual,  most  solemn  and 
I  sacred  kind  of  contract,   a    Icsne,    should 
no    longer  avail    against  tlie  fixing  of  a 
fair  rent.  That  was  rmt  all  theadvarstnge 
that   was   got  from    the   action   of   these 
brave  tneu  by   the  hnriest,  quiet,  peace- 
able men,  who  were  content  to  look  after 
their  own    interests  while   the    agitation 
was  going  forward — the  men  representeil 
in   the  House   tliat   night  by  the  learned 
^Member    for    North     Fermanagh.       He 
^■.^ventured  to  doubt   whether   any  one  of 
^Kthese  tenants  would   atithori.'^e  the    boti. 
^■Member    to  come  to  that   House  and  in 
^■ileny  to  the  men  who  had   wotj   for  them 
^^these  benefits  the  right  and  mcaTis  to  re- 
tnrn  to    their  homes.     He  afRrmed  that 
thh  PaHiameut  was  not  in  a   positirju  to 
Ejfuse    thi«  act  of   justice    tn    the    men 
irho  asderted  the  claims    of  Justice  ant! 
obtained  their  rights.     It  wa*«   no   re[dy 
to  him    tn  ^nv    that  some  of  tlieiu  eould 
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have  paid  their  rent.  He  said  that  the 
retits  were  unjust.  The  abatements 
demanded  by  the^^^e  men  before  eviction 
were  abatements  less  tiniu  those  freely 
granted  by  other  landlords  in  the  same 
district.  These  tcnauts  were  always 
willing  to  submit  to  arbitration.  He 
shouhl  he  astonished  to  bear  any  gentle- 
man of  tlie  legal  profession  stand  up  in 
that  House  and  say  that  tenants  who  in 
the  midst  of  a  violent  movement  were 
willing  to  submit  to  arbitration  was  not 
proof  that  they  were  actuated  by  the 


spirit  of  justice.  It  was  the  Conservative 
Party  who,  liy  the  Land  Purchase  Acts, 
submitted  that  the  dual  system  of  owner- 
ship in  Ireland  could  not  he  expected  to 
continue  in  Ireland,  flud  certainly  it  w&a 
rather  late  iu  the  day,  after  that  great 
principle  had  heeti  foruHilated  by  legis- 
lative enactmcut,  to  deny  to  the  men  who 
procured  theHC  reforms  the  right  to  re- 
turn to  their  homes.  He  was  not  dis- 
posed upon  this  occasion  to  make  a 
*Second  Reading  speech.  It  was  not 
eas}^  to  dctclare  upon  the  Bill  as  a  whole 
or  upon  its  provisions  while  the  Rill  was 
not  before  them,  and  indeed  he  de  pre  en  ted 
the  system  wdiieb  had  grown  uji  of  late 
of  making  a  speech  upon  the  introduction 
of  a  Rill  which  read  as  though  Members 
had  spoken  with  the  Bill  iu  their  hands. 
He  could  only  attribute  the  length  and 
detail  of  some  of  the  speeches  they  bad 
beard  in  the  desire  of  Members  not  so  much 
to  oppose  this  Rill  as  to  oppose  any  and 
every  Bill  which  the  Government  might 
bring  iu.  But  those  speeches  having 
been  tleliveretl  something  must  be  said 
hx  wav  i»f  reply.  Some  gctitlemen  had 
saiil  that  the  Rill  was  adverse  and  dis- 
agreeable to  the  landlords,  and  others  said 
tlnit  if  it  passed  it  would  do  the  tenants 
no  real  goofl.  No  one  who  really  had  the 
good  of  the  evicted  tenants  at  heart,  and 
desirec!  the  peace  and  welfare  of  Ireland, 
woultl  be  discouraged  by  the  cir- 
tMnnstance  that  the  Bill  had  l>eeu 
assailed  from  different  points  of  view. 
They  knew  how  ditHcult  it  was  to  get  a 
Bill  thrcMigh  Inith  H<utses  of  Parliament, 
but  he  d\i\  not  think  the  prospect  of 
passing  this  Rill  into  law  was  any  the 
worse  liecause  it  had  been  assailed  from 
these  different  points  of  view.  He  could 
not  hut  allude  in  the  highest  terms  of 
praise  to  the  admirable  speech  that  had 
been  delivered  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bodmin  that  evening.  The  right  hon. 
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Gentieman  was  an  EDgHsbiuftii  and  *at 
for  an  Englisli  coustitueucy,  and  he  wa^ 
deeply  impressed  witb  tbe  miiuly  way  iu 
whitih  be  liad  approached  the  question. 
He  fell,  i^orry  that  the  excellent  example 
of  "give  and  take  "  that  hat]  beeu  .set 
before  hon.  Member.^  iu  that  speech  had 
not  been  obsiervable  also  iu  tlie  speech 
of  ibe  hoii.  Merul>er  Uw  North  Fennn* 
nagh»  There  were  I  wo  main  aspects  in 
which  the  case  mimt  be  special!}^  viewed. 
The  first  was  with  regard  to  vacant  farmfis, 
and  the  second  was  Id  relaliou  to  tbe 
farms  that  had  been  occupied  since  the 
evictions  had  been  carried  out,  Uu  those 
Irish  estates  which  had  ac*] aired  ibe 
name  of  the  Campaign  estates  there  were 
at  the  present  no  h  ss  titan  1,5.>0  farms 
which  woiHd  be  »t1i*eeted  by  the  passing 
of  this  Bilb  and  already  they  nuderstood 
8Ucb  was  the  current  anil  force  of  public 
opinion  that  of  that  nmuber  some  400 
farms  were  again  occupietl  luoHtly  by 
their  old  tenants,  which  was  a  promising 
sign.  There  were  now,  therefore,  some 
900  vacaut  farms,  and,  in  addition,  2,700 
other  tenants  had  also  made  application 
to  the  Commissiouers,  who,  liovvevt^r, 
held  that  they  had  no  means  of  judging 
whether  the  cfi-ses  of  these  men  conhl  be 
fairly  described  as  coming  nnder  tiie 
category  of  evicted  tenants.  He  bolievcil 
that  in  most  cases  landlords  would  be 
only  too  glad  to  allow  the  old  tenants  to 
return  to  their  fanus.  It  had  been  staled 
that  if  this  Bill  were  passed  the  landlords 
would  be  more  ready  thau  before  to 
admit  the  "  laud -grabber"  as  a  tenant. 
That  was,  in  his  opiuton,  a  most  mistaken 
view  to  take  of  rbe  effect  of  the  Bill.  He 
believed  that  if  Irish  hind  lords  saw  that 
this  Bill  had  a  chance  of  passing  they 
won  if  I  keep  wbatever  ti  umber  of  farms 
they  hatl  on  tbeir  hands  vacimt  for  six 
mouths  rather  than  take  an  otter  from  any 
**  land -grabber,"  In  acting  thus  iIk- 
Irish  landlords  would  lie  acting  directly 
in  their  own  interests.  They  won  Id  have 
the  opportunity  of  getting  two  years* 
rent  paid  fbcra  and  the  farm  purchased  at 
once  if  they  wished  to  selL  Not  only 
would  every  Irish  landlord  think  twice 
before  ho  threw  away  such  a  chance,  but 
be  believed  the  majority  of  tbem  would 
fly  at  it.  Nor  were  tbe  advantages 
offered  by  tbe  Bill  only  conHned  to  the 
landlord-  It  offered  ailvantjvges  to  the 
tenants  also,  and  he  gave  it  as  his 
opinion  that  within  one  year  of  tbe  passing 
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of  the  Bill  not  a  single  farm  would 
i^acant.  On  tbe  next  point^ — namely^ 
with  regarti  to  the  farms  tbat  had  again 
been  occnjiied^ — ho  believed  that  they  were 
tenant e<l  for  the  most  part  l«y  persons  who 
would  Ix^  only  too  willing  (ogive  up  tbeir 
tenancy  at  any  time.  He  wufi  disiiosed  to 
think  that  the  provision  of  tbe  Bill  under 
which  tiie  planter  wonld  he  entitled  to 
receiveeoiupensationasiheCommis3ioner& 
might  decree  was  one  under  which  the 
great  majority  of  planters,  even  those  who 
were  genuine  agriculturists,  would  be 
willing  to  retire  from  the  farms.  Tbe  Bill 
was  not  ideally  perfect,  and  was  not  such 
a  measure  as  would  be  passed  iu  an  Irish 
Pari ii» men t.  It  was,  however,  as  good  a 
Bill  as  was  likely  to  pass  through  tbe 
British  Parliament,  and  he  thought  it 
would  pass  through  the  House  of 
Lords.  [Mr,  Macahtnky  indicated 
tlissent.]  Tbe  hou.  Member  for  South 
Antrim  was  not  as  good  a  type  of  British 
opinion  as  the  rigbi  hon.  Member  for 
Botlmin  (Mr.  Courtney),  who  hiwl  iudi- 
caied  that  when  English  ptiblic  opinion 
became  familiar  witb  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  even  those  who  were  not  favourably 
disposed  towards  tiie  tenant  class  iu  Ire- 
land would  regard  tbe  proposed  settlement 
as  etpii table.  In  view  of  tbe  prospect  of 
the  passage  of  tbe  Bill  into  law,  be  (Mr, 
Sexton)  was  not  disposed  to  he  so  critical 
as  to  lis  details  as  he  might  otherwise  tie, 
especially  at  this  lirst  stage,  and  he 
should  without  hesitation,  and  with  much 
gratitude,  vote  for  the  introduction  of  the 
measure. 

Mil.  CARSON  (Dublin  University) 
said,  the  bon,  Meniher  who  ba<l  just  ad- 
dressed the  House,  although  he  had 
deprecatcil  the  making  of  Second  Keadiug 
speecbes  upori  the  introduction  of  Bills^ 
had  made  a  Second  Reading  speech  him- 
self. He  wonlil  not  follow  tbe  hon. 
Member  into  bis  dis<|uisitiou  respecting 
land  legisbition  during  tbe  past  15  years. 
It  was  uot  luaterial  to  inquire  whether 
tbe  evicted  teruiuis  were,  as  the  hoD, 
Member  said,  self-sacriticiug  men  who 
had  brought  about  the  land  legislation  of 
Ireland,  for  the  simple  reason  that  the 
Bill  was  not  liujited  to  tenantis  who  wero 
evicted  prior  to  1887,  when  the  last  of  the 
Land  Acts  was  passed,  but  was  meant  for 
the  tenants  evicted  np  to  tlje  time  of  tbe 
passageof  the  measure.  If  Members  were 
to  inquire  into  the  merits  or  tbe  demerits 
of  tbe  persons  who  were  to  have  the  ad- 
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vantage  of  the  provisioo^  of  tills  Bill  lie 
fhougbl  a  great  cleat  raigbt  be  said  oq 
tbe  question  wliether  the  Imperial  HoiLse 
of  Commons  should  vote  Rubsidics  out  of 
the  public  funds  for  the  purpose  of 
rewarding  thone  who  had  admittedly 
taken  part  in  a  politieal  campaign.  Tlie 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon) 
was  rather  sanguine  when  he  }^ai«l  he 
thought  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
(Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour)  had  not  made  a 
epeech  in  opposition  to  \\\^i  BilL  He 
(Mr.  Carson)  would  remind  tiie  HouHie 
that  while  his  right  hon.  Friend  oriticised 
the  Bill  on  almost  every  detail  described 

I  by  the  Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  -J.  Morley), 
he  had  not  said  that  he  could  in  any  wise 
adopt  a  single  one  of  its  provisions.  He 
(Mr.  Carson)  should  be  certainly  sorry 
to  adopt  a  non  posai/mus  attitude  on 
this  question.  He  kuew  enough  of  Ire- 
land to  say  that  he  t^elieved  and  admitkHl 
that  the  question  of  the  evicted  tenants, 
whether  they  were  rightly  or  wrongly 
evicted,  and  whether  they  were  evicted 
for  the  purpose  of  advancing  a  particnhir 
class  of  politics  or  not^that  as   long  as 

»it  remained  unsettled  the  question  of  the 
evicted  tenants  meant  a  great  deal  with 
reference  to  the  peace  of  Ireland.  He 
did  not,  however,  wish  it  to  be  for 
m  moment  supposed  that  he  tliought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  J,  Morley) 
had  proposed  a  satisfactory  solution. 
When  he  saw  the  Bill  he  would  give  it 
his  very  best  consideration^  and  iti  the 
meantime  he  wished  to  suggest  certain 
matters  which  he  bopeil  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  consider  before  the 
Bill  was  printed.  The  question  of  the 
tribuua!  was  all-important.  If  it  eould 
be  avoided  he  thought  Parliament  oyght 
not  to  be  continually  making  new  tri- 
bauals  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out 
every  Land  Act  that  was  passed.  In  the 
first  place,  Parliament  created  the  En- 
cumbered Estates  Conrt^  which  was 
changed  into  the  Landed  Estates  Court, 
In  1881  a  new  tribunal,  the  Land  Com- 
missioD,  was  set  up.  In  1885  more 
CommiesioQers  were  intrtHlueal  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  ibe  Purchase 
Act.  At  the  present  moment  there 
were  in  Ireland  live  Land  Commissioners 
— all  now  holding  permanent  offices  and 
drawing  ealaries  from  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  now 
proposed  to  add  practically  another  Land 
I  Court  for  a  period  of  three  yean*. 


Mr.   J.   MORLEY: 
interrupt   the  hon.   and 


I  am  sorry  to 
learned  Gentle- 
man, but  I  must  do  so  in  order  to  correct 
a  slip  of  the  tongue  on  my  part.  1  am 
told  Uy  several  friends  that  I  did  say 
three  years.  I  meant  to  have  said  that 
the  tluration  of  the  Commission  woidd 
be  two  years. 

Mr.  CARSON  said,  that  at  all  events 
if   two   Comoiissi oners    were    appointed 
with  good   salaries   in  Ireland  the   very 
next  move  that  would  be  made  woidd  be 
to     make     the    offices     permanent.     He 
could  not  for   the   life   of  him  see   wdiat 
was  the  advantage  of  having  a  temporary 
Commission  of  this   kind.     Why  should 
not  the  new  Commissioners  be   made  a 
branch   of  the  Lantl  Commission  ?     He 
thought    the    hon.    Members    below    the 
Gangway    would  agree   with   \vliat   was 
said  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bodmin 
^namely,     that    alx>vo    all      things     it 
would  he  necessary  to  appoint  men   who 
would  be  perfectly   independent    of    all 
Parties  in  Ireland.     What    independence 
was  going  to  be  given  to  these  authorities  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  J*  Mor- 
ley)  said   be   was   going    to  have    their 
salaries  voted  by   Parliament.      Did   he 
think  that   the  lan<llords  and  those  who 
sympathised  with   them  would  consider 
that  the  arbitrators   were   in  a  perfectly 
independent   position  when  their  salaries 
depended  upon  the  course  wdiich  Members 
below^  the  Gangway   might  take  ?     To 
set  up  H  tribuuiil  of   this   kind  would  be 
to  set  up  a  tribunal  which,   if  it  did  act 
independently,   would  certainly  not   get 
the  credit  of  it  from  any  Party  in  Ireland. 
As  far  as  lie   bad   understood   the  right 
bon.  Gentleman,  he  Inwl  not  at  all  pro- 
fessed to  define   what   were  the    actual 
lines  on   w*bich   the  arbitrators  were  to 
act.     This,  he  ventured  to  think,  was  an 
entire  mistake.     If  the  arbitrators  were 
to  Ije  left  to  find  out  for  themselves  how 
they  were  to  act  in  relation  to  the  evicted 
tenants,   or   the    hintllortls,   or    the    new 
tenants,  a  condition  of  chaos   w^ould  he 
createtl    which    would    render    the    Act 
utterly  nugatory.     Were  tlie  arbitrators 
to  inquire  into   the  history   of  evictions, 
or  into  the  history  of  the   Plan  of  Cam- 
paign,  and  were  they  to  inquire  whether 
the    tenants    on    leaving    their   holdings 
were  free  agents  or  not  ?     He  believed 
that  many  of  them  were  not  free  agents, 
but  went  out  because  the  law  was  not 
strong  enough  to  protect  them  in  Ireland, 
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If  no  defioitiori  was  to  bo  given  to  the 

tirbitmtors,  ilifferent  parties  in  Irelmul 
would  fprtniolj  raise  the  question,  each 
froiii  tbcir  own  point  of  view,  anil  there 
wo«ld  never  be  a  general  con.sensns  of 
opinion  with  ear?h  s^ide  doiti^  ifs  best  to 
make  the  Act  a  8iicnes«i.  Tlie  Leader  of 
tiie  Oppom'tion  had  nh'eady  suggested 
that  there  should  lie  sonie  method  hj 
which  a  valuation  t^houM  be  made,  Wa? 
the  State  to  fttlvanee  money  as  upon  the 
seenrity  in  its  present  eondition,  or  as  upou 
the  security  of  the  farm  in  the  ctniditiotj 
in  which  it  wa?^  when  the  tenant  was 
evicted  ?  A  much  mure  impf>rtant  ques^- 
tion  remained.  How  were  the  interests 
of  the  new  tenants — the  ** planters"  as 
they  had  been  called — to  be  vabieii  ? 
The  right  bon.  (Teiitleman  had  talked  of 
florae  of  the  tenants  having  substantial 
interests,  and  some  of  them  not  having 
substantial  interests.  Everyone  knew 
that  every  Oi'en]>ying  tenant  bad  a  snb- 
stjintial  interest  in  liis  bolding.  If  it  was 
to  be  laid  down  tlmt  the  interests 
of  the  new  tenants  were  to  be  eom- 
pen  sated  by  the  St  Ate,  some  definite 
lines  on  wbirh  those  interests  wei'e 
to  be  vjihied  shoiifd  also  be  laid  down. 
Tlie  hon.  Member  for  Kerry  had  deseribed 
the  new  tenants,  or  some  of  them,  as 
being  obnoxious  persons  who  held  un- 
tenable positions.  He  (Mr,  Carson) 
wi8he<i  to  krmw  whether  they  were  to 
have  the  holdings  vabied  mi  the  assnmp- 
tion  that  they  hehl  untenable  positions  ? 
If  not,  tlie  only  basis  on  wbieh  they 
conld  be  valued  was  tbaf  of  the  fair 
market  value.  The  matter*  however, 
was  not  one  on  whtcli  an  arbitrator  eonld 
decide.  It  was  a  matter  for  the  decision 
of  the  House,  as  it  would  lend  to  the 
question  whether  Parliament  was  pre- 
pared to  withdraw  its  support  frtmi  this 
particular  class  of  tenants.  He  came 
now  to  the  only  other  question  he  would 
venture  to  deal  with  on  that  occasion,  and 
that  was  the  question  of  finance.  He 
eonld  not  see  wlnit  was  the  object  of  the 
rivht  hon,  Gonlleman  in  trying  to  lead 
the  House  to  believe  that  the  sum  of 
£100,000  would  be  sufficient  for  his  pnr* 
pose.  If  the  Bill  were  passml  within  12 
months  the  right  bon.  Gentleman,  if  he 
were  still  in  power,  or  someone  from  the 
Conservative  side  if  the  Conservatives 
were  then  in  power,  would  point  out  that 
the  sum  that  had  been  given  was  a1»sO' 
Ititely  useless,  and  would  ask  whether  the 

Mr,  Canon 


Act  wfts  to  become  a  dead  letter  simply 
for  the  want  of  f300,(XK)  or  £400,000 
more.  The  question  of  finance  must  be 
gone  into  in  great  detail  It  had  been 
generally  conceded  thronghout  the  Debute 
that  tliero  were  at  least  4,0(XJ  or  5,000 
tenants  who  were  to  be  restored  to  rhetr 
holdings.  If  each  of  tliem  received  £50, 
how  much  of  the  £100,000  wonld  there 
lie  left  ?  The  lanillord  had  also  to  be 
paid  a  yearns  rout  and  bis  costs  and  the 
"  planters  *'  had  also  to  be  liougbt  out. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  at  all 
estimated  wlmt  the  number  of  these 
planters  was  likely  to  be,  and  he  bad 
passed  over  what  was  likely  to  be  the 
most  cxjKjnsive  item  of  all  in  connection 
with  them.  One  of  the  Appendices  of 
the  Mathe^v  Commission  Report  showed 
that  on  t  he  Lan  sdo  wne  estate  alone  40  or  50 
new  tenants  had  purchased  their  holdinga. 
It  would  be  necessary  to  get  rid  of 
every  one  of  these  new  tenants.  Life 
would  be  intolerable  for  them  in  Ireland, 
and  it  wonhl  l»e  ntterly  impossible  for 
any  one  of  them  to  remain  on  his  hold- 
ing, if  it  were  thought  that  ho  was  the 
only  obstiicle  to  the  evicted  tenant's 
return.  Some  of  these  men  bought  ag 
far  Imck  as  IH90,  and  had,  therefore, 
found  four  or  Hvc  years*  instalments  of 
the  purchase  money.  It  wouM  lie  neces- 
sary for  the  State  to  take  over  the 
security  upon  which  the  Land  Commis* 
sion  had  ailvanced  loans,  and  it  would 
also  be  ne<'essary  to  compensate  theae 
men  for  driving  them  out  of  a  freehold 
for  which  they  had  found  a  large  eunu 
There  Avas  ime  additional  class  of 
tenants  on  whom  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr*  J,  M  or  ley)  had  not  dealt  at  all 
— namely i  those  who  had  been  put  into 
their  holdings  as  new  tenants  by  the 
Land  Purchase  Act.  At  the  present 
moment  tliere  were  in  the  Land  »Judge^:* 
Court  some  1,400  estates.  Was  it  pro- 
posed that  the  let  tings  which  bad  been 
made  by  the  Chancery  Division  of  the 
High  Court  were  to  be  set  aside  ?  Did 
not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  see  that  he 
was  bringing  on  a  conflict  of  junsdtelton 
which  would  be  of  the  most  alanntng 
character  ?  The  arbitrators  would  make 
a  conditional  Order  that  Mr.  Justice 
Munro  eh  on  Id  turn  out  the  tennuta  whom 
he  accepte<l  by  a  aolemn  Order  of  the 
Conrt  some  yeaT«  previously,  and  the 
learned  Jndge  wonld  have  to  show  cause 
why  he  could  not  go  Wck  on  the  Ortler 
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[le  by  him.     He  (Mr,  Caraon)  had  not 
iiuch  sympathy  with  leaving  these  1,100 
states  ID  Mr.  Justice Miinro's Court  alalL 
would    suggest     that     those     1,400 
tiit438    should    be    left    to    Mr.    Justice 
nnro   to  deal   with    iu  such  a  way  as 
arliament  might  choose.    Thes*e  teuanta 
>tad  got  into  possession  under  the  sanction 
and   by  the  order  olf  the  Court,  and   it 
would  be  a   serious  matter  for  the  right 
"  on*  Gentleman  to  disturli  them  iu  their 
ssession.     He  eould   assure  the    right 
lOD.  Gentleman  that  he  had  put  forward 
ihese  suggestions  with  the  view  of  giving 
e  Bill  a  full  and  fair  eonsideratiou,  Ite- 
iise  it  was  tiece,'S( siiry  that  the  right  lion. 
'Gentleman  .should  he  ahle  to  solve  some 
I  the   very  ditficult  problems  that  had 
n  put  before  liim,  and   which  would 
ve   to  be   solved   before   it   woubl   be 
Bible  to  pass  the  measure  into  law, 
he  right  hou.  Gentleman   would  have 
see  whether   there  4*ould   not  be  f^ome 
ternative  arriveil  at  besides  turning  out 
1686  men   who   were  teuants    under  the 
ixisting   law.     He  had  alwavs  thought 
'at   it  might    be   po^jsible  to   solve   the 
ifliculty  by  applying   the   sum  proposed 
l>e   aiivaneed  in   the  purchase  of   land 
m  which  to  -provide   hoidiugs   for  these 
ivicted  tenants.     He  was  sure  tliat  iu  the 
ireeeot  state  of  the   Irish   land    market 
[arge  tracts  of   land   oiigEit  be  purchased 
for    £1()0,(KH).     He    thouglit    that    that 
eaggestion  might  be  worth  the  considera- 
tion  of  the   right   boiu  Geutlemau.     He 
.d  no  doubt    that  the   proposals  of  the 
ght  iion.  Gentleman  would  gi\^e  rise  to 
Dy  controversies  in    Ireland,   lieeause 
e  teuant  wdio  had  mauage<l  l)y  borrow- 
ing money  to  jmy  his   reut  to  tide  <^ver 
the  bad   time  would   protest  against  the 
evicted  teuants  being   placred   in  a  better 
sition  than    that  which    he    occupied. 
be  right  hou.  Gentleman   proposed  to 
ve  the  evicted   tenants  tlie   advantage 
compulsory  purchase,  which   was   not 
be  given  to  the  existing  tenant.    W^ith 
,rd    to  the    guarantee    deposit,  ,if    it 
to  be  abolishetl  in  the  case  of  rciu- 
stated    evicted   tenants   it   ought    to    be 
lished  altogether.     If  the  right  hon, 
entleman   could   ^qX  over  all  the  diffi- 
Ities    he    had     pointed    out     he    could 
raise  him  his  support  in  carrying  this 
leasure. 

CoLOKEL  SAUNDER80N  (Armagh, 
.)  said,  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
iposite  had  proposed  to  deal  very  cleverly 


with  a  very  difficult  task — a  task  which 
might  have  appalled  even  the  most  logical 
mind,  and  bad  attempted  to  reconcile 
difficulties  which  appeared  to  him  to  be 
absohitely  irrecoocilable.  What  was  the 
principle  which  underlay  this  Bill?  In  the 
whole  history  of  Parliament  no  such  Bill 
bad  ever  before  been  laid  before  the 
House  of  Commons,  l>ecausc  it  was 
altogether  opposed  to  the  principles  of 
British  jurisprudence,  inasmuch  as  it 
proposed  to  replace  in  their  holdings  men 
who  had  not  shown  themselves  to  be 
ioval  subjects  or  men  whom  a  landlord 
would  choose  as  Ids  tcnauts  of  his  own 
free  will.  Quite  the  reverse.  Out  of  all 
the  evicted  teuants  those  were  specially 
singled  out  who  least  deserved  sympathy. 
The  first  question  tiiey  should  ask  them- 
selves was  this — ^Why  do  you  select  a 
certain  class  of  tenants  to  replace  them  in 
their  farms  ?  Why  were  not  the 
sympathies  of  the  Government  enlisted 
earlier  ?  The  explanation  was  given  in 
a  speed  I  made  yesterday  by  the  Home 
Secretary,  who  said  that  the  Government 
depmded  for  its  existence  on  an  Irish 
majority.  The  Bill  bad  been  frmned  to 
satisfy  a  section  of  fbo  Irish  supporters 
of  the  Government  :  but  as  far  as  he 
eould  gather  it  did  not  really  satisfy  any- 
body. It  did  not  satisfy,  so  far  as  he 
could  gather,  the  supporters  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  \V?iterford.  One  Irish  Mem- 
ber had  condemned  it  in  language  as 
strong  as  be  could  use  himself.  The 
hou.  Member  for  East  Mayo  supported 
the  Bill,  but  said  that  it  would  not  settle 
the  question. 

Mr*  DILLON  :  I  said  it  would  not 
settle  the  Land  Question , 

CoLovEt.  SAUNDERSON  said,  the 
Land  Question  was  the  question.  If  it 
were  not  that  the  Irish  politician  re- 
quired to  have  something  with  which  to 
brilie  his  followers,  the  Irish  Question 
would  be  settled  to-morrow.  They  now 
learnt  that  if  this  Rill  were  carried  it 
woubl  be  only  a  temporary  settlement. 
In  fact,  so  far  as  he  eould  make  out,  it 
was  a  Bill  devised  by  the  Government  to 
wiiitewash  the  Plan  of  Campaign  and  its 
authors.  If  the  Bill  were  carried,  as  be 
supposed  it  woubl  be^ — as  any  Bill  would 
be  which  the  Government  clearly  sub- 
mitted as  a  matter  of  confidence,  for  how- 
ever much  hon.  Members  disapproved  of 
it   thev  would   vote  for  it,  and  he  there-^ 
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fore  took  it  as  a  forego oe  conclusion  that 
the  Bill  would  pass  through  the  House 
of  Commons — ^what  assurance  was  there 
that  it  would  attiiio  the  objects  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  ?  The  right  hou, 
Gentlemau  believed  it  would  settle  a 
diffieult  queatiou  ;  hut  Irish  Meml»era 
said  it  would  not*  The  supporters  of  the 
Member  for  VVatorfortl,  if  he  iiriderstoo<J 
them  rightly,  absolutely  rejected  the  Bill, 
The  hou,  Member  for  Mayo  lufonuetl 
them  that  it  would  uot  settle  the  Lainl 
Qufstion.  Of  courwe  it  would  not  settle 
the  Land  Question, 

Mu.  DILLON  :  This  is  ooly  a  section 
of  the  Land  Queatiou. 

Colonel  8AUXDER80N  said,  the 
Chief  Secretary  had  said  tbat  the  dual 
ownership  of  laud  was  one  that  ^ouhluot 
and  ought  uot  to  continue,  itnd  that  it 
was  an  iosup [portable  condition  of  ttli'ains. 
That  was  a  view  that  huhad  heard  main- 
tained by  gentlemen  on  his  own  side  of 
the  House,  who  knew  nothing  whatever 
about  the  question.  He  supported  the 
first  Land  Bill  because  he  felt  tbat  Irish 
tenants  required  protection,  hut  one  of 
the  great  arguments  for  it  was  that  the 
Ulster  custuai  bad  brought  about  amic* 
able  relations,  and  that  it  otight  to  be  ex- 
tender I  to  the  rest  of  IrelaiaL  This  dual 
ownership,  which  tliey  were  told  was  ho 
monstrous,  had  long  existed  in  Ulster, 
which  was  not  the  least  prosperous  part 
of  the  country  ;  and  now  it  was  said  the 
system  coutd  be  no  longer  maintained.  If 
this  Bill  passed  he  supposed  dual  owner- 
ship woiilil  cease.  As  a  landlord, 
ho  looked  upon  the  Bill  as  a 
direct  attack  upon  the  land-owning  class. 
But  if  it  was  only  an  attack  upon  the 
hmd-owning  class,  aud  if  it  might  possibly 
effect  a  solution  of  the  Irish  Question, 
aud  bring  pL-ace  and  harmony  to  Ireland, 
though  a  landlord,  ho  would  make  a  great 
sacrifice  to  bring  that  about.  But  it  was 
not  proposed  to  do  away  with  landlords  : 
it  was  proposed  to  sweep  away  the 
present  landlords  and  to  create  o(>0,CXK) 
in  their  phute.  Thus  the  Bill  would  not 
abolish  the  Irish  agitator  ;  It  would  leave 
him  more  landlords  to  attack,  and  they 
would  be  much  more  incapable  of  defeutl- 
log  themselves  than  the  present  landlords. 
Members  should  ask  themselves  why  it 
was  neceesary  that  they  shoidd  depart 
from  the  ordinary  tines  of  legislation  in 
order    to    force    tenants   back   to   tbeir 

Colonel  Saunderson 


I 


I' 

I 


holdings.  It  was  a  siul  sight  to  aaj 
man  who  cared  for  Ireland  to  see  poor  X 
tenants  living  in  huts  in  view  of  the  farm  ^ 
which  had  been  their  home  and  that  of 
their  forefathers  before  them  ;  but  what 
effect  ought  that  fact  to  have  on  the 
minds  of  the  Irish  people  ?  It  ought  to 
point  out  to  them  that  the  men  who 
advised  them  to  adopt  the  course  which 
had  been  their  ruin  were  the  men  who 
all  along  had  been  at  the  bottom  of  Irish 
discontent  and  misfortune.  The  hon* 
Member  for  Mayo  appeared  to  claim 
some  credit  for  having  been  the  means  of 
feeding  some  !o,0<M>  families.  He  did 
not  give  the  hon.  Member  any  credit, 
beeause  the  hon.  Member  was  the  author 
of  their  iiysery.  He  and  his  colleague 
the  Member  for  Cork  ran  in  couples,  and 
openly  avowed  that  their  object  was,  as 
the  hon*  Member  for  East  Mayo  stilted 
the  other  night  at  Wolverhampton,  to 
make  law  in  Ireland  impossible. 

Mh.  DILLON  :   I  beg  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's   pardon.      What    1   said   was    tbat 
unfortunately  since   I  be  Union  we  never 
could  get   any  reform   until  the  country   ^ 
was  brought  to  the  verge  of  civil  war.        fl 

Colonel     8AUNDERS0N  ;    Then 
his  object  was  to  bring  the  country  to  the 
verge  of  civil  war;     That  description  of 
it  sutislied  bim  quite  as  well  as  his  other 
statement.     There    was   a   ditJerence    io 
the  course  pursued  l>y  the  hoiu  Members 
for  Mayo  and  Cork,  although  they  ran  id 
conpltss.     They  put  him    in   mind  of  the 
highwaymen  of  a  fonner  age,  who  went 
in  couples.  One  was  a  ferocious  highway 
robber  who    presented   his   pistol  at  the 
heads  of  travellers,  and  the  other  was  the 
smiling  gentleman  who  accepted  the   un-        | 
willing  tribute  from  the   passengers   in-    H 
side,     Tlio  hon*  Member  for  Mayo  went    V 
about  the  country  and  openly  firoelaimeil 
that    if    any    man    backed    down  in  the    ^ 
fight  his  life  would  not  be  a  iiappy  one.    fl 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cork   bad  a   more    ™ 
sympalbctic  nietbod,  and,  following  up 
the  hon.  Meml>er  for  Mayo,  made  a  col- 
lect ioi*   in    twii   carpet  bags.     This  wad 
wbal  Inippened   after   the  hon.  Member 
fur    Mayo    had    made   his  speech.     The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  said — 

^'  Thore  ih  autliliiiy^  in  all  my  life  tbat  hAA 
toucbcyt  me  more  thftti  the  wny  iu  which  those 
thousands  of  poor  westem  farmers  scraped 
!og<?lher  the  amount  of  their  deposits,  many  of 
them,  to  my  own  knowledge,  hy  bc^^g  and 
by  borrowrnff,  and  the  abaolute  and  anqnei*- 
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lioDing  coDfidenoe  with  which  tbejr  hanJcfl  over 
Seir  little  ^^-'r*'  ♦  -^  man  like  myself,  as  trar^g^^r 
I  thein,  u  i  r  goods  were  all  cont4iine«l 
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the  House  of  Commons  ahoulil   think 

was  a  vfhc  thing  to  niter  tlie  wbok" 

barac'ter  of  tbeir  procee* lings*  in  order  to 

Ltisfj    the    requiremeute    of    those    two 

BDtlemeu,  who  happeaed  to  fiud  them- 

elves   in  a  hole  from   which   they  could 

'not   extricate    tbemselves,    ami    if    they 

were. to    tell    the    Iri*^h    landlords    that 

instead  of  taking  the  solvent  teuiiui  fhev 

were  to  take  thoi?e  men   who  borrowetl 

tid  begged  their  ca|jital  iti  order  to  place 

» in  a  portmantejui,  they  would  he  niakiiiir 

perfect   mockery  of   tliemselveis.     If  it 

ijuid  be  shown  that  this  would  he  a  tiuitl 

[>lution  of  the  Irish  Question,  bon.  Mem- 

on    his    side   of    the  House  woidil 

imestly  consider   it  and  try  to  xuake  it 

ceplable.     But  there  was  no  such  pre- 

(nce.     From   the  Leaders  of  both  see- 

0U8    below     the     Gaut^wuy     they     had 

a      clear      statement      that      this 

rould      not      be      a     real      settlement 

|t  ftll^ — that    it   would  he  only  a  partial 

Bttlemeui.  It  was  an  etfort  to  whitewash 

be  Members  for  Mayo  aud  Cork.      One 

'  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  struck   him 

extremely    ingenious.        He    always 

new  that  the  great  difficulty  that  would 

rpreseot    itself  to   the  mind   of   the  right 

hoo.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 

Irelaud  was  this — how  to  deal  with,  and 

satisfactorily  get  rid  of,  the  tenants  who 

^erenow  in  the  possession  of  evictedfarms. 

Lhis  Bill   would   afford  what  be  would 

ill  a  natural  process  of  eviction.       The 

nal    decision   was  given  to   the  present 

Bnaots    whether   they    would    give     up 

belr  farms  or  liiit^  and  should   they  say 

'No,"  what  would  he  the  position  ?     He 

rentureil  to  say    that  anybody  who  had 

tudied  Irish  ailairs  duriog  the  last  10  or 

(1  yeais  knew  well  that  if  a  man  now  In 

Dssessiou  of  one  of  these  evicteil   farms 

fusetl  to  give  it  up,  the   hon.  Meml>er 

or  Mayo,  or  the  hon.  11  ember  for  Cork, 

some  of  the  other  Irish  patriots  of  the 

nme  kidney,  wtjiild  appcitr  in  the  neigh- 

aurhood  and  would  denounee  the  land- 

fcbber  by  uarae,and  then  his  life  would  aoi 

sa  bappy  one  in  Ireland  or  l>eyond  the  sea. 

It  wms  because  he  believed  that  this  Bill 

would   settle  nothing,  because  he  looked 

upon  it  as  simply  an  etfort  to  tide  over  an 

Irish    political    diftictdty,   which   did  not 

a0*ect  tbe  Government   themselves,  hut 


the  Party  njion  which  the  Go- 
vernment depended  for  support  ;  because 
hebeheved  that  this  Bill,  instead  of  being 
good  for  Ireland,  would  accentuate  those 
disasters  which  bad  stained  her  past, 
that  lie  should  oppose  this  measure.  He 
could  conceive  no  lesson  more  hopelessly 
pernicious  than  to  teach  the  Irish  people 
that,  having  disobeyed  the  law  and 
having  stuck  to  tbeir  disobedience,  the 
House  of  Commons  would  whitewash 
them.  He  would  rather  teach  the  Irish 
people  that  the  law  must  be  obeyed,  and 
that  then  the  House  of  Commons  would 
he  willing  to  deal  justly,  fairly,  aod 
generously  with  them.  When  the  Irish 
people  had  been  taught  this  lesson,  great 
progress  would  have  been  matle  in  the 
solution  of  the  Irish  Question, 

Mk.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Belfast, 
W.)  said,  he  approached  this  question 
from  a  diflTereut  standpoint  to  that  in 
which  the  hon,  aud  gallant  Gentleman 
viewed  it,  because  he  believed  as  a  Repre- 
sentative of  a  purely  working-class  com- 
munity in  Ireland  he  was  boinid  to  look 
at  the  ijnestion  from  the  point  of  view  of 
how  it  would  aft'eet  his  constituents.  He 
must  say  that  to  a  large  extent  he 
s y  m  pat  h  i  sed  w i  th  tn a ny  o f  t  h  e  e x  pr essions 
that  had  fallen  from  the  Chief  Secretary, 
atid  he  entirely  shared  his  views  that  the 
advantages  which  would  be  conferred  on 
tbe  community  were  not  conhned  to  the 
particnlar  class  with  whom  the  Bill  more 
especially  dealt.  He  was  perfectly 
certain  that  the  majority  of  his  con- 
stituents would  feel  that  if  this  r|uestion 
could  be  solved  hononrably  on  the  basis 
suggested  by  tbe  Chief  Secictary  it 
would  be  a  pure  gain.  On  the  other 
hunil,  be  con  hi  not  but  rememlier  that 
there  were  principles  involved  in  this 
solution  which  afl'ected  very  closely  the 
welfare  not  only  of  those  immediately 
concerned  luit  of  any  commercial  com- 
munity,  and  he  was  tempted  to 
ask  wiiether  supposing  tbo  advan- 
tages that  were  claimed  for  thid 
solution  by  the  Chief  Secretary  were 
to  be  obtained  there  would  not.  l>e  com- 
pens.'iting  disadvantages  in  tbe  way,  and 
whether  they  could  not  obtain  the  same 
advantage  without  making  the  same 
sacrifice  of  principle  they  were  asked  to 
make  by  the  Bill,  This  Debate  bad  not 
turned  upon  the  general  principles  which 
aoderlay   this  great  cbauge  they    were 
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ftl>oiU  to  mnke^  and  he  tlionght  it  was 
liigh  time  to  reciUl  some  of  the  general 
prhieipleR  which  would  he  iitfected  not 
only  in  Irelaiirl  but  Engl/ifiiJ  if  this  Bill 
beeanje  law,  and  he  f(*U  Hrioiiglj  tliat  if 
these  general  pritieiple;^  were  oiife  tam- 
pered with  they  would  atf'eet  not  otJy 
the  pnrticnlar  section  of  the  community 
for  whose  benefit  the  Bill  was  intended, 
but  they  won  Id  nffect  e%'cry  comni'inity 
in  Ireland,  ioclnding  bh  const itnents*. 
The  main  features  of  this  Bill  were 
cutting  Htmight  at  the  ha^is  of  M  their 
political  institntioiis*.  They  were,  in 
the  firfit  pIa4H%  nske<l  to  sanation  a  irrent 
measure  of  r.i  posi  favtn  lc?gij?latir>n. 
They  were  asked  to  slate  that  these 
tenants  who  were  not  present  teiiants 
were  to  he  considered  pre^seiit  tenants, 
were  to  he  put  in  a  p^isition  whicli  tjie 
hiw  at  present  did  not.  conceile  to  them, 
and  were  to  he  restored  to  the  position 
which,  if  tboy  had  olieyed  theordinar}^ 
law,  tbey  woidd  have  lieen  in  h>ng  ago. 
He  regarded  it  as  a  ealuniit}-  to  accept 
any  principle  of  ex  post  facto  legisla- 
tion. They  were  asked  to  select  for 
reward  persons  wlio  bad  no  other  claim 
for  reward  or  distinction  than  that  they 
bad  been  promiiieiit  as  lireakers  c*f  the 
law".  Tbey  were  conferring  not  only  tlni' 
immediate  advantages  in  view,  but  other 
sultsidiary  advantages  on  tliese  tenants 
in  contraiiistinrtion  to  other  tenants  who 
bad  come  uutlerthe benetit  of theLand  Act 
in  Ireland,  anil  there  was  no  «1onbt  they 
were  putting  the  crown  on  tbo  illegal 
action  of  hon.  Memliers  below  the  (lang- 
way  and  confirming  the  opinion  in  Ire- 
la  ml  that  there  was  only  one  wav  to 
a<'r|nire  the  support  of  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament and  thsit  was  to  break  fbo  law 
and  continue  to  hreuk  it.  He  saw  very 
clearly  the  misery  ant  I  misfortune  of  tlie 
sitnafion  that  had  lieen  created.  He  did 
not  attafh  too  tnnch  value  to  the  appeal 
made  liy  the  hon.  Memher  for  East  Mayo. 
He  had  heard  the  hon.  Memher  on  plat- 
fttrms  and  in  that  House,  ami  he  shouhl 
never  attach  much  value  to  bts  utterances 
in  this  Honse  until  be  had  the  pleasure  of 
observing  a  nuirkeil  alteration  iti  the 
character  of  the  ntteram?es  the  hoin 
Memher  gave  vent  to  on  plntforms  in 
Ireland,  where  they  bail  more  etTect  tlmti 
they  had  \u  the  House  of  Comtnotis.  He 
ftttached  importance  to  the  statentient  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  that  this  cpiestion  in 
'ts  immediate  aspects  seriously  cnnperned 
Mr,  Amold-Fonier 
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the  peace  of  the  eouotry*  but  that  did 
not  convince  him  that  this  was  the  only 
solution.  They  bad  to  face  the  anoi  of 
t:UK),000,  which  was  to  effect  the  solu- 
tion of  the  case  as  tbe  Chief  Secretary 
put  it.  But,  there  were  two  cases  to  be 
cotjsidered,  tbe  one  whi<di  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  in  bis  ndnd  and  tbe  case 
which  the  hnu.  Member  for  tbe  Harbour 
Division  of  Dublin  had  in  bis  iniud. 
Tbey  were  two  i totally  different  eases. 
The  ease  pressed  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
was  that  of  the  hon.  Memher  for  East 
Mayo,  who  had  a  im  kettle  tied  to  bis 
tail  and  wanted  to  get  rid  of  it,  Tbe 
bon.  Member  had  got  the  Flan  of  Cam- 
paign tenants  for  whom  he  was  respon- 
sible :  they  were  preying  on  the  com- 
munity, and  it  was  most  desirable  they 
should  be  taken  awny  from  the  situation  iu 
which  tbey  at  present  stood.  These  were 
the  men  whom  this  Hill  was  to  reinstate. 
If  it  were  a  case  of  £  l(K>,t}UO  on  tbe  one 
side  and  of  a  great  blow  to  their  Consti- 
tution on  the  other,  I  lie  game  was  not 
wortl^  tbe  caodfe,  and  there  was  a  much 
more  reasonalile  way  iu  wbieh  this  difM- 
eulty  eoidd  be  overcome.  They  bad 
been  told  over  and  over  again  that  the 
British  pnbiic  was  dying  to  salve  its  cou- 
scient^e  for  tbe  injury  done  to  Irelatid« 
aiid  that  it  felt  bitterly  tbe  wrong  done 
to  IrclaiuU  If  there  was  this  grievous 
wrong  or  hardship  in  this  ease  it  would 
be  a  mere  trifle  to  raise  the  £  I(X),000,  and 
solve  the  whole  of  the  difliculty  by,  not 
out  of  pnblic  Suit  out  of  private  funds, 
making  this  hrihe  to  tbe  Inrnllordsoo  the 
one  hand  ami  tbe  tenants  on  the  other. 
There  was  no  means  of  getting  rid  of  tbe 
tenants  except  by  some  bribe  acceptable 
to  both  lanil lords  and  tenimts.  It  was  a 
matter  of  merely  £^MK?  fi>r  everyone  of 
the  (Tiadstonian  eotistituencies  to  collect, 
ami  it  would  be  intinitely  l>ettei  if  that 
was  tbe  whole  problem  that  they  should 
be  relieved  of  it  by  means  of  privatt* 
endeavour,  and  not  leave  their  Htatnte 
law  and  principles  (d*  legislation  vitiated* 
It  was  said  by  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion with  perfect  truth  that  the  stim  pro- 
posed was,  after  all,  »  mere  sidisidy  in 
aid  of  the  Paris  fund,  and  be  should 
have  great  reluctance  to  vote  in  favour 
of  a  liill  which  bad  no  other  object  in 
view  than  that  of  subsidizing  this  Paris 
fund*  Without  goiT>g  further,  he  said 
that  a  wholly  different  series  of  questious 
arose,  and  he  should  like  to  know  a  little 
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more  fully  tliati  the  Uaueic  hail  hcteii  t<Ad 
that  citgbt   whut  was    the   view   at    thii 
I  Chief  Sec  re  til  IT  wiih   re|^iml    to    teiiHUta 
othtir  thay  ihc  Plitu  of  Ciuii|miL''ii  teuaiHs, 
For  it  must  yot    be  faigutteQ   tlmt  there 
were    two  classes    of  teuantf^ — the  elaii>i 
^vho  were  tnetitioyed  ititltc  Mathew  C«Mn- 
I  misstou  and  those  who  were  not — uud  he 
absolulety  saw  no  reason  why  the  whole 
of  the    teuiuits    who    ha*l    been    evieted 
eiuce  1879,   wherever  they  were,   .should 
not  be  able  to  put   in  a  xduini  for  equal 
cousidenifion  if  the   wide   iutejprotatiou 
of  tlie  Bill  suj^gested  by  tlieiion.  ileiuher 
for  the  llarttoiir  Division   wan  aeLepted. 
If  the  Chief  Secretary  intended  that  the 
whole  of  the  teiiftuts  should  come  in,  then 
they  i^honlil  give  this   uj)  m*  it  Lo^^ekss 
problem  at  once.     He  j^hould  be  ghul   to 
make  eonie  strong  etfort  to  bring  about  a 
feolntiou  <if  the  ilifficulty,   if   the   seheuie 
was  narrowe*!  down  so  as  to  apply  to  the 
smaller  number  of  tenants  ;    but   if  they 
r  were   goiug   to  ijave  this  wider  propoi^al 
^  Btiggesred  to  the  House — and  lie  saw  ab- 
solutely nothing  in  the  prop<isal  of  the 
bright     hon.    Genflennin    at     the    present 
moment   whic  li  eoukl  or   woidil  ex  elude 
them — be  *lecdared  it  was  simply  a  waste 
uf   time   to  propose  this    measure.       He 
agree*  I  with  t  h  e  il  e n d  ter  f o r  S o u  i  h  T y  ro  n e 
that  to  talk  of  £li)0,000  Ui*  in  any   way 
remotely    resembling    the    eost    of    tliis 
operation,  if  it  was  to    be  eouduetetl    on 
the  scale  suggested   by  the  Memher  for 
fthe  Harbour  Division,  was  ahsolutely  and 
f^ntirely  adream.     He  should   be  glad  if 
the  Chief  Secretary   could   remove    some 
lot  the  o  b  jee  t  io  n  s  w  I  d  e  h    we  re   f/o  n  a  ^  fide 
[objections  he  and  others  felt,  not   to  the 
particular  et!brt  which    was   being   made 
^  to  remove  this  great  sore  in   Ireland,  but 
'  objections  which  applied,  not  ouly  to  this 
»  case,  but    to    the    mischievous    elfect    it 
j  would  have  on  all  legislation  in  future. 
^Thi3  was  more  thati  a  question   rehiting 
f  to  3jO(Xl  or  4, OCX)  unhappy  and  misguided 
Lleuants   la   Irelaml  ;    it  was    a    question 
f which    would    affect  all   legislation,   not 
ouly  in  regard  to  Ireland  hat  the   United 
Kingdom,  and  it  was  one  in  wliieh  the  men 
who  had  to  depend    on    the    validity    of 
contracts,  and  to  conduct  business  on  the 
F  faith  of  the  laws  under  which  they  livetl, 
were  deeply   concerned.      It    was  raiher 
too  much  to  request  hon.  Members,  on  no 
fitroager  cane  than  liad  l>een  presented  to 
n  that  night,  to  put  their  names  to  a 
Vill    of    this   magnitude    and   character 


without  atiy  elenr  iind  definite  exphina- 
litm  of  what  the  limits  of  it  were  to  be. 
They  cotdd  not  lightly  emhark  on  the 
operations  of  this  kind,  which  involved 
the  application  of  a  gieat  general  prin- 
ciple to  a  particidar  instauce,  and  which 
were  opposed  to  those  general  princi[)le* 
of  law  that  were  the  fotindation  of  law 
and  order  in  all  couu tries.  However  bo 
might  sympathise  with  the  object  of  the 
Bill,  and  he  did  sympathise  with  it  to  a 
large  extent,  he  could  not  support  it 
unless  he  was  made  infinitely  better  ac- 
quainted tluiu  at  present  with  the  sobi- 
tion  wbicli  presented  itself  to  the  minds 
of  the  (government  in  regard  to  the  great 
questinns  of  principle  involved.  He  de- 
.sired,  however,  to  reserve  final  judgment 
ou  the  Bill  until  he  had  seen  its  details^ 
Vmt  he  feh  bound  to  say  that  at*  it  had 
been  presented  he  did  not  think 
it  guaranteed  any  solution  of  the 
difficulty. 

Mh.  J.  LOVVTHER  (Kent,  Thanet) 
quite  agreed  that  this  was  an  occasion 
upon  whicii  it  was  not  dcsiraVde  to  enter 
into  any  jidimtc  examination  of  the  jmn- 
ciples  or  details  of  this  Bill.  They  bad 
not  the  Bill  before  lliom  in  a  form  in 
which  they  couhl  subject  it  to  legitimate 
criticisnj.  But  he  thought  this  was  an 
occasion  Avhen  those  who,  like  himself, 
had  taken  conj^idi'rablo  interest  iti  times 
jiasr  in  connection  with  land  legislation 
for  Ireland,  should  be  permitted  to  say 
one  or  two  words  on  the  principle  of  the 
Bill.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Armagh  referred  to  the  fact  tlnit  he,  for 
one,  had  been  a  supporter  of  the  Land 
Bill  of  1870.  He,  like  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend,  took  some  part,  hmnlde 
though  it  was,  lu  connection  with  that 
Bill,  thoug!i  the  part  he  took  was  exactly 
the  reverse  of  that  taken  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman,  lie  was  one  of 
a  band  of  1 !,  all  told,  who  recorded  their 
voltes  against  the  Second  Beading  of  that 
Bill.  He  was  certainly  the  only  ParUa- 
inentary,  and,  he  believed,  the  only  phy- 
sical survivor  of  that  band,  which  was 
divided  into  different  political  Parties^ 
only  two  others  helotjging  to  his  Party ^ 
and  ho  was  certainly  the  oidy  physical 
survivor  of  these.  The  other  companion.* 
who  were  with  him  in  the  Lobby  on  that 
occasion  opposed  tlio  Bill,  as  the  hon. 
Memher  for  the  Harbour  Division  had 
done  that  night,  on  grounds  precisely  the 
reverse  of  his.   As  regarded  the  principle 
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of  the  Bill  now  before  tlie  Hoiise^  thej 
were  tokl  that  thej  must  iiud  ought  to 
make  some  sacritice  iu  order  to  s^ettlo  tlie 
Irish  (.Question.  He  hutt  heard  mnny 
appeaU  addressed  to  that  HoJi.'*e  to  make 
naerifices  to  settle  Irish  questions,  Ou  the 
ocC4L<ioii  he  referred  to,  iu  1870,  they  were 
told  they  were  to  make  sacriliecs  of  their 
convictions  for  tlie  grand  purpose  of 
settling  the  lri^*h  Question.  He  well  re- 
membered the  right  horL  (Teutlemau  the 
Member  for  Midlothian  making  a  pathetic 
appeal  to  the  Honse  to  eant  aside  pre- 
judices for  the  purpose  of  settling  the 
Irish  Question  once  and  for  all.  They 
knew  the  roHuIt  of  that  tUteaipt,  aud  bow 
that  Act  of  Parliament  was  one  of  the 
greatest  injuries  to  Ireland  and  Imd  landed 
them  in  the  position  they  were  now,  wheu 
the  Chief  Secretary  came  down  and 
asked  theni  to  make  one  more  attempt 
to  settle  the  Irish  Question  l>y  casting 
onee  more  to  the  winds  the  prluciplcs 
hitherto  regarded  as  sacred  by  that  House. 
What  was  the  principle  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asked  them  to  adopt  ?  He 
asked  them  to  lay  their  luiuds  on  public 
fuuds.  The  riglit  hon.  (Tentleniau  pointed 
out  they  were  Irish  funds.  He  acimitted 
tht^y  were  Irish  funds,  abstracted  from 
— he  always  used  to  say  stolen  from— 
but  after  the  lapse  of  so  mai>y  years  he 
might,  perhaps,  use  the  somewhat  nega- 
tive expressiot),  ami  say  sums  of  money 
abstracted  from  one  section  of  the  Irish 
people,  and  it  was  understood  at  the  time 
that  they  were  to  be  appropriated  with 
the  subsequent  sanetiou  of  Parliament  to 
objects  which  were,  generally  speak iu^, 
beneficial  to  the  Irieih  people  at  large. 
He  did  his  best  himself  to  remove  as  much 
of  tliat  fund  as  he  eon  Id  from  the  temp- 
tation of  future  occupants  of  the  post  of 
Chief  Secretary,  which  he  then  held,  aod 
he  succeeded  in  itidiicing  Parliaraeut  to 
appropriate  a  considerable  portion  of 
the  Irish  Church  Fund  to  what  he 
beiieved  to  be  beneficial  uses.  The 
provision  of  pensions  for  school 
teachers  and  the  relief  of  distress 
were  objects  which  were  not  only  tem- 
porarily beneficial,  but  he  thought  that 
the  school  teachers  fund  was  regarded  as 
beneficial  even  at  the  present  time.  The 
right  bon«  Gentleman  proposed  to  lay 
hands  on  that  fund.  And  for  what  ob- 
ject ?  For  the  purpose  of  offering  a 
premium  on  agitation,  and  of  making  it 
plain  to  the  people  of  Ireland  that  the 
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way  to  obtain  a  share  of  the  public 
was  to  conduct  themselves  in  a  manner 
contrary  to  the  ordinary  law  and  take 
part  iu  an  illegal  conspiracy  and  agita- 
tion. The  Leader  of  the  Opposition  had 
very  properly  remarked  that  in  the  posi- 
tion lie  occupied  he  would  reserve  hia 
criticism  on  this  Bill,  for  the  most  part, 
until  a  later  stage,  and  lie  deprecated  the 
employment  of  auy  phniseology  which 
vvould  unduly  add  heat  to  our  proceed- 
ings; therefore^  he  (Mr.  Lowther)  should 
very  largely  modify  the  expression  of 
what  he  really  felt  himself  with  regard  to 
this  Bill.  The  Chief  Secretary  would 
realise  that  he  was  speaking  very  much 
in  the  mark  wheti  he  said  that  the  right 
hon,  Gentleman  was  proposing  to  hand 
this  money  to  persons  who  had  proved 
themselves  to  he  dishonest  and  law 
breakers,  and  who,  in  no  way»  were  de- 
serving of  any  share  in  public  funds. 
Who  were  these  people  ?  They  might 
be  divided  into  two  classes.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  exclusively 
»f  the  Campaign  tenants,  altliongh  he  bad 
since  been  reminded  that  they  were  only 
the  fringe  of  the  large  mass  of  evicted 
tenants  in  IrelamL  The  Campaign 
tenants  were  either  bankrnpt  or  dishonest 
—moat  of  them  both*  Could  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  that  these  persons 
whom  he  was  asking  Parliament  to  place 
in  the  occupation  of  land  hatl  one  soli- 
tary farthing  of  capital  to  employ  on  that 
land  ?  The  riglit  hon.  Gentleman  knew 
that  they  were  dishonest  men,  many 
of  them  who  kept  the  money  in 
their  own  pockets  which  belonged 
to  other  persons,  and  having  de- 
clined to  discharge  their  just  debts 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  asked 
Parliament  to  depart  from  its  traditions, 
and  place  these  people  as  tenants  once 
more  in  the  farms  they  had  justly  for- 
feited. No  doubt  there  were  in  Ireland 
some  honest  men  who,  through  miafor- 
tune — probably  owing  to  foreign  com- 
petition— bad,  like  farmers  elsewhere, 
found  farming  unprofitable,  but  they  were 
limited  in  number,  and  it  was  not  for 
them  that  the  Chief  Secretary  asked 
Parliament  to  depart  from  all  its  tradi- 
tions. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it 
was  to  the  interest  of  all  Parties  in  the 
State  and  all  persons  in  Ireland  that  this 
vexed  question  should  be  set  at  rest. 
What  was  this  question.  He  had  known 
many  q  nest  to  us  in  the  past  which  pre- 
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Btiied  featiires  of  difficulty,  but  he  never 
tnew  one  more  simple  t\mn  the  one  be- 
ore  them  that  uight.     It  was  the  simpleBt 
hat  ever  came  to  his  knowledge.  Where 
rere  the  features  of  ditlicnlty  ?     There 
iras   a  certain  category  of  persons  who 
by  their  acts  had  put    themselves  iu  tfie 
ositioii  of  beiDg  plnced  outside  the  hold- 
they  formerly  occupied,  and  in  s(ome 
tiieir  places  were  taken  by  others 
lllb  more  worth il}-  filled  them.     There 
rere  in  other  cases   farma  held   in   hand 
by  the  owners,  and  in  other  cases,  through 
prrorisra  whicdi   their  friends  exercised, 
rms  remained    derelict.      But,   at   any 
ate,    these    persons  possessed  do  claim 
ccording  to  law,  and   why   shouhl  they 
iisturb  the  status  f/uo.     He  believed  rliat 
the  evicted  tenants  were  ieft    in   their 
Bsent    position    they     would    adbrd    a 
raluable  warning  to  those  who  might  be 
nclined  to   follow    their  example.     The 
right   hou*   Gentleman    thought   that  by 
ssiug  the  Bill  he  would  get  rid   of  the 
iifficulty.     But  did  he  not  think  that  in 
few  years  hence  tbose  fortunate  persons 
vUp    had  been  rew^arded   for   their   dis- 
boneaty  would  liud  many  imiUitors?    Tbe 
lionest  tenants  had  nothing  given  them  ; 
but   the  dishonest  scoundrels    hail    been 
awarded;      The   honest  men    would,    if 
be  Bill   were  to   become  ki\\\  have  few 
aitiitors,  while  the  dishonest  scoundrels 
rould  have  afforded  an  object  lesson  that 
ronld    be  largely  followed.      He  could 
jot  at  all  see  the  policy  of  taking  a  step 
Buch    an    immoral  character    as  that 
Bsted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
[Te  man  w^ho  honestly  paid  bis  way  was 
ttot  offered  back  by  the  right  hon;  Gentle- 
Dan  the  money  he  had  paid,  but  the  dis- 
joest  fraudulent  debtor  was  handsomely 
[awarded.      He     was    sure  that    if    the 
Jhaiicellor  of  the  Exchequer  were  risked 
[)r  a  shilling  out  of  the  Revenue  for  such 
purpose  he  would  refuse  it.     But  the 
tight  hon.  Gentleman  might  feel  certain 
liat  he  would  be  called  upon    sooner  or 
Iter.     The  miserable  imidequacy  of  this 
S  100,000,  as  an   attempt    to  deal  with 
>  vast  a  question,  must  hereafter  enforce 
application  on  the  holder  of  the  public 
purne.     By  passing  this  Bill  they  would 
ng  a  premium   on   agitation,  and 
bventually  create  fresh  difficulties  in  the 
government  of  Ireland  ;  they   woidd  be 
calling  into  existence  further   agitators, 
»nd  they  would  have  spent    this  public 
Douey  for  do  other  purpose  than  to  have 


discouraged  industry  and  thrift  in  Ireland 
and  offered  a  direct  incentive  to  robbery 
nnd  spoliation.  He  did  not  wish  to  use 
language  which  was  at  all  adequate  to 
tbe  occasion,  but  he  hml  always  for  many 
years  said  that  those  me^isures — he  said 
it  in  opposing  the  Laud  Act  of  1H70,  the 
Act  of  1880,  and  in  moving  to  discharge 
the  Order  for  a  Land  Bill  introduced,  he 
w^as  sorry  to  say,  by  one  of  his  own 
political  friends,  tbe  late  Lord  Mayo — 
that  they  were  attempts  to  rob  one  class 
for  tbe  supposed  benetit  of  another  ;  and 
though  he  admitted  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  offered  in  the  Bill  some 
inducements  to  the  landowners  of  Ireland 
to  entertain  favourably  some  of  its  pro- 
visions, be  felt  bound,  from  the  point  of 
view  of  an  English  Member,  with,  un- 
forlunately,  sfmie  knowledge  and  recol- 
lection of  Irish  affairs,  to  enter  his  em- 
phatic protest  against  Pari i anient  being 
induced,  even  if  it  wxre  proved  to  be  a 
iliatinct  advantage  to  the  landlords  of 
Ireland,  to  establish  so  mischievous  a 
]>recedent  as  was  omliodied  in  this  Bill, 
Ho  refused  to  enter  Into  the  question  as 
to  bow  far  previous  Governments  had 
lent  tbemsctlves  to  mischievous  prei.-edeuts 
like  this.  Keferenco  had  been  made  to 
some  section  or  other  of  some  Act  or 
other — he  believed  it  was  Section  13  of 
the  Act  of  1891 — a  more  or  less  mis- 
chievous measure,  and  he  was  inclined 
to  think  more  rather  than  lesSy  w^hich  had 
been  passed  by  the  late  Conservative 
Government.  If  a  section  of  that  Act 
estaldished  a  bad  precedent,  so  much  the 
worse  for  the  section  of  that  Act ;  but  he 
did  not  think  they  estJiblished  the  pre- 
ce<lent  which  the  Chief  Secretury  sought 
to  draw  from  them.  The  Act  of  1891 
and  Section  13  of  thjit  Act  dealt  entirely 
ivith  the  question  of  purchase  ;  and  the 
right  hon.  ^Gentleman  could  not  fairly 
say  that  they  afforded  n  just  precedent 
for  the  proceedings  he  was  asking  the 
House  that  night  to  initiate.  He  'wonld 
point  out,  in  conclusion,  that  the  whole 
treatment  of  this  question  of  evicted 
tenants  afforded  a  real  object  lesson  to 
Parliament.  Some  slight  reference  had 
been  made  to  a  Comndssion  which 
rcflectetl  great  discredit  on  an  eminent 
judicial  authority  wdio  had  left  his 
judicial  character  behind  him  when  he 
went  for  a  short  time  into  Ireland.  He 
did  not  wish  to  dwell  upon  that  Com- 
raiBsion,  and  still  less  upon  any  personal 
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aspect  of  tli6  queatiou  ;  but  he  liopedtlie 
right  hou.  Gentleniau  wouhl  reidise  that 
iu  as.seuling  to  the  introilnctkm  uf  this 
Bill  he  rtutl  bon.  Mcnil:>ers  who  shared  \i\ 
hirt  view?i  were  not  precluded  from  offer- 
ing the  Tnos^t  streuuous  opposition  aot 
ouly  to  dL'tail^,  but  to  the  very  ground- 
work imd  frame wi>rk  of  tire  Bill.  He 
hopetl  that  the  forernsts  of  INirlifimeDtary 
Hiiuetiou  to  the  Bill — whith  hud  beeu 
iadulged  iu  by  some  of  bits  boa,  Frieuds 
— would  not  berwilisetl ;  and  he  believed 
it  wovdd  be  fouud  that  the  country  wsis 
distinetly  opjio^ed  to  afford iug  a  legi.sla- 
tivc  impriiitaifir  of  dishouesty  to  those 
who  bad  refused  to  pay  their  just  debti?» 

Mr.  J-  MOHLEY  ;  I  thiuk  everyone 
will  agree  ihat  as*  nuieb  has  been  said  on 
the  iutrodui'tiou  of  this  Bill  as;  is  rec^uired 
on  ^\m\i  au  occasion.  The  hostility 
which,  almost t  ah>ne  of  those  who  httve 
gpoken,  the  right  boo.  Gentleman  who 
ha^  jtist  sat  down  deeiared  against  the 
Bill  i»  not  altogether  a  l>ad  omen.  The 
right  hou.  Gentleuian  was  also  utterly 
opposed  to  tbe  Acts  of  1870  and  1881, 
and  even  of  1891,  If  the  lirst  two  (if 
those  Acts  had  not  been  paA?^ed,  Irelaud 
wouhl  have  Iteeu  uugovernalde  ;  and  the 
right  hou,  Gcutlenian's  own  ad- 
ministration  was  followed  by  the 
moat  treiiieudous  outburst  of  agrariau 
crime  known  in  modern  tiuiett. 
Tbe  right  lion.  Geutk'Uiaii  ali*o  said  that 
the  Bill  involved  the  smallest  question 
tluit  be  batl  ever  had  to  consider,  whereas 
hon.  ilcmbers  from  till  t^uarters  of  the 
House  wlio  bave  spoken  to-night  have 
agreetl  that  tbe  question  of  the  evictetl 
tenants  in  Ireland  is  one  of  the  utmost 
difKcully  and  danger*  I  think  tliat  on 
tbe  whole  I  bave  no  reason  to  be  dis- 
satisfieil  with  the  critick&ujs  that  have 
iiecn  passed  upon  tbe  Bill,  because  no 
hou.  ^tenilier  had  said,  w^ithont  qualiiiea- 
tiun,  that  he  was  opposed  either  to  the 
iutroductiou  or  the  8ceojid  Keatling  of 
tlie  BiiL  Tbe  most  important  contritni- 
tiou  to  tbe  Debate  to-uigbt  has  beeu  the 
»pcech  of  my  right  bon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bodmin,  My  right  hou.  Friend  has 
most  seriously  impressed  upon  all  parties 
tbe  uecoaslty  for  arriving  at  some  reason- 
able settlement  of  this  questiun^  and  of 
approaching  the  consideration  of  the 
questitm  iu  a  reasonable  frame  of  miud. 
My  right  hou.  Friend  sai<l — and  I  call 
the  attention  of  tbe  right  bon.  Cientlemnn 
opposite  to  it — that  if  you  refuse  the  pro- 
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posals  wbieh  are  made  iu  tbis  Bill,  or 
at  leiist  if  you  approach  those  proposali* 
in  wiiat  I  will  call  a  ttmi  passu mus  spirit,  ^ 
you  uaiy  depend  upon  it  you  are  leaving 
for  yourselves — when  your  time  comef, 
sooner  or  later,  to  undertake  the  govern* 
ment  of  Ireland — a  worse  silinitiou  than 
that  in  which  we  are  now  placed. 
Only  one  speaker,  my  hon.  and  learued 
Friend  the  Member  for  ibe  IIarlK)ur  ] 
Division,  has  challenged  the  Bill  head 
and  front.  I  deeply  regret  that.  I  think 
that  when  the  hou.  Memljer  for  Didilin 
Harbour  comes  to  take  counsel  with  his-] 
friends  be  will  become  somewhat  le-ss 
hostile  to   the  Bill   than    be   bas    shown 


himself  to  be  to*uight. 

Mil.  HARRINGTON;  I  beg  the  | 
right  hon.  Gcntlemau^'s  pardon.  I  did  \ 
not  attack  the  Bill  so  far  as  it  goef.  I 
said  that  its  jiro visions  with  regard  to  the 
reiuatateinent  of  the  teuarrts  whose  fanii& 
are  now  vacant  i«  satisfactory,  but  I 
said  that  the  Bill  did  not  go  far  enough  ; 
that  it  only  touelied  the  fringe  of  the 
question,  and  that  by  no  means  would  it 
establish  peace  in  Irelaud, 

Mr.  J,  MORLEY  :  I  am  glad  to  find 
that  I   misunderstood   the  hon.  Gentle- 
man   iu   the    matter.       The    ngbl    hoti. 
Gentleman  tbe  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
expressed    bis  surprise   to  find    that  the 
Irish  Church  Fund  could   still   yield  the 
sum  of  £HX),0()0,  that  he  had    been  told 
in  IHyi  that  the  Fnud  wat»  mortgaged  up 
to  the  hilt,   and    he  aske^l    whether  cir- 
cumstances  had  arivsen  since  1891  to  rti- | 
plenish  tbe   Fund  which    was  then   stip- 
posed  to  be  exhaiitsteiL     I   do   not  know 
what   representations  were   made  to  the  j 
right   bon.   Gentleman,  and    I   can  only 
assure  lum  that   the  Treasury  have  told  I 
me  that  there  there  will  be  no   difficulty 
in    raising    thii    £1(^,000.       I   will  lay 
on  the  Table  a  Treasury  statement  as  to 
how  the  Fund  now  htands.     It   has  beetii 
suggested  that  I  tshould  lay  down  in  th@ 
Bill  tlie   lines  upon  which   the    tribuuiilj 
should  proceed  in   fixing  a  fair  rent  or  a  I 
fair  price   for  tbe  laud^   but    I    thiuk   it] 
would  be    extremely    difficult  to  do  so* J 
The    same    objection    might    have   WeuJ 
raised  by  the  Laud  Act  of   I88K     Yollj 
cannot  lay  down  a  set  of  iixeil  principli»s>  1 
by  which  fair  rents  or  fair  pure  base  mAjl 
be  interpreted.     There  are  n  number  of] 
considerations   which  cannot  l>e  set  out] 
iuiiD  Act,  and  which  practical  experieuceiil 
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men  who  are  appointed  to  deal  witli  tlie 
matter  will  think  out  for  rliemselvt?!^  us 
they  go  along.  I  have  heeii  askeil  lo 
consider  how  the  Bill  will  affect  now 
fceuauts  who  were  put  in  hy  tlie  Lnml 
Jud^e.  That  i*  certainly  u  j>oitU  wortli 
eonsideratioD,  hut  I  think  that  wlien  the 
hoD.  aud  learued  Member  who  raised  it 
sees  the  Bill  he  wilt  lind  that  it  ha^  not 
been  overlooked,  Tlie  lion.  Member  for 
Belfast  s*aid  tbiit  his  great  object Joii  to 
|U«5  Bill  was  that  it  was  r,r  poH  Jmto 
iegislatiou^  l>nt  aiirely  legislation  cannot 
be  said  to  \u3(\fpoxt  facto  ftimjdy  hecansc 
it  is  inspired  by  experience  and  i^niiiled 
hj  circumstaiiees  which  are  idready  in 
cxisteuee.  Coiiiplaiiit  hats  been  made 
that  I  have  not  stated  fully  enough  die 
facts  and  figures  upon  which  we  felt 
oarsehe.s  bound  to  iulroducc  the  Bill  ami 
the  difticultieg  the  Bill  is  designed  to 
meet.  I  may  say,  iu  regard  to  that  com- 
plaint, that  I  gave  the  Hotme  as  long  a 
utatement  as  I  thought  it  woiihl  appre- 
ciate ;  but  I  hope,  however^  that  on  the 
Second  Beading  I  shall  lie  able  to  make 
^ood  any  deficiency  in  that  respect. 

H3£otiou  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered   to   be  br might  in  by  Mr. 
•1.  M  or  ley  and  tho  Solicitor  Genera  K 

Bill    presented,   and    read    first    time. 
£Bill  176,] 
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BILL.— (No,  1250 

SECOND    HEADING. 

Dnler  for  Second  Heading  reail. 

•The  president  uf  the  BUABD 

*>¥  TRADE  (ilr,  MiWDELf-A,  Hiieffield, 
Bnghtside),  \vho  wa8  indi.'^tinetly  heard 
in  the  Gallery,  in  nioviiig  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill,  said,  that  in  intro- 
ilncing  the  Bill  he  had  laid  down  tlie 
lines  on  which  it  proceeded  iu  order  to 
facilitate  the  settlement  of  trade  disputes. 
It  enabled  the  Board  of  Trade,  wliere  a 
difference  existed  between  au  employeiv 
or  any  class  of  employers  and  workmen, 
or  between  different  elassci*  of  work- 
men, to  exercise  all  or  any  of  the 
lollowing  powers  :^first,  to  inquire 
into  the  causes  aud  circumstanceji  of 
the  difference,  and  make  such  Report,  if 
any,  thereon  as  the  Board  might  deem 
expedient  ;  and,   secondly,  to  invite   the 
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parties  to  the  differeuce  to  meet  to- 
gether, by  ihemselvei*  oi  iheir  represeiita* 
fives,  under  the  presiilenty  of  a  Chair- 
man mutually  agreed  upon,  or  nominal erl 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  or  by  some  other 
person  or  body,  with  a  view  to  the 
amicable  settlement  of  the  difference. 
lie  maintained  that  the  hcHt  method  to 
obtain  a  settlement  was  lo  bring  an  equal 
uiind>er  <d"  each  party  to  the  difference  to 
f!>it  down  together  at  a  table  there^  upon 
the  footing  oF  equality,  to  discuss  the 
differences  between  tht?m,  lie  knew 
complaint  had  been  nmde  that  the  Bill 
did  not  go  far  enough,  l>eeatise  it  diil  not 
give  compulsory  jiowers  and  l>ecaijse  it 
provided  no  means  of  enfMrciug  any 
settlement  that  might  lie  arrivctl  at  ;  bnt 
all  those  who  bad  been  engaged  iu  this 
good  work  for  the  last  .'iO  years,  without 
a  ^:ingle  exception,  deprecated  any 
attempt  to  introduce  the  element  of  com- 
pulsion into  these  volnnlary  Boards, 
Coiiriliatioii  had  in  the  past  at  c-ouiplished 
marvellous  results,  lie  would  have 
liked,  if  he  bad  time,  to  give  to  the 
House  some  evidence  from  a  renmrkidde 
doettment  he  had  before  him — namely, 
an  account  of  a  conference  which  took 
place  in  the  City  of  Durham,  under  the 
presidency  of  the  Bishop  of  Durham,  in 
trade  disputes,  showing  the  testimony 
brongbt  forward  by  the  moat  i^xperieucod 
men  in  the  >*orth  of  England  who  had 
taken  the  lead  iu  bringing  trade  disputes 
to  an  amicable  settlement.  Mr.  Robert 
Knight,  the  secretary  of  the  wealthiest 
and  nmst  prosperous  Trade  Union  iu  tho 
Kiugdom,  the  Boilermakers^  aud  JShip- 
builders'  Society,  appeared  before  the 
Royal  Commission  and  gave  admirable 
evidence  on  tho  working  of  conciliation 
in  his  own  industry.  He  was  asked 
several  questions  on  the  poiut,  and  he 
said  there  bad  been  no  general  strike  in 
the  trade  for  20  years.  The  very  be^t 
feeliug  existed  in  the  trade  where  l>cfore 
there  was  irritatiou  and  resentment  be- 
tween the  masters  and  the  workmen.  He 
said  that  the  effect  upon  the  funds  of  the 
Society  of  this  absence  of  strike**  was, 
tliut  whereas  fonnerly  the  expenditure  of 
tho  funds  bad  been  enormous  owing  to 
strikes,  within  the  last  two  years  the 
wdiole  cost  in  that  respect  had  fallen  to 
1|  jier  cent,  of  the  Society's  income*  But 
there  were  other  leaders  besides  Trades 
IT  Dions  leaders  who  gave  evidence  of  the 
good  which  had  been  done  by  conciliation, 
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Mr,  David  Dale,  ;i  innti  wIjh  hud  doue 
more  tbau  luiyoue  el^e  to  n^concile  capital 
uiifl  lal>Qiir  in  tliis  rtiiintiy,  and  wboae 
excellent  work  at  iIk'  Conference  in 
Berlin  had  hornc*  gootl  work  in  Germany, 
bail  expressed  bi  in  self  a»  stroDi^ly  op- 
posed to  compulsion.  Tbia  geotleraan 
had,  furtberraore,  declared  liimtielf  in 
faTour  of  the  pjresent  meaf^iire,  l>elieviu^ 
that  it  wonld  be  followed  liy  sfttiafactory 
results.  Mr.  Whit  we  1 1,  Cb  airman  of  the 
Iron  Trade  Association,  ami  uiany  other 
aiuborities,  bad  supported  this  view.  He 
himself  had  bad  35  years'  experience  in 
dealing  with  these  siihjeeta.  Ho  bad  sat 
on  a  Board  of  Concilialioii  for  13  years, 
and  never  in  a  siucfle  instance  bad  they 
attempted  compulsion.  It  bad  never  l>een 
required,  for  it  was  found  that  employerfi 
would  give  w^ay  to  a  much  greater  extent 
under  voluntary  arrangement.'*  than  I  hey 
would  under  dictation  or eoiTipulsion.  It 
was  said,  **  But  you  introduced  a  Bill  to 
euforce  arbitration  in  1872,  and  placed  it 
on  the  Statute  Book/'  Well,  the  Londou 
Trades  Council  thouglit  there  sLoidd  be 
some  means  of  etiforeiiitT^  an  award,  and 
they  asked  Mr*  Justice  Wright  to  draw 
up  a  Bill  fof  them,  providing  that  where 
the  two  parties  agreed  tbo  award  should 
be  euforced.  They  asked  him  (Mr. 
Mundella)  to  introduce  the  measure,  and 
he  had  replied,  **^It  can  <lo  no  harm,  and 
it  may  do  some  good.  I  liave  not  mucli 
faith  ill  it,  but  I  am  willing  to  try  it/* 
The  other  Member  who  put  bis  name  on 
the  back  of  it  was  Mr,  \\\  H,  Smith,  In 
Hj71  or  1872  they  carried  this  Bill  ;  but 
what  bad  becu  the  result  ?  There  bad 
never  been  a  single  case  put  un<ler  it. 
Both  masters  and  workmen  tibrank 
from  auything  that  savoured  of  a 
Court  of  Law.  They  ohjec^ted  to  go 
where  they  bad  to  swear  oaths,  produce 
books,  and  do  things  tinder  compul'^iou. 
Therefore,  the  House  might  fo-morrow 
repeal  all  the  Acts  relating  to  compulsory 
arlntratmn,  for  they  had  never  been  acted 
on.  The  conciliation  clause  introduced 
into  the  Railway  Bill  of  1888  did  more 
in  one  year  to  lessen  disputes  arising 
than  the  right  to  appejil  to  any  tribunal, 
Ijowever  powerfully  constituted  and  ex- 
pensive, w*oiild  ever  have  done.  The 
widest  questions  bad  been  dealt  with 
under  it — questions  affecting  whole  groups 
or  classes  of  goods  and  affecting  whole 
tra*les,  and  it  had  been  a  very  gratifying 
thing  for  a  Goveniment  Department  to 


receive  letters  of  thanks  from  traders  and 
Railway  Companies  for  their  very  good 
offices  they  bad  used  and  the  satisfactory 
results  that  bad  been  attained.  They 
might  be  told,  **  You  could  have  done 
that  without  the  Statnte  Book — the 
Railway  Company  would  have  listeued 
to  you/'  But  the  Board  of  Trade  would 
have  had  no  loviis  standi  and  no  oppor- 
tunity of  making  Reports  to  ti*e  House, 
and  those  Reports  were  very  important  m 
their  bearing  upon  public  opinion.  The 
proposed  Conciliation  Board  must  baveu^ 
legal  standing  in  order  that  its  powers 
might  he  (slearly  ilefined.  He  greatly 
regretted  that  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
La  hour  Commission  was  not  before  the 
House,  lie  bad  watched  the  proceeilings 
of  I  hat  Commission  with  the  deepest  i«- 
terest,  and  he  knew  what  would  be  the 
result  of  the  investigation.  He  was  sure 
it  won  hi  give  force  and  effect  to  the  Bill. 
In  conclusion,  be  pointed  out  that  the 
subject  was  a  national  and  not  ai  Party 
iiucstion.  No  Party  capiuil  could  possibly 
he  got  out  of  it,  and  he  hoped,  therefore, 
that  the  House  would  take  a  wide  ami 
broad  view  of  the  measures  it  was  pro- 
loosed  to  introduce.  He  hoped  that  the 
House  would  consent  to  the  Second 
Reading,  and  send  the  Bill  to  a  (Traod 
Comn/ittee  for  full  di^scussiou,  in  conjuiic- 
tioii  with  the  Bill  that  bad  been  intro- 
duced by  the  right  hon»  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Loudon  University  (Sir 
J.  Luldjock)  on  the  same  subject. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,. 
^'That  the  Bill  be  uow  read  a  second 
time.'*— (3fr.  Mtmdetla,) 

The  MAKi^LEss  of  CARMARTHEN 

(Lambeth,  Brixton)  said,  there  was  one 
statement  of  the  right  bou.  Gentleman 
with  which  be  agreed.  He  joined  In  the 
regret  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  Report  of  the  Labour  Commission 
bad  not  been  made  before  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill  bad  come  on  for  dis- 
cussion. He  wouhl  remind  the  House  of 
the  action  of  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  only  a  few  days  ago,  w^beu  ihe 
Second  Reading  of  the  Pfxjr  Law  Relief 
Bill  was  postponed  owing  to  ibe  aetioti 
of  the  Government  because  there  was  a 
Commitree  sitting  to  inquire  into  that  very 
question.  One  of  the  most  important 
questions  considered  by  the  Labour  Com- 
missioti  was  the  question  of  arbitratioti 
in    labour   disputes,  and    this    Bill 
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now  beiiif^  brought  forward  with- 
out that  Comniisgioii  having  reported. 
He  contended  that  the  Bill  was  practically 
useless,  because  it  did  not  contain  any 
compulsory  powers,  and  that»  therefore, 
nothings  could  be  done  under  it  which 
could  not  be  as  well  done  without  it.  He 
iphould  be  the  last  person  to  advocate 
TOOmpuIsory  powers*  of  any  sort  or  kind, 
but  he  argned  that  thi^  Bill  conlained 
nothing  which  could  not  be  done  without 
its  provisions,  and  that  without  com- 
pulsion  it  would  be  of  no  use  whatever. 
The  Bill  would  bo  of  no  use  to  miners  in 
the  ^'orth  of  England,  hecanse  in  Durham 
and  some  other  of  the  Northern  Counties 
he  men  and  the  coalowners  worked  well 
fgether,  and  if  disputes  aroi^e  they  were 
ttled  by  the  representatives  of  each  jside, 
id  had  no  need,  thereforti,  to  apply  to 
y  Conciliation  Boanl.  He  did  not  wish 
see  compidsory  power.s  placed  in  the 
Bill,  but  at  the  same  time  he  wa**  eoti* 
V'ioced  that  the  measnre  wotdd  he  no  use 
without  them, 

♦Sill  J.  PEASE  (Durham,  Barnard 
■pastle)  said,  \m  noble  Friend  entirely 
^isiuterpreted  the  principles  tm  which 
the  Bill  waH  founded.  He  dissented  from 
e  view  that  compulsory  power  was 
juiretb  How  contd  they  have  com- 
kory  power  to  make  one  man  receive 
wage  whicli  he  was  not  incHitcd  to  take 
d  auotlier  man  to  pay  what  he  did  not 
I  itidined  to  pay,  unless  the  arhitra- 
tion  WMS  voluntary.  The  coal  j^trikc  in 
Durham  hat!  lasted  for  more  than  three 
months,  and  liad  l)ronght  ruin  to  many 
hiujdreds  of  persons  iu  no  way  connected 
with  the  coal  indtistrie?*,  and  how  was  ihat 
strike  at  hist  hronght  to  an  end  ?  It  was 
brought  to  an  end  bj  the  Bishop  of 
Durham,  who  asked  hodi  parties  to  meet 
him,  and  irnder  whose  ifdlnence  arrange- 
ments were  made  which  put  an  end  to  the 
trouble.  That  was  all  done  voluntarily. 
What  tlid  the  Bill  do  ?  All  ihnt  if  won  Id 
I  do  was  to  prevent  a  strike  Irinn  going  on 
War  any  leugtij  of  time  without  ottering  a 
^ibuual  to  the  ujen  or  the  employers 
affec ted  ;  a  nd  the  tie >m  |u d  sor y  f  o re e  he h  t  u d 
il  wa.%  after  all,  public  opinion.  If  the 
employers  declined  the  arbitration  of  the 
Board  of  Tnide,  or  if  the  workmen 
decliited  it,  pulklic  ojnnion  wonld  be 
agaiiiHt  those  who  declined  eoiudlia- 
tion.  The  public  would  say,  *'They 
haven  Imd  cuse,  atid  dnre  nut  go  before  a 
tribunal.      He  wonld  givu   the  House  his 


own  experience  as  au  arbitrator  in  the 
wrought- iron  trade.  Some  years  ago  he 
gave  an  award  for  an  advance  which 
wfts  not  ihought  by  tiie  meti  to  he 
sufficient,  and  the  men  struck  against 
the  award.  They  were  on  strike  about  14 
days  \  but  they  returue^l  to  work  at  last 
because  the  [Uiblic  opinion  of  the  tlistrict 
was  against  them  for  striking  against  an 
award.  At  the  end  of  three  months, 
when  the  award  expired,  the  men  pro- 
posed him  as  arbitrator  to  the  employers 
on  a  further  point  of  difterencc.  These 
were  the  sort  of  cases  one  met  with  in 
everj-day  life.  H'  coui pulsion  had  been 
tried  in  that  case  it  would  have  failed. 
He  was  not  frmd  of  placing  new  powers 
in  the  hands  of  the  Board  of  Trade  or  of 
any  Ooverumcni  Department,  bnt  all  the 
Bill  did  was  to  allow  the  Board  of  Trade 
to  suggest  an  arbitration  and  do  their  lrt;st 
to  effect  conciliation, 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Univer- 
sity) said,  he  was  obliged  to  the  right 
han.  (Tentlcnnm  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  for  promising  to  allow  his  Bill  to 
go  to  the  Committee  together  with  the 
Government  measure.  It  showed  that 
the  right  hou.  (Icntleman  was  anxious 
to  give  the  principle  of  both  measures 
atj  opportunity  of  beitig  discussed. 
They  all  recognised  the  services  the 
right  ho]u  Gentleunui  had  rendered  to  the 
principle  of  <vnciliation,  and  agree<l 
that  every  opiniort  coining  from  him  waa 
of  great  value  ;  but  wldle  he  (Sir  J, 
Lubbock)  entirely  jigreud  with  the  right 
hon.  (lentleman  as  to  the  importatree  of 
the  subject,  he  was  afraid  he  could  not 
share  with  hitu  his  view  as  to  the  useful- 
ness of  the  present  Bill.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  it  should  not  go  too  far  ; 
bnt  he  (Sir  J,  LubI>ork)  ventured  to 
think  that  it  did  not  go  anywhere  at  all. 
At  the  present  moment  the  Board  of 
Tratle,  if  it  Hked,  could  inquire  into 
trmle  ditferences  ;  it  could  invite  the 
parties  to  a  conference,  and  it  could 
appoitit  a  Board  of  Conciliation.  These 
were  the  only  points  in  the  Bill,  Init  they 
gave  no  new  powers  so  far  as  the  Board  of 
Trade  was  eouccrned.  The  provision  as 
to  ti»e  appointment  of  arbitrators  was  un- 
necessary for  the  siinic  reason,  as  also 
was  that  in  regard  to  sending  down  into 
the  country  to  make  lutpiiries  as  to 
ditiereuces  existing  lK5twc*en  employers 
at  id  employed. 
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Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  We  can  do  it 
now,  but  we  have  no  locus  standi. 

SiK  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  tlie  right  hon. 
Geutlcman  admitted  they  could  do  it  now. 
The  Bill  further  gave  power  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  present  annually  a  Report  on 
this  subject  to  Parliament.  That,  also, 
they  could  do  without  an  Act.  He 
failed,  therefore,  to  see  that  the  Bill,  if 
carried,  could  have  any  good  effect. 
Rightly  or  wrongly,  his  (Sir  J.  Lub- 
bock's) own  Bill,  however,  did  go  a  great 
deal  further,  and  it  had  the  unanimous 
support  of  the  Chambers  of  Commerce 
and  of  the  leading  London  Trades 
Unionists.  That  Bill  was  not  intro- 
duced on  behalf  of  the  employers,  but 
was  equally  supported  by  the  employed. 
Though  the  Bill  before  the  House  was 
uot  likely  to  effect  much,  that  was  no 
reason  why  it  should  not  be  read  a 
second  time  and  sent  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. He  should  therefore  support  the 
Motion  for  the  Second  Reading. 

Mil.  PIERPOINT  (Warrington)  said, 
in  introducing  the  Motion  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  had  said  that  his  explanation 
of  it  would  be  brief  and  inadequate.  He 
(Mr.  Pierpoint)  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  that  statement.  The 
speech  he  hud  delivered  had  been  all 
briefness,  and  no  explanation  of  the  Bill. 
And  as  for  the  Bill,  it  was  all  Bill 
without  any  conciliation.  Every  one  of 
its  provisions  had  been  practically  pro- 
vided for  by  what  had  been  done  already. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  devoted  him- 
self entirely  to  ex])laining  what  was  not 
in  the  Bill,  and  did  not  give  a  single 
second  to  what  was  in  it,  for  the  simple 
reason  that  he  recognised  that  it  con- 
tained nothing. 

It  l^ing  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow,  at 
Two  of  the  clock. 

EDUCATION  CODK,  1894. 
MOTION      FOR      AX      ADDRESS. 

Vise. K  NT  CRANBORNE  (Roches- 
ter) said,  that  on  Tuesday  night  a  wish 
was  universally  expressed  that  there 
should  be  a  postponement  until  the 
evening  of  the  discussion  on  two  points 
of  difficulty  which  had  arisen  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Code,  and  he  proposed  now 
shortly  to  trouble  the  House  with  a  few 
reasons  why  in  respect  of  those  matters 
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he  thought  it  desirable  the  House  should 
pray  Her  Majesty  to  withhold  her  assent. 
Article  73,  as  originally  presented  by  the 
Vice  President,  was  very  objectionable. 
It  limited  altogether  the  free  action  of 
the  school,  and  would  inevitably  have 
created  a  necessity  for  extra  teachers, 
thereby  throwing  additional  expense  on 
the  school.  But  in  consequence  of  the 
pressure  put  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man by  the  Opposition  the  Article  had 
been  modified  and  improved,  though  it 
was  still  far  from  satisfactory.  The 
amended  Article  introduced  a  new  phrase 
in  the  very  remarkable  English  the  De- 
partment always  used,  and  it  limited  the 
school  in  respect  of  the  number  of  chil- 
dren which  each  teacher  might  teach. 
The  words  used  were,  **  The  number  of 
children  habitually  present  at  one  time.'* 
He   frankly   confessed   he    found   great  -i 

difficulty  in  determining  the  exact  mean- 
ing of  those  words.     This  phrase   was        -» 
most  ambiguous,  and  the   unreasonable        -• 
demands  of  the  Department  had  always  - 

been  founded  on  some  ambiguous  phrase  -• 
in  either  the  Code  or  in  an  Act  of  Par-  — 
liament.  There  would  be  constant  dis-  — 
pute  and  misunderstanding  as  to  what  ^^i^ 
the   words   "  habitually   present "  really       ^* 

meant,  and  it  would  lead  to  much  corre-    

spoudence  and   great  irritation,  which  he     ^B 

was  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him-      

self  would  be  the  first  to  desire  to  avoid.  —  • 
That  was  not  the  only  objection.  The  -**=^ 
Article  fixed  the  capacity  of  teachers  -a^» 
per  class  instead  of  per  school.  Tho  ^■'^"^ 
head  teacher  of  a  school  might  l)e  quali — — "^" 
fied  to  deal  not  merely  with  60  or  70  ^"  ^ 
pupils,  but  with  100,  while  another  and 
less  skilful  teacher  might  not  be  qualified 
to  deal  with  ithe  maximum  number  of 
children  set  down  in  the  Article.  A  far"":^  -'" 
better  arrangement  would  be  for  tho  •s^  "^ 
skilful  man  to  be  allowed  to  deal  with.^^  * 
100  children,  whilst  the  less  skilful  one^^^ 
might  perhaps  have  no  more  than  40  ^'^  ' 
or  50  pupils.  These  were  mattei 
which  ought  to  be  left  to  th 
managers  of  a  school  to  arrange  ;  but  ii 
the  Article  proposed  by  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  passed  in  its  present  form 
no  such  arrangements  could  be  made,. 
and  there  would  be  an  end  of  all  elastic 
city.  The  last  point  he  had  to  touch 
upon  was  the  manner  in  which  the  posi- 
tion of  the  teachers  was  dealt  with.  The 
Article  might  be  interpreted  to  mean 
that  the    head  teacher    was   not  to  be 
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eouuteil    among   tbe  stall'  of  tbe  school 

^fer  certain  pyr|K>ae$.       In  lar^e  hl-IiooIs 

^be    probability     \vm    tUat     rbe      Heiul 

^■li^tor  wonJtl  l>e  exchnled  from  the  (*nm- 

^buitiuu  when  tht^cjtieslitjn  for  liow  jniinv 

childreu     the    staff     of    a    ,'icbool    was 

[leqnato  ennif  up  for  cousuleratiou.    A 

[isis   rui'.'iit  be   luuler  his  control^  but  it 

3ulil    not  nece^jsarily    be    under  bis^   in- 

ruotiori,  although  bo  might  be  in-struc;!- 

it    a  small    part    of  tbe  time.     For 

es€   reason!*     that    parttgrapb    of    the* 

iLrtkle    ^^eerned    entirely  nn^satit^faL-tory. 

The  last  paragraph  of  the  Artiele  woubl 

rtalnly   make  it  iieeessary   to    increasi? 

be  staff' of  the  school,  and  woubl  th«s  im- 

^se  an  adilitioual   loirtlen  npon  loealities 

"^ere   the    •^ehool    rate  was  aheaily  ab* 

l^rmally  high.     He  woubl  like  Hie  right 

»ii.  Uentlenian  to  explain  why  he  eini- 

jereil  it    neeessary  thus  to  increase  tbe 

ikff!5.       Tlio  expense  whicli  elementary 

^tieation    in    this    eonntry   had    already 

ched    should     make  the   House  [jan-ie 

lor©  any   further  expense  was  thrown 

the  rate|)ayers.       He   was    per  feet  ly 

rtJirrr  tluit  rreitlrer*  the  late  Mr.  Forster 

~^or    Lor'<l    Sanilofi   bad  tbe  least  coijcep- 

tiou  of  the    height  to  wbieir  elementary 

B^ucation  would  nrn.       Jn   IJoanl  sehool 

Bblriets    it    wa^  now    well    over   £2  per 

^Kohir,    aud    even  in  volnntHty  srbools, 

^Hiicb     were-     far     nmre    ecorioujii?ally 

aiaunge<l,      it      nearly    ap|>maehed     £2, 

t»fore  the  right  hoii.  Gentleman  threw 
ini  expense  on  the  irnfortunatc  country 
liools,  which  he  was  Imnrssrrrg 
&ry  day  in  tbe  week,  be  sborrld 
re  some  reason  for  doing  s^j. 
Now  lie  came  to  Article  90,  whieb  jiro- 
vided  what  was  known  as  the  17s.  (Sit. 
limit.  The  Artielo  was  forrruled  on 
Section  Ml  of  tbe  Aet  of  lH7(i,  and  it 
provide* I  that  the  gtanf  should  not  i-xeeed 
the  aniourrt  per  ehild,  except  by  the  smn 
wliieb  tbe  ineorue  of  tbe  h(?ho(4  tie- 
red fn*m  vobmtary  srrbseriptious  and 
eipts  from  other  sources  outside  tbe 
rliiifuentary  grant  exceedeil  such 
QuuU  In  other  words,  the  Act  of 
brl iutiient  [>ro vided  that  tbe  Parliamea- 
grant  slioidd  rrot  exceed  tbe  17s,  ijd, 
limit  unless  tbe  rueome  from  other" 
sources  was  et[iral  iti  amount  to  the  grant. 
Tbe  words  of  the  Act  were  very  wide  in 
regani  to  tbe  meamjig  of  **  income, '^  auil 
ill  the  20th  section  of  the  Aet  of  1876, 
which  was  referrevl  to  in  Artitde  9,  it  was 
Ud loafed    that    incume  wiiich   should   be 


allowed  to  eount  for  grant  must  be 
applied  for  the  purposes  of  public  ele- 
I  meiitary  schools.  That  seeme^l  to  be  a 
perfectly  phiin  pro|iosi(ron.  The  Code 
sought  nn justly  to  reduce  the  incomes  of 
seliools  by  exeludiiig  expenditure  on 
building  fiom  eonsideratiou  in  the  h'mita- 
tiQU  of  tbe  giftnt.  In  this  i^espeet  be 
l>elieved  the  Code  was  illegab  and  con- 
tt'uvened  the  Act ;  eertairrly  it  was  con- 
tr^ar^y  to  tbe  spirit  of  tbe  Act.  Tbe  Code 
was  irTational  and  illogical  in  that  it 
made  a  tlistiuerion  betw»?cn  repairs  and 
tire  erection  of  huililirrgs,  between  rcrrt 
aird  capital  expeirdlture.  This  was  one 
of  marry  examples  in  wbieb  tbe  Code 
sought  to  evatle  tbe  objects  of  tbe  Aet 
of  Parliament,  and  he  doubted  very  nmeb 
if  tbe  Artiele  in  that  respeel  was  legal. 
At  any  rate,  it  was  a  provi.sion  wbieb  the 
House  ougirt  not  to  accept,  and  be  bri|ied 
they  woubl  disagree  with  it  and  allow  the 
managers  to  include  in  tbeir  account 
statements  of  expenditure  on  repairs  and 
burldiirgs.  The  DepaitJuerU  was  a 
regular  larlly.  It  always  attacked  people 
who  they  thougbt  worrbl  rrot  resist. 
Tlier-o  was  the  case  of  the  Higlilniry  Yale 
school  as  to  which  a  ijuesticm  was  put  in 
tbe  House  l>y  the  right  hon.  Geirtleman 
tlie  Member  tor  Dart  ford.  *'My  Lortls  *'' 
bad  refused  to  have  anylbing  t^j  do 
with  tbe  grant  before  tbe  question  was 
put,  but  when  the  right  Iron,  (ietrtlerrran 
iutervoued  they  promptly  yielded.  Had 
it  been  a  poor  country  school  it 
would  pr"ol>ably  have  fai^^d  dtft'ereirtly. 
Exactly  the  satne  thhrg  occurred  in 
another  iMise,  antl  it  was  quite  obvious 
rbiU  the  grourrd  on  which  the  Dejuirt- 
mont  iiatl  proceeded  was  illogical  and 
illegal.  He  knew  that  very  often, 
til  rough  tbe  irr  fervent  ion  of  Members  of 
that  House,  these  wrongs  were  set  right, 
hut  tbe  great  debiy  that  took  place  in 
tbe  payment  of  grants  was  a  very  serious 
tbirrg  for  tbe  schools.  A  goCKl  deal  of 
corr'cspondcnce  had  to  take  place  bet  weeir 
tbe  Department  and  tbe  school  managers, 
which  usually  resulted  in  tbe  delay  of 
the  payment  for  some  months.  Both 
on  the  groirnd  of  tbe  x\et  of  Parliament 
itself,  and  un  the  general  ground  of  con- 
venience, be  tborrght  tlve  time  had  come 
when  the  Artirlu  ought  to  be  altered,  and 
be  therefore  moved  the  oirrission  of  these 
words.  Again  and  again,  during  tbe 
Debates  wbicli  look  place  when  the 
17s.   Gd.    limit   was    estaijlisbed,    it    was 
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stated  that  the  desire  ou  all  bauds  was  to 
stimulate  voluntary  subscriptions,  and  it 
wjiH  said  over  aud  over  again  tbat  it  wns 
absolutely  uceessary  for  the  purposes  of 
cdu€ati«ui  tbat  the  schools  themselvej^, 
and  all  the  apimrntus  for  education,  should 
be  as  efficient  a»  possible.  There  was 
nothing  more  important  than  the  erection 
of  ^noil  Bidiools,  mid  if  suhsi-riptionfl  were 
Btiraiilated  on  thatarcount  ^ood  work  wns 
done,  F'or  all  tliose  reasons,  he  submitted 
tiiat  the  time  bad  come  wheo  these  words 
otight  to  be  omitted.  He  pressed  upon 
the  Miidsler  for  Education  the  enormous 
importance  of  not  allowing  the  Code  to 
virdate  the  Act  of  Parliament, 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'♦That  m\  hiinibltj  Adiire*^  he  presentu*!  to 
Her  Majesty  |iriiyiu^?  Iler  MnjeMty  to  witliholet 
Her  asj^ent  to  the  wonls  in  pa^e  17,  iirtit']^  t»u^ 
of  the  Eilacatioii  Code  of  1894,  viz..  *  any  out- 
lay on  the  premises  beyi»ad  the  '-OMt  of  onliiiarj* 
repairs  or/  aad  to  all  the  worfls  of  the  Minute 
of  the  17th  April  1H94  from  '  in  urder  that/  to 
t  be  eiu  I .  *  * —  (  Visniu  nt  ('  ro  n  In  true.) 

TnK  VICE  PRESIDENT  hf  the 
COIJ.NX'IL  (Mr,  Allans  York,  VV,R,, 
Rotherham)  t^aid,  the  noble  Lord,  who 
umloubtedly  knew  a  great  deal  aliout 
edueational  matters,  had  ended  his  speech 
witb  some  moileration  as  re^ardeil  tlu^ 
Ednration  Department  itself,  !dthout;b  be 
(Mr,  Acland)  knevv  fliat  he  ri'^^arded  bim 
]ieisonally  with  tfrave  suspicion.  lie  did 
not  wisli  to  speak  of  him  so  severely  as 
the  Prime  Minister  spoke  of  a  noble 
Lord  who  bad  t?*"ne  down  to  bis  (Mr. 
Aelarnrs )  father's  estate,  to  brinj;  njjfuitist 
him  a  tdjaige  of  troatin;^  leniently  tbe 
schools  on  his  fatber^s  estate.  He  did 
not  say  that  tbe  noble  Lord  hail  ^ot  so 
far  as  that  yet.  But  be  had  useil  words 
wbicd]  be  couhl  lajt  pass  over.  He  said 
jiiat  now  that  tbe  Department  was  a 
regular  bully.  He  (Mr,  Aeland)  bad 
tiaid  before  that  he  wished  tlie  noLle 
Lord  <M>uld  take  his  plaee.  If  be  did  so, 
be  won  hi  nndfuiiiiedly  resent  in  the 
rttron^rest  terms  langiuige  of  that  sort 
being  used  agairtst  his  Do[au'tment. 
The  Ediu'iition  Department  was  not 
a  regnlar  bidly.  It  did  not  always 
attaek  those  who  eould  not  resist. 
Tbe  heads  of  the  Education  Department, 
the  weerctaries*  ihe  assistant  secretaries, 
and  the  exananers,  many  of  them  ap- 
pointed Ity  patronage  under  Conservative 
Governments,  were  bigb-mindeil  met*, 
who     did      their     dttty      ju'operly     and 
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thoroughly,  and  they  were  neither  buUies 
nor    were    they    persons    who     tried     to 
trample  upon  those  wbo  could  not  resist. 
They   were  engaged  in  important  works, 
and   they   were  not,  he  repeated,  bullies, 
as  the  noble  Lfinl  suggested.     Now^  the 
noble  Lord    proposed     to    omit    certaia 
words  from  Section  90,  to  the  etiect  that 
any  outlay   on   premises  beyond  the  eost 
of  ordinary  repairs  was  not  to  he  included 
in  the  school  accounts  for  the  purpose  of 
what  was  called  the  ITi*.  6tl.  limit.     The 
noble  Lord  held  high  language  upon  thifii 
stibject.      lie  might  remind  him  that  the 
wonls  had  been  in  the  Code  for  the  la«t 
21  years,  and  they  bad  been  in  the  Code 
with  the  ]iermission   and  sanction  of  the 
Dnke  of  Richmond,   Lord   Sandou,  Lord 
Knutsfonl,  Lord  Cranbrook  ami  tbe  late 
Vice   President    of   the  Department.     If 
the  words  were  so  object irmahle  he  i^hould 
have  thonght  tbat  they  would  have  been 
objected  to  long  ago.     The  fact  was  that 
they  were  based  upon  an  Aet  of  Parlia- 
ment which    tbe  iiolde  Lord  appeared  t 
have  overlooked.     Tbe   words  appeared 
in   Section   96   of   the   Aet  of   1 870,  and 
provided    tbat    no    Parliamentary    gratjt 
sbonhl   bo   made  in   respect  of  buildings 
enlarging,  improving  or  tit  ting  up  of  an 
elementary   sclnMjl  except  in  those  cases 
where   applicaliotis   were  sent  in  before 
the   rilst   of  December  1870.     It  was*  in 
accordance  with  that  section,  and  beeaiii*e 
any   money   granted    for  buiblings  other 
than    in   repairs  ntaler   the  17s.  6d.  limit 
wonhl   be  a   direct   infringement   of  that 
section,   that  these   words  were  ineorpo- 
ratcil  in    tbe   Code  ;   and   if  these  word* 
were  not  in  tbe  Code  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment wotild  have  the  same  eHeci.    Lord 
Snndon  held   tbat   no  part  of  the  annual 
grant   now    paitl  might   be  appropriated 
under  this  section  of  the  Act  to  enlargiog, 
improving,  or  titling  up  of  schools,  aod 
tliat  all  nrinnal  grants  must  he  devoted 
to  annual   maintenance,   and,    so    far    us 
scln>ol  buildings  were  concernetl,  included 
charges  for  ordimiry  repairs    to   premises 
and  ftirntture,  arnl  nothing  else.       VV^hcn 
I  be  late  Lord  Sandon  wrote   that,  was   \l 
to   he   supposed   tbat    he  did    not    know 
wdiat  ho  was  talking  ahout  ?     [Viscouni 
CRANHt>KNE:    No.]       Well,   appareu 
not.       If  the  noble  Lord  h>oked  at  thai 
section  of  the  Aet,  and  at  the  Cmla,  audi 
comparctl   the  two,  and   remembered  iilso] 
that  the  former  PresidetU  of  the  CoiineiJ, 
whom   he   liad  mentiotied,   had    not    at 
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npted   t/o   strike  out   tlie    wortln— ami  | 
%t   even  if  thoy  were  J^tnu^k   out  they  ! 
>nld   lioltl    jwsr  the  same    by  virtue  of  | 
lie  Act  of  Parliament — he    would    see 
It  Parliament  cqiiUI  not  make  a  grant 
i  aid  of  buildings. 

'  ViscoiTNT  CRANBORNE  .said,  ivliat 
suggested  was  that  the  j^raut  which 
IS  actually  earned  by  a  school  ongbt 
:>t  to  be  cut  off  because  some  other 
oney  was  voted  to  the  sehoob 
|Mr,  AC-'LAND  saiil,  what  tlie  uoble 
[jrd  watite<l  was  that  uiouey  raif*ed  for 
Bilding  purposes  should  be  itR-luded  as 
come,  and  the  grant  froui  Parliament 
Jvei),  if  the  17s.  6d.  limited  was  ex- 
uded, to  meet  that  income,  which  iu-  , 
|tided  niouoy  for  building.  [Vij^couut 
lAXUOHXE  :  It  is  earned.]  That 
ould  be  giving  a  grant  for  building  pur- 
s,  and  that  had  beeu  held  to  be 
rotig  by  all  the  distinguished  persons 
bad  tnentioned.  If  he  was  wrong  he 
wiY)Ug  in  very  good  company.  As 
\  the  other  point  with  regard  to  the  pro- 
l^rtiou  iif  scholars  and  teaeher.'*,  ho  would 
et  of  all  point  out  that  a  large  number 
of  |)ersoii9  interested  in  voluntary  schools 
jrere  very  well  satisfied  with  the  words 
which  objection  was  now  taken.  The 
wds  did  not  affect  the  grant  at  all. 
iiej  were  mere  directory  words.  There* 
B,  so  far  as  he  was  concerned,  know- 
perfectly  well  that  there  was  general 
iltiftfaetiou  i^itb  these  words,  he  saw  no  ' 
reasOD  to  alter  them.  Nor  did  he  . 
believe  that  the  teachers  desired  j 
to  have  them  in  the  form  of  the  | 
^■^leudnieut  moved  by  the  uoble  Lorcb 
^BLb  to  the  time  given  for  the  redu<ition 
of  the  proportions  of  scholars  to  teachers 

ttn  60  to  50,  from  70  to  60,  and  from  I 
to  45,   he  could   only  say   that   two  ! 
irs'  notice  appeared  to  the  Department  i 
to  be  A  reasonable  one.     They  desired  to  | 
live  fair  notice  of  any  change.     He  did  j 
Bt  know  whether  the  noble  Lord  thought  | 
%i  u  teacher  could  teach   100  scholars,  | 
i^t  whether  he  thought  so  or  whether 
i  did  not,  it  was  certain  that  tiiere  were 
jntlreds  of  teachers  and  Inspectors  who 
1  not  think  a  teacher  capable  of  teach- 
100    scholars.      If  the  noble  Lord 
:iught  that  the  Minute  was  aitued    at 
j>luDt4iry    schools    he    was    very    much 
jstaken.      All   that   was  intended   was 
!  two  years  time  a  Regulation  of  a  very 
lerate  kind  should  codio    into  force, 
liioiiig  the  niitnber  of  scholars  for  liie 
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relief  of  the  teachers  a»d  the  benefit  of 
the  children  themselves.  There  was 
nothing  in  the  words  that  the  noble  Lord 
wanted  to  omit  that  won  Id  affetit  the 
gratit  at  all, 

8iR  R.  TEMPLE  {Smrey,  Kiugeton) 
said,  this  was  the  last  opcasion  they 
would  have  of  speaking  upon  this  sub- 
ject, and  he  hoped  the  House  would 
courteously  allow  hini  two  or  throe 
minutes  for  the  remarks  he  wished  to 
make.  He  must  say  that  the  interpre- 
lation  which  the  right  hon,  GeTUleman 
put  upon  this  section  of  tlie  Code  was 
considerctl  a  very  great  luirdsliip  by  the 
voluntary  schools.  They  complained 
that  the  money  they  themselves  raised 
for  these  purposes  was  cut  off  by  the 
Department.  The  answer  which  had 
been  given  l>y  tUc  right  Iioik  Gonlleman 
the  Minister  for  Education  to  the  noble 
Lord  had  caused  him  great  pain  and  dis- 
appointment. With  regard  to  the  j>ro- 
portion  of  scholars  and  teachers,  he  did 
not  know  who  were  the  voluntary  stduxd 
autluirities  who  had  indicated  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentlen^an  that  they  were 
satisfied  with  the  modifications  made  by 
the  Code.  He  ventured  to  say  that  if 
the  National  Society  conld  be  called  an 
authority,  that  that  Society  would  not  be 
satisfied  by  any  means.  When  he  veri- 
tored  on  Tuesday  night  to  bring  this 
subject  before  the  House,  his  right  hon« 
Friend  complained  of  his  action  because 
he  was  about  to  juesent  a  Minute  upon 
the  subject.  He  hml  now  got  that 
Minute  in  his  hand.  No  doubt  the 
Minute  was  to  some  extent  an  improve- 
ment for  which  they  must  be  gratefnb 
Still,  it  contained  these  words  to  which 
they  objected — that  the  numbers  would 
be  reduced  from  60  to  50,  from  70  to  60, 
aud  from  50  to  45.  These  words,  he 
ventured  to  warn  the  Minister,  would  be 
made  a  grievance  against  the  voluntary 
schools,  and  be  mmle  the  ground 
of  an  agitation  for  an  increase  of  the 
Stat!*  of  teachers.  This  provision  would 
entail  a  most  grievous  charge  upon 
vobiutary  schools,  and  once  more  in  the 
great  interest  of  voluntary  schools 
throughotit  England  he  made  his  protest 
against  the  retention  of  the  words. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  26  ; 
Noes  122.— (Division  List,  No/29.) 
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LOCAL      GOVERXMENT      PROVISIONAL 
J  ORDERS  (\o.  a)  BILL.— (No.  122.) 

Reported,  without  Ameiidment  [Pro- 
visional Orders  confirmed]  ;  to  be  read 
tiie  third  time  To-morrow. 

^       LOCAL     GOVERNMENT     (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL      ORDER      (No.    3)     BILL. 
(No.  115.) 
Reported,  without   Amendment  [Pro- 
visional Order   conHrmed]  ;    to    be   read 
the  third  time  To-morrow. 

MESSAGE    FROM   THE    LORDS. 
^        That  they  have  agreed  to, — 

Army  (Annual)  Bill,  without  Amend- 
ment. 

LAW      LIBRARY.      FOUR      COURTS 
y  (IRELAND)    BILL.— (No.   131.) 

As  amended,  considered  ;  read  the 
third  time,  and  ^mssed. 


s/ 


WILD    BIRDS'    PROTECTION   ACT  (1880) 
AMENDMENT   BILL.-(No.  184.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Committee  retK)rt  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

SOLICITORS'  EXAMINATION  BILL. 
(No.  112.) 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
without  Amendment ;  to  be  read  the 
third  time  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the 
clock. 


EAST  LONDON  WATER  IllLL. 
Onlcred,  That  tiic  Minutes  of  Evi<lence  taken 
hefore  the  Committee  on  the  Easrt  I-K:)ndon 
Water  Bill,  in  SessiMi  lS8r>,  and  the  South wark 
and  Vauxhall  Water  Bill,  in  Session  1891,  Ixi 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  East  London 
Water  Bill.— (i>r.  Farquhartto/i.) 

^  DOGS    BILL. 

y  On  Motion  of  Mr.  Herbert  Gardner,  Bill  to 
consolidate  and  amend  certain  enactments  re- 
lating to  Dogs,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Herbert  Gardner,  Mr.  Secretary  Asquith, 
Mr.  Solicitor  General,  and  The  Lonl  Advocate. 
Bill  presented,  and  reiul  first  time.  [Bill  177.] 

JUSTICES  (FEES). 
J  Return    presented,  —  relative    thereto 

[Address    14  th    December,    1893 ;     Mr, 
A,  C,  Morton']  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


ALIENS. 
Return    presented, — relative    thereto 
[Address    12th   April  ;    Mr,  If,  L.   fV. 
Lawson']  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.    [No.  81.] 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND.) 
Copy  presented, — of  Statement  show- 
ing (1)  the  expenditure  from  the  Grant 
for  Public  Education  in  Scotland  in  the 
year  1893  upon  Annual  Grants  to 
Elementary  Schools  ;  and  (2)  the  actual 
number  of  Elementary  Schools  on  the 
Annual  (Trunt  List,  &c.,  and  the  Results 
of  the  Inspection  and  Examination  of 
Elementary  Schools  during  the  year 
ended  30th  September,  1893  [by 
Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

NATIONAL     SCHOOL     TEACHERS     (IRE- 
LAND) PENSION  FUND. 
Copy  presented,— of  Annual  Account 
of  Receipts  and  Payments  for  the  year 
1893,  &c.  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

SCPERANNUATION  ACT,  1884. 
Copy  presented, — of  Treasury  Minute, 
dated  10th  April,  1894,  declaring  that 
James  Marsh  (Artificer,  Royal  Small 
Anns  Factory),  War  Office,  was  ap- 
pointed without  a  Civil  Service  Certi- 
ficate through  inadvertence  on  the  part 
of  the  Head  of  his  Department  [by  Act]  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

GOVERNMENT      PROPERTY      IN      THE 
COUNTY     OF     LONDON     (CONTRIBU- 
TIONS IN  LIEU  OF  LOCAL  RATES). 
Retiirn    ordered,    "showing    (1)    the 
name  of  each  Parish  in  which  the  Go- 
vernment  occupies    property ;    (2^    the 
extent  and  character  of  such  property ; 
(3)  the  valuation  put  upon  such  property 
for  local  rating  ;  (4)  the  amount  of  Con- 
tribution paid  to  each   Parish  in  the  last 
financial  year  ;    and  (5)  special  Acts  of 
Parliament   (if  any)    applicable   to   the 
case." — {Mr,  Pickersgill ,) 

LOCALGOVERNMENT  BOARD  (CIRCULAR 
LETTERS). 
Return  ordered,  "of  the  several  Circular 
Letters  which  have  been  issued  by  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  Local 
Authorities  with  reference  to  the  provi- 
sions of  '  The  Local  Government  Act, 
1894.'  "— (J/r.  Heneage,) 

House  adjourned  at  two  minutM 
before  One  o'clock. 
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HOUSE      OF      LORDS, 
Friday^  20th  April   1894. 


J 


PISTOLS  BILL.— (No.  11.) 
SECOND    READING. 


Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

•Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
eaid,  in  moving  the  Second  Reading  of 
this  Bill,  he  did  not  know  whether  this 
Bill  ought  to  be  described  as  Mr,  Asquith^s 
Bill  or  his  own,  or  whether  it  belonged  to 
both  of  them,  nor  whether  he  ought  to 
apologise  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
for  taking  up  a  Bill  of  theirs,  or  should 
claim  salvage  from  them  for  saving  a 
derelict.  As  the  Government  had  brought 
in  a  Bill  last  Session,  they  could  not  say 
that  it  was  unnecessary.  The  object  the 
Government  had  in  view  was,  as  the  full 
title  expressed  it,  to  regulate  the  sale  and 
use  of  pistols ;  it  was,  therefore,  in 
restriction  of  trade,  and  its  object  was,  or 
ought  to  be,  to  check  the  too  frequent 
sale  of  pistols,  and  to  diminish  the  num- 
ber of  them,  whirh  had  led  to  so  many 
deaths  and  accidents.  The  figures  of 
revolver  casualties  given  by  Lord  Car- 
marthen on  the  30th  of  March,  were  of  in- 
quests in  1890, 139 ;  in  1891, 180 ;  in  1892, 
217  ;  and  of  non-fatal  cases  the  figures 
were — 59,  72,  and  95  respectively.  The 
Bill  brought  in  by  Mr.  Asquith  did  very 
little  towards  checking  the  sale  of  pistols  ; 
all  it  did  was  to  prevent  the  sale  of  them 
without  the  payment  of  the  10s.  Gun 
Tax.'  This  tax  would  be  insufficient  to 
restrict  the  sale,  and  Clause  3  of  the 
Home  Office  Bill  provided  that  those  who 
sold  pistols  might  also  sell  licences,  so 
that  an  intending  suicide  or  criminal  was 
deprived  of  the  time  for  reflection  which 
he  would  have  if  these  two  transactions 
were  not  carried  on  under  the  same  roof. 
The  effect  of  this  Bill  would  rather  bo  to 
increase  the  Revenue  than  to  diminish 
accidents  and  crimes.  There  was  a  good 
provision  in  the  Home  Office  Bill,  which 
was  that  of  allowing  pawnbrokers  to  sell 
pistols,  since  this  would  promote  the 
pawning  of  pistols,  and  thus  bringing 
them  gradually  into  the  Registers.  He 
would  now  mention  the  points  in  which 
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this  Bill  differed  from  that  of  the  Home 
Office   Bill.       In   the   first    place,    Mr. 
Asquith^s  Bill  took  no  notice  of  toy  pistols; 
a   large  quantity  of  accidents  had  bec^ 
due  to  these,  as  was  natural,  since  they 
were  toys  and  in  the  hands  of  schoolboys. 
He  had  two  of  these  toy  pistols  which  had  ^ 
been  lent   to   him   by    Mr.   Ernest    W. 
Lewis,    Surgeon   at  the   West    London 
Hospital,  who  had  had  three  pistol  cases 
between  October  and  March  last.     [The 
noble  Lord  produced  the  weapon?.]     The 
smaller  pistol  had,  in  the  hands  of  Pulleu, 
a  railway   porter,    caused  the   death  of 
Pollard,  another  railway  porter,  through 
accident.      Both    these   railway   porters 
were  between  the  age  of  19  and   20,  and 
were  qualified  by  Mr.  Asquith^s  Bill  to 
possess  these  dangerous  weapons.     The 
second  and  larger  pistol  belonged  to  a 
boy  of  12,  who  fired  it  at  his  brother,  a 
boy  of  10,  thinking  it  was  not  loaded  ;  it 
had  been  loaded  by  the  younger  brother. 
The  bullet  went  into  his  head,  near  the 
temple,  and  for  three  weeks  the  boy  was 
unconscious.     At  last  he  was  trephined 
and     trepanned,    and    a    piece    of    his 
skull  removed,  of  the  size  of  a  penny, 
and  now  he  had   recovered    his  speech 
and   was    fairly    well,   though   exposed 
to   constant   danger   from   the   slighie.-t 
blow  on  the  head.     The  boy  was  at  that 
moment  present    in    the  House,   in  the 
Yeoman    Usher's     box.       What  would 
secure      most     sympathy      from      Her 
Majesty's  Government  was  the  fact  that 
this  boy  might  not  study  for  a  year,  and 
could  never  be  sent  to  school  where  the 
risk     of     injury     to     his     ill-defended 
brain   would    be   too   great.     The  elder 
brother    also    had   to   leave   school,   as 
the     other     boys     greeted      him     with 
cries  of  Cain,  where  is  Abel  ?     If  any 
one  hesitated  at  restricting  tlie  liberty  of 
adult  subjects,  tbere  could  be  no  grouid 
for  hesitation  in  the  case  of  boys  in  statu 
pupillari  and  under  school  age  ;  and  he 
had  inserted  a  new  clause  to  make  such 
toy  pistols  illegal   and   liable  to  seizure 
and    forfeiture.       The    next    difference 
betjveen  the  two  Bills  was  that  this  Bill 
proposed  that  no  person  should  be  able  to 
purchase  a  pistol  except  he  had  taken  out 
a  full  game  licence  of  £3,  or  had  obtained 
an   authorisation  from  the  Chief  Police 
Inspector   of  his  district  to   purchase  a 
pistol  and  pay  the  lOs.  duty.     The    In- 
spector,    or    Chief    Officer    of    Police, 
would    not    grant    his  authorisation   to 
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persons  of  doiibtfiil  cbunifter,  or  who  had 
no  valid  rensoa  for  itsitifj;  mul  carrying  ti 
pijttol.    It  might  hi^  riece^isarj  or  tlesirtihle 
lo  cfive  a  right  of  uppeal  from  tlie  Foliee 
Officer  to  the  nearest  Stipenilinry  Magis- 
trate, which  ought  to  be  final.     The  next 
difference  between  the  two  Bills  was  that 
the  Home  Office   Bill  allowed   boys  and 
girli^  to  purchase  pintolB  as  soon  as  they 
reached  the  age  of  18,     The  Bill   before 
the  flonse  pur  the  age  at  21,  for  from  17 
to  19  was  the  age  at  which  boyj*  were  as 
inclined  to  niiticbief  at?  at  a  much  earlier 
age.     An   additional  Huh-section   in    the 
present     Bill    limited    tlie    purchase    of 
pistols  to  single  women,  ratepayers,  who 
had  a  claim  to  them   for  protection   with 
the  authorisation  of  the  Chief  OfKcer  of 
Police,       Most     people     thought     that 
women  were  more  likely  to  injure  them- 
selves than  the  hnrglars,  but   in  general 
women    only   wanted    pistols  to  shoot  a 
man  who  had  deserted  tliem,  and  a  Police 
Inspector  would    leadily    recognise    any 
such  motive  in  an   applicant  for  leave  to 
purchase  a  pistoh     Tlieremjiiuiug  altera- 
tion be  had  made  in  the  Home  Office  Bill 
was  in  Clause  6  (7  of  the  present  Bill), 
Sub-section    1,    which    a!lowe«l    persons 
who  had  been  sentenced   for  crimes  of 
violence  to  penal  servitude  to  carry  or  use 
a  pistol    five  years  after  their   releaf^e  ; 
this    hatl     been     altered     to    perj>etiial 
deprivation  of  the  right  to  carry  a  pistol. 
Suh-section    2    allowed     ticket^of- leave 
holders,  or   persons   luider   police   super- 
vision, to  use  pistols  after  they  ceased  to 
be  subject  to   police  snpervision.     Tbose 
persons    were    mostly    forgers,    or    had 
committed     erinies     not     of     a    violent 
description,   and   were   not    therefore   so 
dangerous   a  chiss.      Clanse  8   provitled 
that  the  Act  should  not  apffly  to^ — (1 )  The 
sale  of  pistols  l>y  wholesale  dealers  for 
exportJition,  or  in  the  ordinary   course  of 
wholesale  dealing  ;    nor  (2)  The  saie  of 
any  antique  pistol  as  a  curiosity  or  as  an 
ormiment.     There  was,   in  fact,  but.  one 
wholesale    dealer    to    be    found    in    the 
Directory,       All    others     wx^uld    supply 
these  weajxms  singly  over  the  counter  if 
asked  for.     The   next  clause  applied   to 
wholesale    consignments.      Why    should 
there  be  any  i  in  per  tat  ion  of  these  things? 
Surely  enough  of  them  were  made  by  our 
own  mannfaeturers.     That  clause  in  the 
other  Bill,  therefore,  he  had  not  meddled 
with.     It  was  a  matter  for  the  Govern- 
ment, and  he  would  only  have  been  called 
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if  he  had  put.  in  any 
provision  of  that  kind.  At  the  satne 
time,  the  clause  as  it  stooil  might  make 
the  whole  Bill  nugatory.  The  next  clause 
provided  that  if  importers  of  a  pistol  failed 
to  comply  with  the  Act  they  should  be 
liable  to  a  fine  of  .£KK),  the  pistols  to  be 
forfeited.  That  ought  to  apply  to  whole* 
sale  trailers,  and  not,  say,  to  Civil 
servants  coming  home  from  India,  npoa 
whom  a  fine  of  £100  would  he  altogether 
out  of  proportion  with  the  other  penal tie^i 
in  tlie  Bill.  He  had  left  tbat^  as  it 
stood.  Revolver  accidents  bad  incrctised 
very  much  ;  and,  as  he  had  pointCHl  out^ 
these  weapons  faciHtattHl  suicide.  He 
won  Id  tell  their  Lordships  a  story  abooC^ 
a  man  who  went  every  day  to  commit 
suicide  on  a  railway,  and  laid  his  neek  on 
the  rails,  hut  when  the  whistles  were 
blown  on  approaching  trains  he,  not 
being  very  firm  in  his  intention,  would 
jump  up  and  run  away.  At  last,  one 
day,  tired  of  his  own  shilly-sballying,  he 
tied  himself  down  to  the  rails,  and  a> 
train  went  over  him.  With  pistols,  how- 
ever, jK'ople  often  produi-ed  fatal  results 
withiuit  fully  intending  tliem.  Men 
often,  to»%  shot  women  and  then  them- 
selves, pretending  that  they  were  con- 
senting parties  ;  while  it  would  not  be 
so  easy  to  get  a  woman  to  go  down  with 
them  into  a  riven 

Moved,  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2**'* 
— {The  Lord  Stanlet/  of  Aider!  ej/.) 

The  Earl   uf   CHESTERFIELD  r 

My  Lords,  as  representing  the  Home 
Oflfice  in  your  Lordships*  House,  I  have 
t<i  say  that  the  (Government  intend  to 
offer  no  opposition  to  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill.  On  the  contrary,  the  Home 
Secretary,  from  statist  ies  put  before 
him,  is  rpiite  converted  to  the  fact  that 
some  legislation  is  alisnlutely  ueeeftsarj 
in  order  to  put  a  stop  to  the  dangers  that 
arise,  and  are  ever  luereasing,  from  the 
indiscriminate  use  and  carrying  of  pistols 
and  revolvers.  Last  Sessiou,  as  the 
nolde  Lord  has  said,  the  Home  Seeretttry 
introduced  a  Pistols  Bill  of  his  ow^n.  The 
measure,  unfortunately,  was  treated  as  a 
contentious  one,  and  though  it  pa8»e<] 
the  Second  Reatling  and  Committee 
stage  it  was  blocked  at  a  later  stage  of 
the  Bill,  wdien  the  Session  was  far 
advanced,  and  eonseriuently  never  be- 
came law.  This  is  a  matter  deeply  to 
he  regrettedi  for  had  »t   become  law  nn,^ 
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doubted ly  miiuy  iK'fudents  r  bat  have  siiie^ 
takeu  place  would  liave  been  avoideiL 
Now,  tUe  noble  Lord  w1h>  lins  iirtrodiiccd 
the  Bill  has  admitted,  and  very  fairly  so, 
that  he  ha.s  aJopted  the  uriiL'inal  Bill  of 
the  Home  Seeretary  as  the  basis  of  his 
owu  mettiiiire,  H  he  will  allow  me  to 
say  so,  I  think  he  wotjld  have  acted 
more  wisely  had  he  taken  Hh  his  text 
for  his  owu  Bill  the  orifci«ial  Goverti- 
metit  Bill  lu  its  nuieude^l  fonti.  Mauy  of 
thoiie  Aiiieuduieuts  were  adopted  at  the 
suggestions  of  the guu smiths,  who  as  a  body 
rendered  tiie  Home  Ofti<'e  ^rreat  as.-iislanee. 
The  interests  of  their  trade  is  imlurany^  to 
a  large  extent,  afteetcd  by  a  Bill  of  thjis 
kind,  and  tioble  Lords  will,  1  venture  to 
thiuk^  agree  with  me  when  1  Mty  that, 
these  interests  are  deservin^j^  of  recogni- 
tion, arul  must  as  far  as  possible  lie 
pro  tee  ted.  In  addition  to  ijL^uorinw'  the 
Aitiendrneiits  to  which  I  have  referretl, 
the  noble  Lord  has  grafted  on  the  Bill 
several  sotnewhat  drastic  AmeutJmeutsof 
Ills  owu.  The  cliiet'  etteet  of  these 
alteratious  is  by  Clause  1,  JSub-seetiot! 
(3)^  to  introduce  a  new  system  of 
licensing  by  the  police  ;  Clause  1,  Sub- 
section (5),  to  prohibit  married  women 
from  buying  pistols,  and  conhiied  the 
privilege  to  spiusters. 

The  MAitQiTEss  or  SALISBURY  : 
Read  the  clause. 

The  Earl   ok    CHESTERFIELD: 

**  No  women  other  than  nitigle  women  rate- 
pay  en*  may  t>urchjise  |n!*t^ls  after  obtaininij  n. 
fioeace  from  the  chief  officer  of  police  of  thefr 
district." 

Then  by  Clause  1,  Sub-section  (4),  and 
Clause  i,  Sub-seeiioti  (1),  the  uoble  Lord 
proposed  to  raise  the  age  of  tlu»i^e  who 
may  not  buy  or  possess  a  pistol  from  18 
to  21.  Further,  he  lias  added  an  entirely 
new  clause — namely.  Clause  5,  wliieb  will 
prohibit  the  marin fact  lire  or  importation 
of  toy  pistols,  whieh  seems  to  be  unneees* 
jMiry  ;  and,  hii^tly,  in  Clause  7,  Sub- 
section (I ),  which  restriets  the  earrying 
of  piBtols  by  persons  sentenced  to  penal 
servitude^  he  has  omitted  the  words 
iidde*l  at  the  eud  of  the  sub-seetion  in 
the  original  Bill  of  the  Government,  **  for 
a  period  of  live  years  from  the  date  of 
release. ''  How  far  the  Government  will 
accept  these  alterations  1  am  at  present 
unable  t.c)  say.  They  are  quite  vs'ilHug 
that  tlie  Bill  shoid<l  he  read  a  second 
lime,  on  the  uudorstanding  that  they 
reserve  to  themselves  full  diserotiou  when 
the  Bill  reaches  the  Committee  stage  to 


p  u  t  d  o w  n  sv  h a  te  ve  r  Am e  ndm  e  n  ts  t  h  ey  m ay 
think  just,  and  necessary,  and  advan- 
tageous, 

Loiit»  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
said,  the  statemetif;  of  the  noble  Lord  was 
more  favourable  to  the  Bill  than  he  had 
expected.  He  had  brought  forward  the 
measure  in  the  public  iuteresf,  and  his 
desire  was  that  it  might  be  thoroughly 
discussed^  so  that  the  public  might  have 
an  opportunity  of  pmnonucing  an  opinion 
up«uj  it.  He  did  not  think  it  was 
exactly  llie  case  that  the  gunsTnilhs  were 
in  favour  of  the  Home  OHice  Bill,  and  if 
tlie  noVde  Lord  \vould  reail  a  recent 
article  in  77/c  Countrff  Gvntlemnn  be 
woidd  find  the  opposite  view  put  forward, 
Tliis  Bill  had  heen  dictated  by  a  gun- 
smith on  the  assumption  that  Mr. 
Asquith's  Bill  was  not  striugeut 
enough,  Nolde  Lords  should  not  con- 
sider (be  Bill  from  their  own  standpoint, 
of  familiarity  from  childhood  with  the 
use  of  ji  rearms.  Rail  way  men,  porters^ 
and  boys  iu  towns  had  no  such  kuow- 
ledge,  and  their  ignorance  naturally 
caused  aceidenta.  In  regaru  to  his 
alteration  in  the  ease  of  persons  who  bad 
sulfered  penal  servitude^  he  would  only 
say  that  those  criminals  lost  their  civil 
rights  in  most  countries. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  road  2*  accord- 
ingly, arul  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  on  Friday  next, 

COLONIAL     OFFICERS    (LEAVE     OF 
AB8ENCE)  BILL— (No.  25,) 

SECOND    KEAIHXG. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Eead- 
itig  read. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  (The  Marquess  of 
liii'ON)  :  My  Lords,  the  Bill  of  which  I 
rise  to  move  the  Second  Reading  is  ex- 
tren.ely  i^mall  in  its  object,  and  it  is 
intended  to  get  rid  of  an  old  Act  of  Par- 
liament which  was  designed  to  meet  a 
very  different  state  of  things  to  that 
which  now  exists,  and  for  which  it  ban 
now  become  altogether  unsuited.  That 
is  an  old  Act  of  George  IlL  Under 
that  Act  any  person  holding  office  in  the 
colonies  is  required,  on  being  granted 
leave  of  absence,  to  obtain,  as  soon  as 
possible^  the  confirmation  of  the  8ecret4iry 
of  State,  and  if  he  does  not  obtain  that 
confirmation  of  the  leave  granted  hc^in 
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obliged  to  return  immediately  to  the 
colony.  Such  a  provision  is  now  entirely 
unsuited  to  the  self-governing  colonies, 
for  officers  serving  in  those  colonies  are 
in  no  respect  under  the  authority  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  and  the  Act  therefore 
has  no  application  to  them.  The  provi- 
sion, therefore,  is  found  to  be  very  incon- 
venient and  disadvantageous  to  the  Public 
Services.  It  is,  in  fact,  altogether  obso- 
lete. For  some  time  there  has  )>een  an 
intention  to  deal  with  the  matter,  and  my 
predecessor,  my  noble  Friend  Lord  Knuts- 
ford,  prepared  a  similar  Bill,  but  had  no 
opportunity  of  taking  the  judgment  of 
Parliament  upon  it.  It  has  been  contem- 
plated for  some  time  by  the  Colonial 
Office  to  deal  with  this  matter  on  a 
thorough  footing,  and  an  opportunity  is 
now  presented  when  this  obsolete  law 
may  be  altered,  and  the  matter  put  on  a 
sound  and  satisfactory  footing.  For  that 
simple  purpose  this  Bill  is  proposed,  and 
I  beg,  therefore,  to  move  that  it  be  read 
a  second  time. 

Move4^  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
— (  The  Marquess  of  Ripon.) 

The. Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
May  I  ask  the  noble  Lord  opposite  whe- 
ther he  will  not  take  the  opportunity  of 
seeing  how  far  the  India  Office  can 
follow  the  example  of  the  Colonial  Office 
and  recognise  that  the  same  state  of  ob- 
solete legislation  exists  in  India  as  in 
the  Colonies  ?  The  matter  was  under 
discussion  two  or  three  years  ago  in  this 
House,  and  I  would  direct  the  noble 
Lord's  attention  to  the  fact  that  there  are 
restrictions  now  upon  Indian  officials, 
occupying  sometimes  high  positions, 
which  are  exceedingly  inconvenient,  and 
have  no  basis  in  reason  whatever. 

The  Marquess  of  RIPON  :  When 
I  was  in  India  I  found  that  was  so,  and 
I  thought  a  Bill  had  been  introduced. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
It  never  went  through. 

The  Marquess  of  RIPON  :  I  will 
confer  with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  on  the 
subject. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2<^  a<!cord- 
ingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday  next. 

'jTAe  Marquess  of  Ripon 


LAW    LIBRARY    FOUR    COURTS,    IRELAND, 
BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  !•  ;  and  to 
be  printed.    (No.  29.) 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes  past  Five 

o'clock,  to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF      COMMONS, 
Friday,  20th  April  1894. 


J 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
QUESTIONS. 


THE   SMALL   ISLES. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  (Inverness- 
shire)  :  I  heg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  if  he  is  aware  that  the  parish 
of  Small  Isles,  off  the  West  Coast  of 
Scotland,  comprising  four  islands,  with 
a  population  of  ahout  500,  is  withoat  a 
resident  medical  man,  and,  though  from 
time  to  time  arrangements  have  been 
made  by  the  Parochial  Board  with 
medical  men  on  the  mainland  to  visit 
those  islands  when  sent  for,  these  gentle- 
men have  after  a  short  experience  re- 
signed, finding  the  work  impracticable 
on  account  of  the  difficulties  of  com- 
munication in  rough  weather,  acd  the 
impossibility  sometimes  of  returning  to 
their  private  practices  without  serious 
inconvenience  and  loss  of  time ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  heavy  adult  and 
infant  mortality  prevailing  there,  he  will 
consider  the  expediency  of  arranging 
that  a  medical  man  should  be  appointed 
to  live  at  Eigg,  the  most  populous  island 
of  the  group  constituting  the  parish  ? 

The  SECRETARY  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevklyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  The  population  of  the 
parish  of  Small  Isles,  exclusive  of  ship- 
ping, is  433  ;  there  are,  by  the  last  pub- 
lished Returns,  27  paupers,  and  no  de- 
pendauts.  The  medical  officer  is  Dr. 
Dewar,  of  Portee,  and  in  urgent  cases 
the  Inspector  of  Poor  can  obtain  the 
services  of  a  medical  man  from  Arisaig, 
about  eight  miles  distant.  The  Board 
of  Supervision  inform  me  that  they  have 
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no  complaints  of  inadequate  atteudatice 
CD  paupers.  I  may  fwiut  out  that  it  is  ope u 
10  the  general  population  to  subacrilje 
(as  ie  oceasioiiaMj  done  elsewbere)  for 
the  mBHttciiauce  of  a  regideiit  modical 
mat^  but  that  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
laud  tloei*  r*ot  administer  nny  fund 
applicable  to  the  provision  of  nieJieal 
attendance  for  persons  who  are  not 
paupers.  Moreover,  in  wliiehever  of  the 
1$ lauds  a  iiietli^^al  man  shonid  resiilc, 
there  would,  however,  he  occasionally  as 
great  difficulty  in  com  m  urn  eating  with 
the  other  Islands  of  the  group  aii  in 
crossing  to  or  from  Arisaig. 

Du,  MACGilEGOR;  May  I  further 
ask  the  right  hou,  Gentbmun  if  he  is 
aware  the  County  Medical  Oflicer's  Re- 
port recently  issuetl  shows  the  mortality 
in  this  parish  to  be  30  per  1,000  per 
aimuQi  ?  Is  ttiis  not  a  discreditable 
litate  of  things  in  a  parish  surrounded  by 
the  sea  ?  Is  the  death-rate  uot  more 
than  double  what  it  ought  to  be,  antl  is  it 
uot  attributable  largely  to  the  w^ant  of 
medical  assistance  ?  Cotdd  not  arraugc- 
foeuts  he  made  to  have  a  medical  officer 
resideut  with  in  call,  so  as  to  reduce  this 
mortality  which  is  hirgely  among  infants  ? 

Sm  G.  T  RE  \  ELY  AN  :  I  have 
already  descnbed  tlie  extent  of  the  legal 
powers  possesset!  Ity  tlie  Board.  1  can 
add  nothing  more. 

Dr.  MACGREUOR:  Then  I  will 
call  attention  to  the  matter  on  the 
Estimates. 

DCBIJK  TELEGHAPH  DEPARTMENT. 

Mk.  tlELD  (Dubliu,  St.  Patrick^s): 
I  l>eg  to  ahk  the  Postmaster  General  how 
many  vacancies  exist  h\  the  supervising 
anil  first  class  statls  of  the  Telegraph 
Departmeut,  General  Post  Office,  Dub- 
lin ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  at  least  one 
of  tlie  vacancies  ims  remained  op»en  for 
six  months  ;  and  whether  the  a[)point- 
nients  to  it  and  otljcrs  will  ilate  back  to 
their  creation  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoHLEV,  Nottingham,  E.) ;  In 
the  Telegraph  OtHce,  Dublin,  there  are 
at  the  present  lime  live  vacancies — 
Damely,  two  on  the  Hrst  class  of  assistant 
toUperiiilendents  and  three  on  the  first 
claftii  of  telegraphists.  Of  the  assistant 
superintendent's  vacancies  one  lui>  existed 
since  the  30th  of  October  last.  Whether 
retrospective  etTect  can  be  given  to  the 
protnotious,  and,  if  eo,   to  what  extent. 


arequestioas  which  I  will  consider  at  the 
time  they  are  made. 

SECOND-CLASS  TELEGEAPHfSTS  IN 
DtJBLIN. 

Mii.  FIELD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  why  m>  answer  has  yet 
been  given  to  the  Petition  of  second-class 
telegraphists  in  the  Dublin  General  Post 
Office,  sent  to  him  in  if  an  nary  last  ;  and 
if  he  could  state  bow  many  Petitions 
he  has  leceivxd  from  sccoiid-class  tele- 
graphists in  the  United  Kingdom  for  the 
12  months  ending  3 1st  of  March  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  Tlie  Petition  of 
the  second-class  telegmphists  in  the 
Dubliu  Gencritl  Post  Office  for  improved 
pay,  abolition  of  classification,  &c.,  has 
iioen  held  over  pending  the  Report  of 
tlie  Departmental  Connntttee  which  I 
luive  appointed  to  consider  whether  any 
economies  can  be  introduced  into  the 
working  of  unr  telegraphic  system.  The 
cost^  however,  of  conducting  the  duties 
in  Dublin  is  unusually  high,  and  the  staff 
employed  there  ims  enjoyed  considerable 
advantages  from  the  promotions  conse- 
quent on  the  last  revision  in  1890-1. 
Eighteen  Memorials  from  second-class 
telegraphists  in  the  United  Kingdom 
were  received  in  the  year  ended  the  3 1st 
of  Martih  last, 

il  H .  PT  E  L D  :  W  li  e n  may  an  a n s wer 
be  expected  ? 

Mil.  A.  MORLEY  :  As  soon  as  I 
receive  a  Report  from  the  Committee  I 
have  appointed  to  consider  the  queslion* 

Mk.  FIELD  :  Wlien  is  it  expect r  i. 
the  Committee  will  report. 

Mh.  A.  MORLEY  :  I  brVieve  they 
have  completed  their  work-  They  have 
visited  various  towns  ,  they  are  now 
considering  their  Re?fJort^  which  will,  no 
doubt,  be  shortly  prosented. 

LUNATICS  IS  B/ELFAST  WORKHOUSE. 

Mic.  M'CAyiTAX  (Down,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  i^e  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  LieuteMiant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  bafri  iNL^en  culled  to  the  report  of 
the  prot.'ce*Jlings  at  an  inquest  held  by  the 
City  Corr/ner  of  Belfast  upon  the  body  of 
James  ^^ascy,  who  died  last  w^eek  in  the 
lunati(/department  of  the  Belfast  Work- 
housed,  from  which  it  appears  that  the 
nigpt  warder  deposcil  that  the  deceased 
wiSs  ill  for  two  and  a*balf  hours,  suffering 
Yom  an  epileptic  fit,  that  nothing  w^as 
given  to  relieve  him,  and  that  the  doctor 
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wag  not  sent  for  to  see  him  ;  whether  he 
will  state  wheu  this  night  warder  was 
appointed,  and  what  was  his  previous  ex- 
perience ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Coroner's  jury  added  a  rider  to  their  ver- 
dict, charging  the  warder  with  neglect  of 
duty,  and  suggesting  that  better  care 
should  be  taken  of  the  patients  in  this 
department ;  and  that  the  Coroner  stated 
that  out  of  497  patients  in  this  depart- 
ment 39  deaths  had  been  reported  to  him 
since  the  31st  of  December  last,  while 
during  the  same  period  only  12  deaths 
had  been  reported  from  the  District 
Lunatic  Asylum,  where  there  were  700 
patients  ;  and  if  inquiry  will  be  made 
into  the  circumstances  of  Casey's  death 
and  as  to  the  treatment  of  inmates  in  this 
department  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
upou-Tyue) :  My  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  report  of  the  proceedings  re- 
ferred to,  and  I  am  informed  by  the  Local 
Government  Board  that  the  Guardians 
have  appointed  a  committee  to  consider 
the  whole  matter  on  an  early  day  next 
week.  The  Board  will  defer  taking  any 
further  action  in  the  matter  pending  the 
investigation  by  the  Guardians.  The 
night  warder,  who  was  appointed  in 
December  last,  had,  I  understand,  no 
previous  experience  of  the  care  and  treat- 
ment of  lunatics.  It  is  only  right  to  add 
that  the  Local  Government  Board  have 
been  informed  by   the  resident  medical 


CARBOLIC  ACID. 
Mr.  M  a  C  D  O  N  a  (Southwark, 
Rptherhithe)  :  I  be^  to  ask  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education  if  he  is  aware  that  there 
have  been  about  50  deaths  arising  from 
carbolic  acid  since  the  commencement 
of  this  year ;  and  whether  lie  will  take 
steps  to  lessen  the  temptation  to  commit 
suicide  by  the  use  of  carbolic  acid  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland.  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham) :  The  Registrar  General 
cannot  give  the  number  of  deaths  from 
carbolic  acid  since  the  beginning  of  the 
year.  Forty-two  deaths  from  that  cause 
have  been  recorded  in  the  pharmaceutic&l 
journals,  and  there  are  doubtless  other 
cases  not  reported.  It  is,  I  am  informed, 
not  expedient  to  place  an  article  like 
carbolic  acid,  which  is  so  largely  used 
for  disinfecting  and  other  purposes,  under 
the  restrictions  of  the  Pharmacy  Act 
(which  would  confine  the  sale  exclusively 
to  chemists  and  druggists),  but  the 
Government  are  considering  whether  an 
amendment  of  the  law  cannot  be  intro- 
duced by  which  some  precautionary 
regulations  may  be  applied  to  the  sale  of 
carbolic  and  other  acids.  I  am  afraid 
that  no  law  will  restrain  persons  bent  on 
committing  suicide,  but  deaths  from  the 
accidental  use  of  such  compounds  may 
probably  be  lessened  by  legislation. 


officer  of  the  workhouse  that  immediately 
'j/ter  the  deceased  man   had  been  seized     I* 


in  hi-*d?  »"tl<Je»  illness  which  terminated 

bv  /.n     ^*i*  *^  ^^®  ^^**-^  ^^^"  »"^^  attended  to 

flLhJi         '''*"'^    medical    officers  of  the 

Te  hii  r"''  ""''^^^  '^'^'  ^^i««  afterwards 
He  himself  saw  the  K>na„ 

J^Vf'^'f?''  i^"-.-.  N.):  I  would 

v^r,i;«f  »  /i  .  ^^'^^^"e*  r's  jurv  in  their 
Ibsiv  1-1  '*^^'  ^'•^'^^^^\  <*«re  was  not 
tlZT  ";  '}'^  '^PPointmeAl.t  of  nurses  or 
the  general  treatment  of  pat^  <onts  ^  Is  it 
no^^afactthatin    thisLrky^l^^ 

custody  there  is  »  mfttter  nf  legal 
^P;"'7S^'^e^i«er  one  in  every '^.[J 2  iS 
not     d,e<l,    and    will     the     rightS    hou 

ilT^T^   7r  '^"  ^^"^"^  Govern.o^on; 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  This  question  it^ 
now  engaging  my  attention.  | 


ERJURY  IN  EVICTION  PROCEEDINGS 
Mr.  DANE  (Fermanagh,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  has 
recently  received  a  Memorial  from  Farrell 
Tormey,  of  MuIIaghmorc,  Virginia, 
County  Cavan,  setting  out  the  circum- 
stances whereby  he  was  evicte<l  from  his 
house  and  farm,  under  a  judgincnt  of  the 
High  Court,  subsequently  set  aside  by 
the  Exchequer  Division  of  such  Court, 
uf)on  the  grounds  that  the  affidavit,  by 
virtue  of  which  such  judgment  had  been 
obtained,  had  l)een  falsely  sworn  by  one 
James  Tormey  ;  an<l  whether,  under  the 
circumstances,  ho  will  refer  the  matter  to 
the  Irish  Law  Officers,  in  order  that  the 
said  James  Tormey  may  be  prosecuted 
for  perjury,  and  in  order  that  Walter 
Tormey,  in  said  Memorial  mentioned, 
may  also  be  prosecuted  for  perjury  and 
subornation  of  perjury  ? 
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Mr.   J.  MORLEY  :    The  matter  re-  |  considerable  expense  al>oiit   three  years 


ferretl  to  has  heea  before  the  Law  Officers, 
aud  oil  the  1 1th  iustant  the  Sessional 
Crown  Solicitor  wa^  direoted  to  institute 
proceodiags  in  the  ease  for  perjury  and 
coaspiracy. 


I  LEVEL      CROSSINGB    ON    THE     GREAT 
NORTHERN  (IRELAND)    RAILWAY, 
Mr.  DANE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
*lent  of  the  Bourd  of  Trade  whetlier  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  mode  in 
which  the  eonnty  road  leading  from  8tra- 
'bane  in  the  County  Tyrone  to  LitTord   in 
the  County  Donegal  has  been  carried   by 
the  Finn  Valley  and  West  Donegal  Rail- 
way Companies  over  their  line  of  railway 
by  means   of  a  bridge,  immediately    ad- 
joining the   point  where    the  same   road 
crosses    the    Great   Northern    (Iretantl) 
^^Bailway  line  by  means  of    a  level  crosa- 
^■itig  ;  and  whether,  having  regard  io  the 
^■obvTotisly  dangerous  risk  to   which  vehi- 
cular traffic  will  thus  he  exposed  hy  rcaBoii 
Pcf  the  steep  gradient,  he    will  take  steps 
'p>  have  the  road  in  qnestiou  carried  over 
the  latter  lino  by  a  bridge  also  ? 

Thk  PHESIDENT  of  vue  BOARD 

^bv  TRADE  (Mr.  Mrs  del  la,  Sheffield, 

^PBrightside)  :     My    iit  rent  ion     1ms     been 

^called  to  this  ease.     The  Board  of  Trinle 

will  consult  their   Inspecting  Officers  oa 

rlie   matter,  and    see   if  anything   can  be 
one. 


ENNISKILLKN  PiVST  OFFICE. 
Mk.   DANE  :    I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
las ter  General   whether  frequent    com- 
ilaitits  have  been  nnide  both   upon  the 
rt  of  officials  and   the  general    public 
regarding  insnffieienf  accommodsit ii>n  and 
want  of  space  in  the  post  office  at  Ennis- 
killen.  wliich   aeeommodation   was    eur- 
ilcd  five  years  ago  ;   whether  it    is   the 
Be  that  the  accommodation  in  ?*aid  office 
wholly  insufficient,  anl  cupabh?  only  of 
roperly    affording    accommodation    for 
iHa-third  of  the   business   th^'rcin  trans- 
ited ;  and  will  the  authorities  cause  in- 
uiries   to  l»e  made  with  the  view  of  es- 
blishiug    a    Crown     offii^e    at    Enuis- 
illen  ? 
Mti.  A. MOR LEY:   I  nm  int'ormed  thnt 
it  is  not  the  case  that  frcqueuL  conn>lf4turs 
have  l>een  receiveil  ejthcr  from  the   stall' 
or  from  the  public  of  want  of  acc<»mmoihi- 
lion  at  the  Eoniskilleu  Post  Office.       So 
far  from  the  space  having'  been  curtailed, 
the   office   wa»  enlarged  find    refitted    sit 


and  it  is  still  considered  to  be 
suflicieut  for  the  business^  which  Is  not 
increasing.  There  is  no  intention  of 
providuig  a  Crown  post  office  at  Enuis- 
killen. 

OFFICERS'  PAY  TN  INtUA. 
Mr.NAOROJI  (Finsbuiy,  Central)  : 
I  hog  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Intlia  whether  the  command  pay  of  an 
officer  conunauding  a  regiment  of 
European  infantry  in  India  is  Ks»  400  per 
men  sum,  or  al>out  los.  a  day  at  present 
exchangu  :  atid  whether  in  Ceylon,  the 
Straits  Settlements,  Hong  Kong,  and  the 
West  Indies,  the  command  pay  is  3s.  per 
tliem  ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  the  reason  of  the 
difference  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
Vim  INDIA  (Mr.  IL  IL  Fowler,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  I  The  answer  to  the 
first  t|uestion  is,  '*  Yes."  The  second 
question  shonhl  ]injperly  be  addressed  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War.  But  I  may 
mention  that  the  pay  of  officers  in  India 
and  in  the  Colonies  respectively  is  fixed 
on  different  systems.  In  the  latter,  various 
altowances  are  drawn  in  addition  to  pay 
which  in  Indiu  are  considered  as  the 
p!iy,aud  so  are  not  dniwu  separately, 

CARSWELL  POrNT  FOOllORN. 

Mit.  YOCNd  (Cavati,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Presideiit  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
if  he  is  aware  tliat  the  foghorn  on  Cars- 
well  Point,  Wig  mush  ire,  ontshle  Loch 
Hyiiu,  sounds  only  evtjry  three  minutes, 
which  in  that  mirrow  elnmnel  is  con- 
sidered hy  all  masters  of  vessels  insuffi- 
cient wnriiing  in  times  of  dense  fog  ; 
and  will  be  take  steps  to  remedy  this 
state  of  things  by  having,  when  fogs 
occur,  the  horn  sounded  at  least  once 
everv  minute  ? 

Mu.MUNDELLA:  I  have  received 
r)0  com  plaint  from  shipmasters  or  others 
of  the  insufficiency  of  the  fog-signrd  on 
Cars  well  Point,  luit  I  will  semi  a  copy 
of  the  bon,  M»?mber*s  question  to  the 
Commissioners  of  Northern  Lighthouses, 
with  whom  rests  the  responsibility  of 
initiating  any  alteration* 

LADY  VISITORS  Tii  fRlSll   PRISONS, 

Mu.   WEBB  (Wat^^rfonl):    1    beg  to 

ask    the  Chief    Secretary    to    the    Lord 

Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what    is    the    total 

number  of  prisons  in   Irohmd    in   which 
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women  are  confined  ;  and  in  how  many 
of  such  prisons  lady  visitors  have  been 
appointed  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  General 
Prisons  Board  report  that  there  are  1 3  large 
and  six  minor  prisons  in  Ireland  (not  in- 
cluding bridewells)  in  which  women  are 
incarcerated.  There  is  no  formal  appoint- 
ment by  Government  of  any  lady  visitors 
to  prisons  in  Ireland,  but  in  all  the 
large  prisons  except  one — namely,  that 
at  Sligo— ladies  are  permitted  by  the 
Board  to  visit  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
religious  instruction  to  female  prisoners 
of  their  own  denominations.  In  the  case 
of  the  single  prison  excepted,  the  Board 
have  no  application  from  any  ladies  to 
be  permitted  to  visit  the  female  prisoners 
incarcerated  therein. 

THE  "  COSTA  RICA  PACKET." 
Mr.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  Mid)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  Report 
of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  in 
regard  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Select  Committee  of  the  Legislative 
Council  of  New  South  Wales  in  the  case 
of  the  Costa  Rica  Packet ^  has  been  re- 
ceived ;  if  so,  whether  there  is  any 
objection  to  stating  its  purport ;  and 
whether  it  is  proposed  to  invite  the 
opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
on  the  refusal  of  the  Government  of  the 
Hague  to  award  any  compensation  to  the 
captain,  owners,  or  crew  of  the  Costa 
Rica  Packet? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grev,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  1.  The  case  being  now  the  sub- 
ject of  uncompleted  negotiations  with 
the  Netherlands  Government  it  is  not 
desirable  that  the  juirport  of  the  Law 
Officers'  Opinion  should  at  present  be 
made  public.  2.  The  Opinion  of  the 
Law  Officers  has  already  been  given  in 
regard  to  the  refusal  of  the  Netherlands 
Government,  and  a  further  communica- 
tion on  the  subject  is  being  addressed  to 
Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  the  Hague. 

BOLTS  AND  NUTS  FOK  THE 
ADMIKALTV. 
Mr.  WILSON  LLOYD  (Wednes- 
bury)  :  I  bog  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  if  the  bolts  and  nuts  supplied 
on  the  Admiralty  contracts  are  specified 
hand  made  ;  if  so,    is  he  aware  that  the 

Mr.  fVebb 


bolts  and  nuts  now  being  supplied  by  the 
firm  who  has  the  present  contract  are 
not  hand  made,  but  are  machine  made  ; 
and  can  the  Admiralty  prevent  a  contract 
being  varied,  without  giving  notice  to 
those  firms  who  quoted  for  hand  made 
nuts  and  bolts  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY  (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttle- 
woRTH,  Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  In 
Admiralty  contracts  bolts  and  nuts  are 
not  specified  to  be  hand  made.  The 
Admiralty  do  not  permit  any  contract  to 
be  varied  without  their  consent. 

CHEADLE   NATIONAL  SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  C.  M*LAREN  (Leicester,  Bos- 
worth)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  if  he  can  now  say  from  in- 
quiries made  whether,  in  carrying  out 
the  re(]^iremeuts  of  the  Education 
Department,  in  regard  to  the  National 
Schools  of  Cheadle,  StafTordshire,  the 
managers  are  proposing  to  encroach  oa 
the  graveyard,  either  for  a  playground 
or  any  other  purpose  ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther this  will  receive  the  sanction  of  the 
Department  ? 

Mk.  ACLAND  :  The  managers  in- 
form me  that  they  have  no  intention  of 
encroaching  on  the  graveyard  for  any 
purpose. 

THE   ARRAN  EVICTIONS. 

Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  any  of  the  Sheriffs'  officers 
or  other  persons  engaged  in  serving 
notices  of  eviction.^  upon  the  Arran 
islanders  spoke  Irish  ;  and  whether  the 
contents  of  those  notices  were  explained 
by  the  legal  officers  to  those  tenants  who 
speak  Irish  only  ? 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  ejectment 
notices  were  served  by  the  civil  bill 
officer,  who,  I  believe,  speaks  Irish.  The 
police  state  he  did  not  explain  the  con- 
tents of  the  decrees  to  the  persons  served^ 
except  in  some  instances  when  requested 
to  do  so. 

PARAFFIN  AND  DISASTROUS  FIRER 
Mu.  PAUL  (Edinburgh,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  disastrous  fire  la 
Northampton  Street,  Clerkeuwell,  oa 
Saturday    the    24th    of   March,   which 
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L  resulted  in  the  loss  of  five  lives,  and  winch 

I  was  canned  by  the  upsettiug  of  a  paraffin 

lamp  ;   whetiier   he  can   state  vvhat  was 

the   nature  of  the    oil    in  qiieHtioii,  and 

what  it*  it«   flash    poiot  ;    and    whether, 

havirigregartUo  tins  and  similar  disasters, 

be  will  forthwith  appoiut  the  Committee 

I  ulreujy  promised  to  im|inre  into  the  whole 

[subject  of  the  Petrolenm  Acts  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fok 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr, 
J  AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E,)  :  We  have  uo  know- 
j  ledge  whatever  of  the  circamstant.'es  of 
I  this  fire,  aw  these  matterci  do  not  eome 
liuder  tlic  eognizance  of  my  Department. 
^^o  Returns  are  made  to  me  of  petroleum 
'  aceidents.  Perhaps  the  L<jcal  Authority 
l(who  in  this  eai^e  are  the  Loudon  County 
ICouneil)  havxMnformation  on  the  t^ubject, 
["but  I  have  none.  As  regard?*  the  last. 
I  paragraph,  I  am  eouauleriug  what  ought 
Ito  be  the  scope  of  the  inquiry  and  the 
'  terms  of  Refereneeof  the  proposed  Com- 
|niittee  to  inquire  into  the  Petroleum 
[Acta. 

Mk,  PAUL  r  May  I  ask  the  right  hon, 
r Gentleman  whether,  in  view  of  the  great 
I  danger  to  human  life  arit^ing  from  tlje 
importation  and  dissemintitioii  of  foreign 
oils  at  a  dangerously  low  flash  poiut  he 
willeonsider  the  desirability  of  instructing 
the  Committee  to  report  on  this  matter  ? 

Mr,  A8Ql*rni  :  That  raises  «  poiut 
very  mueh  debated  by  experts,  I  will, 
however,  consider  it. 

KEW  LUNATIC  ASYLUM  AT  PORTRAXK* 

Mr.    HAYDEN    (Roscommon,    S.) : 

On  behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Duidiu 

^■County,  North,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 

^HBeeretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 

^Hlv'h ether,  now  that    the    (juestion  of  the 

^■apportiomiicnt    of   the    ex|>euditure    re- 

i[uired   for    providing   additional   lunatic 

meiylum  aeeommodatiou   for  the  counties 

[of  Dublin,  Lontb,  and  Wicklow  has  Wen 

iec  i  d  ed  by  t  he  Pr  i  v  y  Council ,  h  e  w  1 1 1  g  i  ve 

ttnlers  for  proceeding  immediately   with 

l|lie  execution  of  the  proposed  works  at 

^ortrane,  County  of  Dublin  ? 

Mie.  -L   MORLEY  :    The    Board    of 

iUontrol,     in     communication     witli     the 

Lsyltim   <Tovernors,   are    taking  al!  the 

"steps  necesi*ary  with    a   view  to  having 

the  work^  commenced  at  &»  early  a  date 

I  id  practicable. 


SECOND  DIVISION  CLERKS,  DUBLIN 
POST  OFFICE, 

Mil,  HAYDEN  :  On  behalf  of  the 
bon.  Member  for  Dublin  Connty,  Korth^ 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  Genera t 
with  reference  to  his  st^tementonthe29th 
of  December  last  asf  to  the  Memorial  of 
the  Second  Division  Clerks,  Secretary V 
Office,  (Jcneral  Post  Office,  Dublin,  on 
the  suljject  of  the  applieation  to  them  of 
tlie  improved  scale  lately  applied  t.q  the 
Second  Division  Clerks,  Secretary's 
Office,  London,  whether  any  answer  baft 
yet  been  given  to  that  Memorial  ; 
and,  if  not,  what  is  the  reason  of  the 
ilelay  ? 

Mk,  a,  MORLEY  :  I  have  not  yet 
luul  the  opportunity  of  dealing  with  the 
Memorial  of  the  Second  Division  Clerks, 
Secretary's  office,  General  Post  Office^ 
Dublin  ;  many  other  f|  nest  ions,  which 
appeared  to  me  more  urgent,  having  had 
precedence  of  it»  I  *^liall  hope  shortly  to 
examine  the  whole  subject » 

GERMAN    PRISON-MADE  GOODS. 
C<»LoxEL     HOWARD     VINCENT 

(Sbeffipld,  Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  what  has 
been  the  resnlt  of  the  incp dry  he  pro- 
mised into  the  importation  of  German 
prison-made  goods  ;  what  stepr*  (he  Go- 
verunieut  proposes  to  take  to  secure  tlmt 
the  pencils,  psqwr,  and  other  articlei* 
Ministers  pnrchasc  from  foreigners  shall 
not  be  matle  by  Germati  prisoners,  earn- 
ing from  3d.  to  Is,  a  day  ;  and  if  bis 
attention  has  l»een  called  to  the  letter 
from  Herr  Christian  At)ner,  of  C'ologne^ 
one  nf  the  concessionaires  of  the  convict 
labour  in  Bmnweiler  Prison,  in  The 
Ifarihtftrematt^  of  the  7th  of  ApnJ,  1894,, 
who  declares  himself  to  have  a  factory  of 
English  patent  goods,  and  boasts  that  he 
also  has  a  bonse  in  England  for  the  sale 
of  his  goods  ;  and,  in  such  case,  if  be  is 
assured  that  Herr  Abner,  hin  agents,  ew- 
piot/es^  and  customers  in  Englanil  are 
not  lialilc  to  prosecution  midcr  the  Mer- 
tdnindise  Marks  Act  ? 

Mr.  M  UN  DELL  a  :  I  am  informed 
by  the  Commissioners  of  Customs  that 
they  have  no  cognijcanee  of  the  importa- 
tion from  (Ternnifjy  of  prison-labour  made 
goods.  They  state  that  any  goods  im- 
porteti  hearing  the  words  *^  Reliable  "  or 
**  Perfection  **  would  be  dealt  with  under 
the  provisioub  of  the  Merchandise  Marka 
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Act.  Then  with  regard  to  Herr  Abner 
and  the  capital  advertisemeDt  which  has 
been  giveu  to  his  cheap  brushes.  This 
gentleman  has,  I  learn,  an  English 
patent  for  his  carpet  sweeper,  and,  as 
long  as  he  conforms  to  the  law,  I  know  of 
no  reason  why  he  should  not  have  a  place 
of  business  in  this  country  for  the  sale  of 
his  patented  article  and  the  other  goods 
in  whish  he  deals. 

Mr.  darling  (Deptford)  :  Is  it  not 
a  fact  that  the  pencils  supplied  to  the 
House  are  marked  '*  V.R.  Civil  Service. 
Bavaria."  Are  they  obtained  from 
Bavaria  ;  and,  if  so,  from  what  establish- 
ment ? 

Mr.  M  UN  dell  a  :  That  may  be  so, 
but  I  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  pur- 
chase of  pencils  or  paper  for  the  House. 
That  is  part  of  the  duties  of  the 
Stationery  Department. 

Mu.  JAMES  LOWTHER  (Kent, 
Thanet)  :  Who  is  responsible.  Are  the 
facts  as  stated  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  do  not  know  ; 
I  am  not. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  give  me  notice  I 
will  do  my  best  to  answer  the  question. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  : 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as 
he  appears  to  be  unable  to  do  anything 
to  protect  British  labour  from  German 
prison  competition,  if  he  is  aware  that 
among  the  prohibited  articles  in  Schedule 
C  of  the  new  British  tariff  framed  by  the 
Dominion  of  Canada — 

"  Goods  manufactured  or  producwl  wholly  or 
in  part  by  prison  labour,  or  which  have  been 
made  within  or  in  connection  with  any  prison, 
gaol,  or  penitentiary,*' 

are  absolutely  prohibited  from  importa- 
tion ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  was  not  aware 
that  that  restriction  was  in  the  Canadian 
tariff.  I  do  not  know  how  the  Custom 
officers  are  to  discriminate  between  goods 
made  wholly  or  partially  iu  prison,  any 
more  than  they  are  to  discriminate 
between  goods  partially  made  abroad  and 
finished  in  England. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  com- 
municate with  the  Foreign  Offi<;c  on  the 
matter  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  The  question 
should  be  put  to  the  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs.  I  have  nothing  to  do 
with  International  commodities. 

•  *'  Mr.  MundeUa 


Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
Then  I  will  put  the  question  to  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs. 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  I  am  sorry  I  cannot 
answer  it.  I  have  only  just  entered  the 
House,  and  do  not  know  what  the  question 
referred  to  me  is  about. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
I  will  give  the  hon.  Baronet  notice  of 
the  question. 

BOARD  OF  TRADE  PUBLICATIONS. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury under  what  head  the  accounts  of 
The  Board  of  Trade  Journal  and  The 
Labour  Gazette  will  be  presented  to 
Parliament,  and  if,  before  the  Vpte  is 
taken,  a  Statement  can  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  showing  the  success  or  otherwise 
of  these  publications  on  the  part  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  what  proportion  of 
the  receipts  is  derived  from  sales  and 
what  proportion  from  advertisements  ? 

•The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Oldham)  : 
The  Board  of  Trade  Journal  and  The 
Labour  Gazette  are  managed  under 
different  arrangements.  The  Journal  is 
treated  on  the  ordinary  footing,  the  cost 
of  paper,  printing,  and  binding  being 
charged  to  sub-head  K  of  the  Sta- 
tionery Office  Vote,  while  the  pro- 
ceeds of  sale  are  carried  to  the  credit  sub- 
head Q  of  that  Vote.  The  work  of 
editing  is  performed  in  the  commercial 
branch  of  the  Commercial  Labour  aod 
Statistical  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  charged  to  sub-head  R  of  that 
Vote.  The  work  of  compiling  and  editing 
The  Gazette  is  done  in  the  labour 
branch.  The  printing  and  publication  are 
done  by  a  contractor  for  his  own  profit, 
subject  to  a  gratuitous  supply  of  such 
copies  as  are  required  for  the  Public 
Service,  including  7,000  distributed  by 
the  Labour  Department.  I  cannot  give 
the  receipts  from  advertisements,  as  they 
I  form  part  of  the  contractor's  profit.  It 
is  not  intended  to  present  to  Parliament 
any  separate  accounts  of  these  any  more 
than  of  other  Government  publications. 
For  inforinai.ion  on  the  other  points 
raised  in  the  question  I  must  refer  my 
hon.  Friend  to  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 
asked    the    President   of   the    Board   of 
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Traile,  but  he  was  unable  to  give  mo  liriy 
ioformiition  on  the  sul>iect» 

Mr,  MUNDELLA:  I  Leg  your 
pardon,  I  gave  the  hem.  Gentleman  all 
the  inforniution  njvD(*partment  possessed. 

CoLoyEf,  IKivV  ARD  VINCENT  : 
Mav  I  ask  the  right  hon,  Getitlemaii  if 
the  contract  for  printing  The  Lnlmur 
Gazetie  will  he  hiiil  npon  the  Tiihlc  ? 
Also,  is  the  Ret*ohirioii  of  thi^  House  of 
1891  observed  u\  the  eontrnet  ? 

8iK  J,  T.  HIBBEHT  :  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  \i<  (lesiriible  to  lay  the  eontniet 
on  the  Table.  I  have  no  tlonbl  tint  the 
Resolniioii  of  tlie  House  is  eniljodied  in 
this,  m  \u  M  other  Stationery  Oftiee 
contracts. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
Will  the  right  hnn.  Oentlemmi  let  me  see 
the  eoiilmcls  per^f^indlv  ? 

Siu  J,  T.  HIHBERT  :  I  will  impiire  if 
that  can  be  done. 

Mh.  faesuN  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  Can  tho  right  hon.  Geiilleinao 
say,  with  regard  to  the  compiiafioti  of 
The  Litbottr  (iftzefif\  which  he  omitted 
from  hiH  list,  what  it  costs,  and  in 
what  part  of  the  Votes  it  \a  to  he  found, 
hi  the  same  w»y  as  he  Inis  tohl  n^  with 
regard  to  tho  other  miuters  he  men- 
tioned ? 

Siii  J,  T,  finUiKRT  :  The  eompihi- 
ttoti  is  done  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  >*o 
that  the  njatter  is  not  within  mv  eoirru- 
»am*e.  J  iim  imxions,  however,  to  atford 
all  the  infornuitMin  in  mv  power. 

Mk.  BAKTLEV  (Isbngton,  N/)  :  Are 
we  to  unilerstand  that  a  (Jovernmeut 
COntrnet  U  a  jirivute  nintter  that  cannot 
be  «huwii  in  fhis  House  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  <if  the  EX- 
CHEQrER  (Sir  W,  H.utrr)L:iir, Derby)* 
I  will  atiswer  that  question.  No  doubt 
the  Hrmse  may,  if  it  thinks  fit,  see  the 
contraef,  bnt  it  is  not  worth  while  to  en- 
cumljer  the  Papers  with  ftll  these  pettv 
detniift.  The  (i(iven»nient  have  no  object 
in  eoueealing  anything  of  this  kind,  hut 
it  U  carrying  things  to  exeess  to  hiy 
these  contracfs  on  tho  Table,  urdess  there 
is  some  spec i He  reason  for  believing  the 
mutter  require?*  partienlar  attention. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT : 
Will  th<^  right  bon,  GentlemaT^  show 
me  the  contract  if  1  call  npon  him 
lo-morrow  ? 

Silt  W.  HARCOTRT:  Ob,  yes;  1 
will  show  tliP  hoiK  Member  anything  he 
like«. 


MILITARY  OFFK  KllS  AT  IRISH  RACE 
MEETINGS. 
Mil.  PARKER  SMITH  (Lanark. 
Partick)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
St^ite  for  War  if  he  !8  aware  that  a 
General  Order  has  been  issued  by  the 
Commander-in-Chief  of  the  Forces  in 
Ireland  that  officers  atteiidiug  the 
Piincliet<town  race.s  are  rcqtnr0<l  to  wear 
tall  hats  on  both  days  ;  whether  an  Order 
enjoining  officers  who  attend  races  in 
their  private  capacity  to  wear  a  partieiihir 
dress  is  a  legal  Order  ;  and  whether  such 
Order  has  been  Hanctioned  h\  H.R.H  the 
Com nntnder- in-Chief  of  the  Forces  'f 

•Thk  SECRETARY  of  STATE  kuk 
WAR  (Mr.  Ca^itiiell  -  Banxekmak, 
Stirliog,  itc»)  :  I  have  no  information  on 
ibis  subject  ;  bnt  from  my  knowledge  of 
the  General  Officer  Coinniamling  the 
Forces  in  Ireland,  I  have  no  tlonbt  tiiat 
if  he  has  issued  such  a  direction  it  has 
not  beeji  without  gof)d  cause.  In  any 
ease,  the  matter  hardly  deserve«  the  im- 
portance the  hon.  Member  has  giv.en  to 
it. 

TilK  rosT  OF  THKSCOTrtt  I'OLll'E, 
Mk,  DALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy,  &cO  :  1 
l>eg  to  ask  the  Secretary  hw  Scotland 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  provision 
made  in  Section  22^  Sub-section  (3),  of 
*' The  Local  (i(>veninient  (S<*or|and)  Act, 
1HH9,''  whereby  a  fixed  sum  is  set  aside 
each  year  for  distrilmtion  MUiongst  the 
police  Anthorities  in  Scotland  as  a  **  cim- 
tribntion  ''  towards  the  cost  cd"  pay  and 
clothing,  is,  ill  view  of  the  yearly  in- 
creasing cost,  not  generally  regarded  as 
an  eq u i tab  1  e  4irra n g e m e n t ;  a n d  w he t  li e r 
ft  is  possible  to  revert  to  the  arrangement 
formerly  in  force,  whereby  Government 
cotitribnted  one*half  of  the  cost  of  pay 
anil  clothing  of  every  police  force  ? 

Snt  G.  TREVELY  AN  :  The  arrange- 
ment referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mend)er, 
under  wliich  ibcdistribiition  of  £L5o,t)00 
to  the  Police  Authorities  in  Scotland  is 
stereotyped,  whereas  \\\  Ej] gland  half  the 
cost  of  the  police  is  given  to  the  Local 
Antboriiy,  is  framed  npon  the  tinaii- 
cial  scheme  at  present  existing  between 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland.  Under 
the  Local  Government  A -ts  England 
gets  HU.nHJtb  of  one-iialf  of  the  Pnjbate 
Duty  J  Scotland  gels  I  I -100th  ;  and  Ire- 
land 9-K)0tlL  The  distribution  of  this 
sum    ami    of    the    other    sums    assigned 
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to  Local  GoverumcDt  purposes  in 
Eugltiud  and  ScotlaDil  18  tiuule  In  accord- 
ance with  the  several  Acta  reUting  to  the 
English  aud  Scottish  Local  Taxation 
AccowiJts.  Tliese  Acts  settled  the 
distrihiitiou  of  the  sbure  which  fell  to 
eac h  CO  11  n  1  ry  i n  fa ir  acco rda ti ce  with  w hat 
was  the  view  of  their  Representatives 
at  the  time.  England  preferretl,  iu 
the  Bp|jropriattoii  of  its  share,  to  take 
half  the  cost  of  Police  ;  Scotland  pre- 
ferred to  pitereotjpe  the  grant  at  the  siini 
of  £155,000  ;  tliu  surplus  in  each  ea»e 
being  devotetl  to  other  services  in  Eng- 
land ami  Scotland  respectively.  If  this 
stereotyped  arrangement  io  respect  of  the 
Scottish  Police  Grant  is  removed,  the  sum 
availablefor  otlicr  services  in  that  country 
would  require  to  be  correspondingly  re- 
duced. If  this  arrangement  of  the  share 
given  to  Scotland  does  not  meet  the  pre- 
sent views  of  the  Scottish  Kcpresentu- 
tives,  Parliament  would  be  able  to  alter 
it  by  amending  the  necessary  Acts  and 
distrilmting  the  money  otherwise  than  it 
is  distributed  at  present. 

SICK  LEAVE  IN  THE  CIVIL  SERVICE, 

Mu.J,  KOVVLA^^DS(Finshnry,E,)  r 
On  behalf  of  the  hon»  Meml>er  for  North 
Wei^t  Hum,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  what  Departments  of  the 
Civil  Service  are  under  Treasury  control 
as  regards  the  amount  of  sick  leave 
granted  to  assistant  iderks:  what  are  the 
names  of  the  Departments  not  under 
Treasury  control  ;  what  are  the  Kegula- 
tions  as  to  sick  leave  to  assistant  clerks 
in  force  in  those  Deiiarlnu  nts  ;  and  what 
are  the  Reg nlal ions  as  to  sick  leave 
applying  to  assistant  clerks  appointed 
prior  to'  July,  1891  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  Treasury 
exercises  control  over  all  Deparlments  in 
all  matters  of  organisation,  including 
eick  leave.  My  former  answer  referred 
to  Dejiaiinients  direcfly  subordinate  to 
the  Treasury — ^such  as  the  Hevenne  De- 
partmuuls.  I  conhl  not  undertake  to 
make  an  exhaustive  classitication  of  all 
Departmenl!*  under  the  two  heads,  l»e- 
cause  such  classitication  would  involve 
interpretations  of  Acts  of  Parliament  and 
other  inslrumeuis  without  number.  No 
Hegulatious  as  to  sick  leave  to  assistant 
clerks  have  l»eeu  kid  down  by  the  Trea- 
sury eateept  iu  the  Departments  subordi- 
nate to  the  Treasury.    No  assistant  clerks 
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within  the  meaning  of  the  Ruleae  to  sick 
leave  were  appointed  befoi-e  July,  1891- 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Gibsox  Bowles, 

Sir  J.  T,  HIBBERT  said,  that  auy 
representations  forwarded  to  the  Trea- 
sury would,  of  course^  be  carefully  eon- 
iiidered. 


INTERNATIONAL  DISAEMAJIENT. 
Mr,  BYLES  (York,  W.R.,  Shipley)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  had 
observed  the  statement  in  the  public 
Press  that  the  German  Emperor  has 
submitted  a  scheme  of  disarmament  to 
the  King  of  Italy,  to  the  Emperor  of 
Austriaj  and  to  the  Gz ar  of  Russia,  and 
proposed  a  Ctmference  of  the  Powers 
thereon  ;  w  hether  any  commiuiieatioDS  af 
that  natitre  have  reached  the  Foreign 
Office ;  and  whether  an>^  such  etnggea- 
tions,  if  they  shonld  be  addressed  to  thte 
country,  would  be  favourably  eutertaineU 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 

*Siri  E.  GREY  :  I  have  seen  soioe 
statements  in  the  Press  with  reference  to 
proposals  for  disarmament,  but  no  com- 
munications on  the  sttbject  have  reached 
the  Foreign  Office.  As  Her  Majesty** 
Governmeut  have  alreiuly  stated,  they 
would  give  their  best  considerations  to 
any  practical  proposals  that  were  iDade. 

hura>  BEACONSFIELIVS  STATUE. 

Mii.  CREMER  (Shoreilitch,  Hagger* 
ston)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  F'irst  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  whether  the  statue  of 
Lord  Bcaconstield  was  decorated  on  the 
19th  instunt  by  his  authority,  and  whe- 
ther any  officials  of  the  Boartl  of  Work» 
were  einploved  in  its  decoration  ? 

•The  first  COMMISSIUNKR  or 
WORKS  (Mr.  IT.  Gladstonk,  Leeds, 
W.)  :  According  to  the  practice  in 
}irevions  ypars,  permission  hai*  been  given 
for  the  decoration  uf  the  statue  to  such 
persoLs  as  have  been  accustomed  to  apply 
for  it.  Ko  one  was  employed  by  the 
Office  of  Works  in  the  decoration. 

Mk.  CREMEK  :  I  do  not  gather  from 
the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  auy  officials  of  the  Board  of  Works 
hail  been  employed  there.  It  ban  been 
emphatically  stated  in  77ic  AV.  Jamt^s^s 
Gazette  tbat  they  were  so  einphjyod,  &od 
all  night  long^  too. 

•Mii.  IL  GLAUSTU^E  ;  1  staled 
that  nu  one  was  employed   by  the  Board 
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of  Works  in  tbe  deeomtion.  An  official 
of  the  Office  was  employe*!  to  the  extent 
of  uuloeking  the  gate  for  the  authorised 
persons  to  enter, 

DKJ^ERTFON.*!  FROM  BIUTISH  SHIPS. 

Mr.  J.  IIAA^ELOCK  WILSON 
(MiiUllesUrough)  :  I  heg  to  ask  the 
i^residetit  of  the  Bonn!  of  Trade  wliolher 
he  can  state  the  miniber  nf  seaiiien  who 
have  deserted  British  f»hips  in  AnstniHun 
aud  AiiiericaTi  ports  dnnng  tlie  year 
1893  ;  if  ho  can  state  the  amount  of 
iiiooej  f<»rfeited  tx^  wage?;  by  i*ncli  seamen, 
and  whether  tbe  master  of  a  ship  from 
which  a  seaman  may  desert  renders  atiy 
account  of  pueh  moneys  ;  and^  if  ao,  to 
whom  ;  and  if  no  such  aceount  i^  ren- 
dered, wliether  I  he  Board  of  Trade  will 
take  steps  to  «ee  that  sneh  an  aceonnt 
is  furnitihed  by  eyery  master  of  a  British 
ship  gfcowing  the  amount  earned  hy  all 
seamen  who  may  desert  at  the  ports 
aforesaid,  the  aniouut  advanced  to  them 
in  money  and  for  clothing,  together  with 
all  vouchers  for  tbe  same,  and  that  tbe 
balance  due  at  the  time  of  desertion  be 
handed  over  to  a  Keprcsentative  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ? 

Mr,  MUIS^DELLA:  The  Board  of 
Trade  have  no  record  of  the  numbers  of 
seamen  who  desert  from  British  ships, 
and  they  have  no  means  of  ascertaining  the 
amount  of  wage»  forfeited  by  jiuch  eea- 
men,  as  tbe  mai^ter  is  not  bound  to  render 
any  account.  The  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member,  that  masters  iifiouhl  be  required 
to  furnish  a  detailed  statement  of  tbe 
amount  earned  by  deserters  and  the  ad- 
vances made,  cannot  he  enforced  without 
further  legislation* 

Mr.  J.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  :  Is 
it  not  the  fact  that  the  captain  of  every 
British  ship  Is  bound  to  make  a  Report 
At  the  end  of  the  voyage  of  tbe  number 
of  meuwho  deserted,  where  they  deserted, 
and  what  wages  were  due  to  them  at  the 
time  of  desertion  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  am  told  that  i^ 
not  the  case.  My  information  is  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  have  no  means  of  ascer- 
taining the  amount  of  wages  forfeited* 
I  have  that  information  from  the  Marine 
Dep&rtmenr. 

Mr.  J.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  :  Is 
I  here  no  sufficient  power  at  the  present 
time  to  secure  the  collection  of  such  in- 
fonnatlou  Y 


Mn,  MUNDELLA  :  1  am  assured 
there  arc  no  powers  under  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Acts  to  enforce  such  Returns, 
To  get  them  woidd  render  necessary 
fresh  legislation.  I  will  inquire  further, 
however,  if  tbe  hon.  Gentleman  still 
entertains  any  doubt,  on  the  point. 

SiK  (;.  BADKN-FOWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdule)  :  Have  the  Board  of 
T nwl e  no  p o \k e r,  w  h e 1 1  d e ser ters  a p p  1  y  fo r 
money  due  to  them,  to  bring  snch 
deserters  liefore  the  authorities  for  punish- 
ment. ? 

Mix.  MUNDELLA  :  A  man  who 
deserts  does  not  usually  make  any  snch 
application. 

EARLY  MORNING   WORK  IN  THE 
NAVW 
Mk.  J.   HAVELOCK  WILSON  :  I 

beg  to  ask  tbe  Secretary  to  tbe  Admiralty 
if  he  is  aware  that  sejitnen  on  huard  ot" 
Her  Majesty's  ships  at  Portsmouth  have 
during  tlie  past  four  weeks  been  ordered 
to  holystone  and  wash  decks  at  4  o'clock 
in  the  morning ;  and  whether  such 
Orders  are  general  in  Her  Majesty's 
Navy  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
A  telegram  sent  to  Portsmouth  in  con- 
sequence  of  my  hon.  Friend's  question 
has  elicited  the  following  reply  : — 

'' Her  Majeaty'M  ships  at  Portsmouth  have, 
(luring  the  last  four  weeks^  never  scnibbeil  dcckg 
earlier  than  6.30  a.m, ;  and  they  have  not 
during  that  period  been  holj^atunai  at  all.  This 
!»  in  acconiance  mth  the  usiml  practice  ;  aud 
the  few  ships  that  holystone  at  all  dnnot  rlo  sd 
more  frequently  tlian  once  a  wc«*k/* 

UGANDA. 
Sir  GEORGE  BADEN-POWELL : 

I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  in  view  of  the  indefinite 
postponement  of  the  promised  Debate  ou 
the  Uganda  Settlement,  whether  he  can 
give  any  assurances  that  the  British 
administration  will  be  meauwhilc  main- 
tained without  detriment  or  prejudice  to 
the  final  settlement  of  the  rpiestion  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  ok  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  WJlARCDtrRT,  Derby): 
I  hope  that  the  discussion  on  tbe  Uganda 
settlement  will  not  lie  very  long  [K>st- 
poned.  Of  course^  in  the  meantime, 
British  administration  there  will  be  main- 
tained. 

Sir  C.  W,  DILKE  (Gloucester, 
Forest  of  Dean)  :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  when  the  Paperi*,  which 
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were  promified  id  time  for  the  discusaioii 
this  week,  will  bet'ireulHteil  witL  refereure 
to  the  Ugftiula  settkfinent  ? 

Sir  W.  IIARCOURT  :  Tliey  will  lie 
circulated  to-morrow. 

*'THE  SALE  OF  UOODS  ACT,  1893." 

Mm.  darling  (Deptford)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  tlie  Kxchequer 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  owiiitJj  to  the 
fa«:t  that  '*  The  Sale  of  Gootb  Act, 
1893,"  receiveil  the  Royal  As»eut  on 
20th  February,  !894,  aiitl,  by  Section  63, 
came  iuto  operation  on  the  1st  Jatmary 
prece<ling,  great  trouble  and  uucertaiuty 
as  to  I  be  law  is  t>ecasioned  to  Dierehant» 
and  others  ;  arul  whether  the  Government 
inteution  was  tlmt  this  Statute  »houkl  be 
retrospective  in  its  operation  as  to  cou- 
tracts  of  sale  ;  if  not,  will  the  Govern- 
ment propose  a  measure  of  relief  ? 

Sir  W,  H  ARCOURT  :  I  am  not  aware 
of  thocircnrastances  of  this  case,  bnt  I  am 
told  that  the  result  h  the  product  of  the 
science  of  blocking  which  prevented  the 
Bill  from  comin;^  down  from  the  Mouse 
of  Lords,  The  Bill  has  been  amended 
in  the  Houpo  of  Commons,  has  gone 
back  to  tlie  Lords,  and  amended  there, 
and  blocked  in  the  House  of  Commons  : 
so  that,  in  point  of  fact,  the  Bill  did  not 
pass  at  the  time  expected,  a  circnmstance 
which  m  to  be  deplored.  1  am  informed 
that  the  Bill  is  merely  a  cotlitication  Bill, 
and  iloes  not  make  any  material  altera- 
tion in  the  law  ;  but  if  it  does,  I  will 
have  the  matter  examined  and  remedied 
if  possible, 

Mk.  darling  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  as  j*oon  as  possible  am  ion  nee 
whether  he  can  take  steps  to  settle  thiw 
matter,  otherwise  there  may  be  very 
expensive  litigation, 

8iH  W.  HARCOURT  :  If  the  hon. 
Member  wili  kindly  furnish  me  with 
rJie  information  at  his  disposal  as  to  the 
difficulty  which  has  arisen,  it  will  a.Msist 
very  much  in  the  inquiry, 

LilSEA8K  IK  THE  ARMY. 
Mn.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Busing- 
stoke)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  he  has  noticed 
the  increase  of  venereal  diseases  amongst 
the  troops,  acconling  to  Return  No.  509, 
Army  (Average  Numbers),  made  to  the 
House  in  January  last  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  percentage  of  cases  of  the 
most  severe  form  of  the  disease  has  been 

Sir  C\  fV.  Dilke 


trebled  during  the  last  14  years  at  tho 
military  stations  of  Gibraltar,  Malta,  and 
South  Africa  ;  that  the  percentage  ha« 
lieeu  raiseii  by  seven  times  in  the  Wejst 
Indies  ;  and  that  the  increase  in  India 
is  decimating  our  troops  ;  and  what  steps 
be  can  take  to  check  and  remedy  a 
disease  which  ruins  so  many  of  our 
soldiers  ? 

♦Mr,  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Yes,  Sir ;  1  have  noticed  the  statistics 
of  venereal  disease  referred  to  In  the 
cjuestion  ;  but  there  are  such  unaccouiit- 
able  fluctuations  in  them  that  it  is  verj 
difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to  deduce  any 
conclusion  from  the  figures.  In  the  case, 
however,  of  India,  the  increase  is  eer- 
tfl-inly  such  as  to  demand  serious  con- 
siderjUion  ;  and  tny  right  hou»  FriemI 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  is 
giving  his  attention,  in  coramunicatioii 
with  the  Indian  Government,  to  certain 
proposals  by  the  Army  Sanitary  Com- 
mittee, which  will,  it  is  hoped,  without 
reviving  in  any  way  the  measures  to 
which  this  House  has  objectetl,  tend  to 
improve  materially  the  bealth  of  the 
European  force  in  India, 

Mn.   JEFFREYS  :    Will    the    right 
hon.  Gentleman  look  at  the  Returns  for 
the  WeM  Indies  ?     These  are  still  more 
alarmii]g. 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  West  Indies  stations  are  among 
thofee  to  which  I  refer,  as  exhibiting  HiicU 
II  nac  conn  table  fluctuations. 

DEATH  AFTER  VACCINATION, 
Mu.  HOPWOUD  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Middleton)  i  I  beg  to  ask  the  Parlia- 
mentary Secretary  to  the  Local  Govoni* 
ment  Board  whether  his  attention  has 
l:>ecn  called  to  the  death  of  a  child  named 
Simeon  Dawson,  who  died  on  the  3rd 
of  March  last  after  much  suffering  fol- 
lowing on  vaccination  performed  on  the 
13th  January  last  at  Bury,  in  Lanca- 
shire ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
doctor  who  operated  on  and  attendetl 
the  child  gave  a  certificate  of  death^ 
"  Primary  Vaccination  ;  Secondary 
Pysemia,'"  and  that  the  Registrar  of 
Deaths  declined  to  receive  the  certifi- 
cate, but  gave  an  order  for  burial  ;  whe- 
ther the  Registrar  sent  up  the  above 
certificate  to  the  Local  Government 
Boanl,  and  was  he  jtistified  in  his  refiisa  U 
what  rejdy  or  communication  has  been 
made  to  him  on  the  subject  ;  and  whe- 
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llier  iaformatiou  was  given  of  this  case 
to  the  Ho^^al  Commiseiorj  ou  Vaiicinn- 
tion  ? 

The  SECREl  ARV  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Sir  \\\ 
FoHTER,  Derby,  Ilkestoii)  :  The  only 
iiiforraation  that  the  Local  Go vernment 
Board  Imve  a.^  to  the  cause  of  the  death 
of  the  child  referretl  to  is  contained  m 
the  certified  copy  of  the  entry  with  re- 
gant  to  the  death  in  the  Register  of 
Deaths  for  the  district.  Aceonling  to 
this  co|>j,  the  cause  of  death  as  entered 
io  the  Register  was  **  Vaccination  : 
pya-Miiia,**  certiHetl  by  J.  Silverwoml, 
L*R*C»P,  The  tleath  appears  to  have 
taken  place  ou  March  3  liiHt,  ami  to  have 
b<*«T»  registered  on  March  5.  The  Board 
arc  infortned  that  there  is*  uo  foundation 
for  the  suggestion  that  the  Registrar 
dec! lined  to  receive  the  medical  certiHeate 
referred  to.  Tlie  Br^ard  rot^eive^l  from 
the  Registrar  the  certified  copy  of  the 
entry  io  the  Register  on  March  6,  and  on 
tlie  sarue  day  the  particulars  of  the  case 
were  forwarded  to  the  Royal  Commission 

00  Vaccination* 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  :  For  what  reaaon 
was  this  particnlar  certiHeate  .^eut  up  to 
the  Local  Government  Board  ?  Is  it 
the  rule  to  send  such  certificates  ? 

8iu  W.  FOSTER  :  The  RegintrarH 
in  the  orditiary  course  inform  the  Laeal 
Government  Board  of  all  cases  of  death 
after  vaccination. 

BALTIMORE     MAILS, 
Mk.  GILHOOLY  (Cork  Co.,  W.) :  I 

1  teg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whe- 
ther he  18  aware  that  tlie  mails  are  con- 
veyed by  car  from  Skibbereen  to  Balti- 
more :  and  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  Btiltimore  i^  an  important  fishing 
.sfatioti,  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  having  them  conveyed  by  tratu,  and 
thereby  give  a  better  postal  service  to  the 
fish  buyers  and  the  other  hu»iues8  people 
of  Baltimore  ? 

Mk,  a.  MORLEY  :  The  mail  car 
between  Skibbereen  and  Baltimore 
affords  fairly  convenient  ac^commotlation, 
the  arrival  at  Baltimore  lieing  at  7,4o 
a.m.,  and  the  despatch  at  4,45  p,ni,,  ami 
it  i8  necessary  to  maiutaiu  the  car  for  the 
service  of  the  iuterme<liatc  district.  No 
advantage  would  be  derived  as  regards 
ijelivery  by  the  uswi  of  the  railway,  and 
althoagh    a    later    despatqii    miglit    be 


given,  such  an  arrangement  would  entail 
further  expense,  which  I  shouM  tjot  feel 
justified  in  .sanctioning.  Even  now  the 
mail  service  in  the  neighbourhood  in- 
volves a  very  heavy  loss, 

AET  EXHIBITIONS   IN*  CfLAHOOW. 

Mr.  C.  MCLAREN  (Leicester.  Bos- 
worth)  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
w^hether  the  Mnnicipal  Authorities  of 
Glasgow  are  empowered  by  statnte  t»> 
exercise  ceus<M'ship  over  or  otherwise  ij*- 
terfere  with  the  exhibition  of  works  of 
art  in  that  city  ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Chief  Constable  has  attempted 
to  interdict  the  exhibition  by  private 
dealers  of  repi*oibictions  of  works  by  Sir 
Frederick  Leighton,  Mr.  G,  F.  Watt»» 
and  Mr,  Poynter  ;  and,  if  80,  on  what 
gronnds  ;  and  whether  the  police  in  other 
parts  of  the  Uiutetl  Kingdom  have  any 
right  to  interfere  in  matters  of  taste,  and 
deprive  the  art*loving  i*uhlic  of  becoming 
aeqnainled  with  works  which  have  been 
shown  in  the  galleries  of  the  Royal 
Academy  ? 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
B,  Balfoit<,  Clackmannan,  Ac.)  :  The 
Clerk  to  the  Glasgow  Police  Commis- 
sioners informs  rne  that  the  Municipal 
Anthorities  in  that  city  fonnil  n|mu  the 
provisions  of  the  local  Glasgow  Police 
Act  of  1892  to  the  effect  that— 

'*  Ko  puhlic  hhovv  of  any  description  whattsver, 
whether  in  ojjen  j^roimd  or  in  aay  house  or 
builduyg,  or  caravfin  or  tent,  kc  fihall  be 
opened  or  set  np  without  the  permissirio  of  the 
Jlngiairate«i'  Committee, 

aa  justifying  interference  with  the  ex- 
hibition referred  to  in  the  (|uestiou.  I 
believe,  although  I  am  not  definitely  in- 
formed npon  the  point,  that  the  rjiieation  of 
law^  wliether  sutdi  an  exhibition  is  a 
public  show  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Act  is  now  finh  jmlice^  and  I  therefore 
refrain  from  ex  presiding  an  opiruou  npon 
it.  The  clerk  to  the  Police  Commis- 
siotiers  is  not  aware  that  the  Cliief  Con- 
stable has  attempted  to  interdict  the  ex- 
hibition of  the  works  mentionetl  in  tim 
seevmd  paragraph  of  the  rpiostion.  Irt 
regard  to  the  thini  paragraph,  1  shouhl 
not  suppose  that  the  police  in  other 
places  have  right  to  interfere  with  the 
exhibition  of  works  w^hich  do  not  offend 
against  public  decency  or  morality,  but 
I  do  not  know  what  the  powers  con- 
ferred by  particular  local  Acts  may  be. 
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PROFESSORS  IN  QUEEN'S  COLLEGES 
IN  IRELAND. 
Dr.  KENNY  (Dublin,  College  Green): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury whether  Professors  in  the  Royal 
College  of  Science  in  Ireland,  appointed 
at  the  same  time  or  before  some  of  the 
Professoni  ^^  ^^>c  Queen's  Colleges,  are, 
like  those  Professors,  outside  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Order  in  Council  of  loth 
August,  1890,  whereby  retirement  from 
office  on  reaching  the  age  of  65  is  made 
compulsory  ? 

•SiK  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  No,  Sir ;  the 
Professors  of  the  Royal  College  of  Science 
in  Ireland  are  undoubtedly,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Treasury,  subjeit  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Order  in  Council  of  the  loth  of 
August,  1890. 

THE  NEW  SPIRIT  DUTY. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House,  in  sufficient  time  for 
their  examination  before  the  proposals  of 
the  Budget  Bill  are  again  considered,  a 
Return  showing  the  amount  contributed 
hj  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  respec- 
tively, on  account  of  the  Spirit  Duties  in 
the  last  financial  year ;  and  a  Return 
showing  the  amount  expected  to  be  con- 
tributed by  Ireland  and  Great  Britain 
respectively  during  the  current  year,  on 
account  of  the  proposed  increase  in  those 
duties  ;  and  whether  he  will  take  care 
that  the  accounts  for  the  current  year  are 
so  kept  that  it  will  be  possible  at  the  end 
of  each  quarter  to  show  the  amount 
contributed  by  Ireland  and  Great 
Britain  respectively,  on  account  of  all 
Xhe  new  taxes  proposed  in  the  Budget 
Bill  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  discus- 
sion upon  the  Spirit  Duties  will  not  come 
on  until  after  the  Resolutions  have  been 
passed.  When  that  has  been  done,  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Budget  Bill  will 
•Ik}  taken.  I  hope  before  that — on  Mon- 
day or  on  Tuesday  next — to  give  the 
House  such  information  on  the  subject  as 
I  can  furnish. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
•over  Square) :  I  l>eg  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  will  give  the 
House  an  opportunity  of  judging  of  the 
proportions   of   the   remaining    taxation 


which  will  fall  upon  England,  Ireland, 
and  Scotland  respectively  ?  I  do  not 
think  the  information  supplieil  should  be 
onlv  partial. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  will  give 
that  information  on  Monday  or  Tuesday- 
next.  I  suppose  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  not  here  when  I  explained  that 
my  reason  for  only  proposing  the  extra 
duty  for  one  year  was  that  there  was 
going  to  be  a  certain  inquiry  into  the 
incidence  of  taxation,  and  that,  therefore, 
we  could  not  this  year  undertake  to  de- 
termine how  it  was  relatively  borne. 

Mr.  FIELD:  On  what  day  will 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Budget  Bill 
be  taken 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Bill  will 
be  introduced  as  soon  as  possible  after 
the  Resolutions  are  passed.  I  have 
reason  to  hope,  from  communications  I 
have  received,  that  the  Resolutions  will 
be  passed  on  Tuesday,  and  after  thej 
have  been  reported  the  Budget  Bill  will 
be  introduced  at  once.  No  doabt  the 
House  will  require  some  little  time  to 
consider  the  Bill  before  the  Second 
Reading  comes  on,  and  therefore  I  am 
afraid  it  will  not  be  possible  to  take  the 
discussion  on  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill  until  the  week  after  next. 

THE    WELSH    DISESTABLISHMENT 
BILL. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  may  take 
this  opportunity  of  saying  that  I  have 
not  been  able  until  now  to  say  positively 
what  will  be  the  business  on  Thursday  ; 
but  now  from  information  I  have  received 
I  hope  that  we  shall  be  able  on  that  day 
to  introduce  the  Motion  for  the  First 
Reading  of  the  Bill  for  the  Disestablish- 
ment of  the  Welsh  Church. 

THE  NEW  ESTATE  DUTY. 

Sir  M.  IIICKS-BEACH  (Bristol, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqaer, 
with  regard  to  the  Statement  he  circu- 
lated this  morning  as  to  the  effect  of  the 
new  Estate  Duty,  how  he  intends  to 
ascertain  the  capital  value  of  property 
assessed  for  the  new  duty,  and  whether 
he  can  give  the  House  any  information 
on  the  subject  at  once,  or  whether  be 
will  give  it  as  part  of  his  statement  on 
Monday  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  From  mj 
point  of  view  I  think  I  should  give  the 
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infarmatiou  now.  The  capital  value  or 
the  principal  value,  the  mnrket  vftliie,  the 
gelling  value,  or  the  real isahle  value — joii 
may  use  auj  phrase  you  like^ — ^must  he 
ertatned  with  refereiine  to  any  partimihir 
nnioility  by  the  best  rnethoils  you  liave 
'of  nscertainingit.  If  you  want  to  ascertain 
the  principal  value  of  the  fuiiilByou  have 
only  to  lot>k  at  the  uewwpapers,  hut  there 
ure  many  other  thiogB  the  value  of  which 
you  cannot  aj^certalu  in  that  way.  To 
ascertain  the  principal  value  of  hi  ml, 
liouscji,  plate,  jewels,  pictures,  an<l  so 
forth,  you  must  take  the  opinion  of  ex- 
perts— that  i**,  the  best  opinion  you  cau 
get  on  the  Buhject.  My  opinion  i&^  that 
the  method  in  regard  to  the  land  mu^t 
follow  the  same  lines.  I  ouee  asked  a 
surveyor  what  hit*  science  was  supposed 
to  be  for  which  the  public  paid  ^o  higbly, 
And  be  answered  **  Well,  Sir^  we  are 
8QppoBe<l  to  know  by  experience  what 
ibe  public  will  give  for  any  particular 
thing,"  lean  give  a  particular  example 
of  the  value  of  expert  opinion,  I 
rememF>eroiice  going  to  a  sale  at  Ciiristie\% 
where  I  saw  a  picture  which  I  thought  a 
very  admirable  one.  1 1  was  hy  Sir  Joshua 
Rey noldi  of  a  celebrated  character  in 
history,  the  last  great  true  Whig 
Prime  Minister,  Lord  Rockiugluun.  I 
ibsked  an  expert  what  the  value  of 
the  picture  at  a  sale  wo«hl  he, 
and  be  saiil,  **  Well,  if  it  were  a  picttire 
of  an  unknown  lady,  it  would  he  wM>rth 
about  £5,0(X)  ;  hut  as  it  is  only  a  picture 
of  a  man  and  a  Prime  Miu inter,  it  will 
fetch  between  £o()0or  £600,"  The  picture 
was  sold,  and  I  was  very  anxious  to  find 
what  it  sohl  for.  The  sum  was  £550, 
which  slioweil  how  accurate  the  estimate 
was^  even  in  such  commodities  as  the 
pictures  of  Prime  Ministers.  We  are 
bound  to  rely  ou  tlie  opinions  of  experts 
ae  to  the  vabio  of  such  rare  commodi- 
ties, but  iu  order  to  correct  any  mistake 
or  injustice  iu  the  valuation  there  is  an 
appeal.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  is  a 
conimoQ-sense  view  of  the  subject. 

Sir  M.  hicks-beach  :  W' batever 
may  be  tlie  market  vabie  of  pictures  or 
jewels,  the  right  boo.  Gentleman  must 
remember  that  in  many  parts  of  the 
country  there  is  absolutely  no  market 
vttUie  for  bind  at  all.  Timt  is  oue  point. 
Another  point  on  which  I  have  to  ask  is  : 
Doeii  the  right  hon.  Gentlema-ti  stippose 
that  in  calculatlug  the  market  value  of 
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land  and  houses  the  Inland  Revenue 
authorities  will  make  those  deductions  for 
repairs,  iusurauce,  &c.,  which  are  allowed 
iu  levying  Income  Tax  ? 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  think 
I  had  better  reserve  those  details  till 
Monday. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL:  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  Monday 
give  an  estimate  of  the  coat  to  the 
taxpayer  of  the  be»ivy  fees  necessary  for 
valuation  ? 

Mr.  darling  :  With  reference  to 
the  difficulty  of  valuing  works  of  art, 
does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  know  that 
the  only  nuirkot  for  portraits  of  Whig 
statesmen  is  the  Tory  Party  ? 

[The  question  was  not  an8wered.3 

RIORMOND  DISTRICT  LUNATIC  ASYLUM 
BUILDING  SCHEME, 
Dr.  KENNY  ( Duhlin,  College  Green): 
I  wish  to  ask  4 be  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieuleuant  of  Ireland  a 
question  of  whicli  I  have  given  him 
private  notice — namely,  whether  his 
attention  has  heen  called  to  a  resolution 
passed  hy  the  Dublin  Corporation  on  the 
IGth  iustant  dealing  with  the  question  of 
the  injustice  which  an  Order  of  the  Privy 
Council  will  inflict  on  ihe  citizens  of 
Dublin  with  roference  to  the  Richmond 
District  Lunatic  Asylum  buildiug  scheme; 
and  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
pose legislation  on  the  subject  to  ensure 
the  relief  of  the  citizens,  and  will  be  also 
take  care  that  the  scbeuie  is  postponed 
until  such  time  as  the  question  of  the  inci- 
dence of  taxation  in  reference  to  this 
matter  can  be  settled  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  had  my 
attention  directed  to  the  matter,  hut  have 
not  yet  had  time  to  look  into  it.  I  will 
examine  the  Papers  na  soon  as  possible, 
and  take  the  course  which  such  examina-^ 
tion  may  Hbow  to  be  desirable. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  ACTP, 
Mit.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  wbeo 
he  |iroposes  to  place  on  the  Paper  the 
names  of  the  Select  Committee  to  iuquir© 
into  the  Irish  Land  Acts  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  delay  h  not 
due  to  us.     I  hope  on  Monday. 
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ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


STANDING  COMMITTEE  (SCOTLAND). 
RESOLUTION.         [ADJOURNED       DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourued 
Debate  on  Main  Question  [2nd  April], 

"That,  in  addition  to  the  two  Standing 
Committees  appointed  under  Standing  Order 
No.  47,  a  Stan<ling  Committee  shall  be  appointed 
for  the  consideration  of  all  Bills  relating  ex- 
clusively to  Scotland  which  may,  by  order  of 
the  House,  be  committed  to  them,  and  that  the 
provisions  of  Standing  Order  No.  47,  shall 
apply  to  the  said  Standing  Committee: 

That  the  said  Standing  Committee  do  consist 
of  all  the  Members  representing  Scottish  con- 
stituencies, together  with  15  other  Members 
to  be  nominated  by  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
who  shall  have  power  from  time  to  time  to  dis- 
charge the  Members  so  nominated  by  them,  and 
to  appoint  others  in  substitution  for  those  dis- 
charged: 

That  Standing  Orders  Nos.  49  and  60  do  apply 
to  the  said  Standing  Committee." — (Sir  O. 
Tr&celyan.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) said,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
vice  of  the  proposal  of  the  Government 
was  that  it  was  partial  and  unfair  in  its 
application.  It  was  partial  because  it 
could  not  be  extended  to  England,  and 
it  was  unfair  because  it  was  a  departure 
from  the  principle,  on  which  Select  and 
Grand  Committees  had  been  hitherto  ap- 
pointed, of  representing  the  actual  divi- 
sion of  parties  in  the  House.  He  would 
ask  the  Government  whether  they  could 
not,  within  a  range  of  alteration  that  was 
conceivable  and  admissible,  make  this 
proposition  for  a  Scotch  Grand  Com- 
mittee one  that  could  be  extended  to 
similar  Grand  Committees,  and  one  that 
could  be  usefullv  adopted  without  dislo- 
cating the  machinery  of  the  House,  and 
without  producing  any  of  the  extreme 
inconvenience  and  injustice  which  would 
result  from  the  adoption  of  the  proposal 
now  submitted  ?  lie  was  one  of  those 
who  had  had  the  privilege  of  considering 
the  advisability  of  the  appointment  of 
Grand  Committees  before  they  came  into 
existence  at  all.  He  had  been  a  member 
of  the  large  Committee  appointed  some 
years  ago  to  consider  the  state  of  public 
business  and  to  devise  some  machinery 
for  simplifying  it  and  making  it  easy. 


It  was  upon  the  recommendations  of  that 
Committee  that  the  Grand  Committees 
were  established.  The  great  and  essen- 
tial principle  then  proposed  and  accepted 
was  that  the  composition  of  the  Grand 
Committee  should  correspond  to  the 
composition  of  the  House.  They  con- 
ceived that  there  should  be  that  corre- 
spondence, otherwise  they  thought  there 
might  be  contrariety  between  the  action 
of  the  Committee  and  the  action  of  the 
House  as  controlled  and  modified  by  the 
policy  of  the  Government  for  the  time 
being.  They  thought  that  if  they  wished 
to  keep  the  gear  in  working  order  and  make 
the  Grand  Committees  something  that 
they  could  avail  of  to  facilitate  and 
develop  public  business,  they  must 
make  them  as  far  as  possible  correspond 
with  the  composition  of  the  House.  They 
felt  that  each  Grand  Committee  should 
be  a  microcosm  of  the  House,  represent- 
ing all  divisions  and  Parties  in  it.  But 
he  asked  himself  whether  it  was  necessary 
to  carry  out  that  idea  of  making  the  Grand 
Committees  an  absolute  miniature  of  the 
House.  One  of  the  main  objects  they 
had  in  view  was,  whilst  making  the 
balance  of  the  Grand  Committee  corre- 
spond to  the  balance  of  the  House,  to  see 
whether  they  could  not  modify  the  com- 
position of  the  Grand  Committees  so  as 
to  introduce  a  greater  or  less  local  ele- 
ment on  particular  Bills — so  as  to  Jiave  a 
Grand  Committee  representing  in  its 
composition  the  composition  of  the 
House  in  this  respect :  that  the  balance 
on  it  corresponded  with  the  balance  in  the 
House,  and  possessing  in  its  several  ele- 
ments a  correspondence  with  the  several 
elements  of  the  House.  Would  it  not 
be  possible  to  have  a  Scotch  Grand 
Committee  and  a  Welsh  Grand  Com- 
mittee and  other  similar  Committees 
which  would  correspond  faithfully  to  the 
balance  of  Parties{ln  the  House,  so  that 
their  action  would  never  be  at  variance 
with  the  policy  of  the  House  itself,  and 
yet  within  whose  composition  they  would 
have  a  predominant  representation  of  the 
particular  local  element  interested  ?  By 
this  means  they  would  avoid  the  danger 
of  having  the  labour  of  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee thrown  away.  The  Members  of 
the  Select  Committee  to  which  he  had 
referred  felt  that  the  House  did  not  do 
all  the  work  that  was  wanted  of  it, 
although  it  did  all  that  could  reasonably 
be  expected  of  it.      The  Grand   Com- 
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[tnitteea  tbey  prQpo?i;eil  were  ]>arl   of  tlie 
I  iDachiiiery  tliey  ooiioeived  for  tlie  piirpoi*e 
of  making  more  ea^y  and  exiieditimis  the 
work   of  the  Houmft.     There   were  still 
great  complaint:* — and  he  tlionirht  jusl 
ones- — a^  to  the  tardiness  of  work  ;    aud 
I  the  great  question  Itefore  them  wa.s,    if 
i  these  com plaint.H  came  from  diftercnt  part^ 
of    the    eouotry — Could  they  tiot,  with- 
out departing  from   the  main    principle 
that   had   governed   their  action   on   the 
former  occasion^  conceive  a  Committee 
which  conld  iindortakeand  carry  throngh 
work  which  the  House  conM  not  inidor* 
'  lake  with  great  advantage  to  the  Hon^e 
itself,  aud  greatly  to  the  i*atiMfaction  of 
those  Membei-s  and  constituencies  who 
present  complained  of  the  dilatorincss 
insufficiency  of    the   work  ?     With 
uregard  to   this  particular  quef^tion  of   a 
Orand  Committee  for  Scotland,  he  con- 
fe*»sed  that  he  i^aw  great  advantage  in  it 
if  such  a  Committee  could   he   made  to 
work  in  harmony  with  the  House.  There 
was  ail  immense  ilitfereuee  in  the  orgaui- 
tiation  and    in   the   adminif^tridion  of  the 
law  in  England  and  Scotland,      Scotland 
liad  a  different  machinery  for  its  judica- 
ture, and  a  fundamentally    ditfcrent  code 
of  lawg.     The  law  of  property,  whet  tier 
of    movables    or    of    iuimovabloH,    wa» 
different   in  Scotland   from    the    law    in 
England,      The  law  of  family  relations 
was  different.      If  a  Scotch    Bill   were 
Bubmitted  to  a  Grand   Committee  which 
would   have   a    largo    predominance    of 
8  ootid  I  Representatives,  while  preserving 
a  faithful  resemblance   to  the  balance  of 
Parties   in  the  House  as  a  whole,  there 
would  he  brought  to  the  couNideratit»u  of 
that   Bill  a   knowledge  of    the  motives 
that  had  animate*!  the  people  of  Scotland 
itself  and  their  reasons  for  the  particular 
amendment  or  change  of  the  law  which 
they  deuired    which    might    be   a  great 
agsistance  to  the  Committee.      For   his 
own  part,  he  should  not  look  with  appre- 
hension on  the  conduct  of  business  by  a 
Committee  on  which   there  was  a  large 
Scotch  element,  if  at  the  same  time  the 
rep  reset)  til  ti  on    of    other    Members   was 
sttch  that  the  balance  of  the  Committee 
corresponded  with  the  balance   of    the 
House.       If     they     adhered      to      that 
principle  they  would  l>e  aide  to  go  far  be- 
yond   what   the    Government    proposed. 
Under  the  present  proj>osal  the  Govern- 
metit  could  not  set  up  an  English  Grand 
Committee^  but  under  the  conditions  he 


j?uggeated  that  would  be  possible.  In 
the  same  way,  while  the  Unionist 
Government  could  not  have  set  up  a 
Scotch  if  rand  Committee  under  such  a 
proposal  a?*  the  proji^cnt,  they  might  have 
<lone  so  under  the  phm  Hg  recommended. 
lih  proposal  wo!ild  not  be  ditficult  to 
work  otit  if  it  were  tjiken  in  hand  in  a 
bus ines.s- like  sense.  It  could  be  made 
to  apply  to  diflr'orent  parts  of  the  King- 
dom, or  it  might  l»e  adopted  in  other 
ways.  Everybody  recognised  the  ditter- 
euce  between  Scotch  and  English  lustitu- 
tions  ;  and  if  he  were  told  that  tiy  his 
]>lan  he  was  favouring  disintegration  and 
Home  Rule,  he  should  reply  that  he  was 
takitig  ft  step  in  cpiito  the  opposite  direc- 
tion. In  dealing  with  touchy  people  it 
was  best  to  humour  their  weaknesses. 
They  should  humour  weaknesses  all 
round.  I^et  them  do  so  in  the  case  of 
Scotland,  Scotland  has  a  history — an 
independent  history.  Scotland  had 
anuexeil  England,  and  leaving  done  that 
they  were  constrained  to  take  a  back 
seat.  In  such  circumstances  it  w^as 
necessary  to  be  very  tender  and  delicate 
in  our  relations  with  Scotland,  He  was 
ready  to  recognise  the  steHing  qualfties 
of  Scotehmen,  and  he  carefully  refrained 
from  using  the  word  "  English  "  to  de- 
scribe the  inhabitants  oi  Great  Britain. 
He  did  not  even  use  the  word  '*  British  " 
when  he  wisiied  to  speak  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  If  it 
were  possilile  to  bring  these  discontented 
persons  to  the  conviction  that  there  was 
a  way  of  allowing  them  to  have  **a  little 
fling'"  now  and  then  in  discussing  their 
own  projects,  even  though  tliey  might  not 
be  able  to  control  all  the  results,  much 
would  bo  done  to  nullify  and  destroy  the 
feeling  of  separation  instead  of  developing 
it.  He  had  spoken  of  Scotland  oidy,  but 
he  did  not  shrink  from  proposiug  to  ox- 
tend  the  same  principle  of  Grand  Com- 
mittees to  other  parts  of  the  country,  A 
considerable  part  of  the  argument  he  had 
submitted  to  the  House  was  this — that  if 
the  principle  he  had  sugj^ested  were 
ailopted  and  acted  on,  not  ouiy  each 
nation — ^if  there  were  nations  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  which  he  was  slow  to 
acknowledge — but  each  large  interest, 
might  occasionally  obtain  a  Special 
Grand  Committee  for  the  projects  in 
which  it  was  concerned,  always  sub- 
ject to  the  cardinal,  governing,  and 
itidisponsable  principle  of  the  balance  of  ^ 
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tlie  Committee  correi*i landing  with  tlie 
hftlftii e©  of  t he  Hou&e.  1 1  m i^f h 1 1  >e  saiil — 
"  You  will  loML*  Jill  tlie  ailvantagi^H  we 
Scotch  MemWrB  wiirit  to  secure  for  tlie 
Scotch  Committee  if  this  plan  were 
lulopteiL  After  all,  we  j^hoiild  be  vole<i 
down  on  tiie  Scotch  Coinnjittoeit,  and  we 
j?hotjhl  find  oin'i^elves  ^oijielimes  in  a 
minority — not  in  the  prej*eijt,  but  in  ti 
future  Ptirliaineut."  He  thought  thnt 
thoHC  who  utied  that  sirgumeut  had  not 
realised  the  great  iliffereuce  between 
CommittecH  and  the  Ilo^tse  itnelf*  The 
tljiiig  which  wa8  moHt  gidling  in  the 
procedure  of  the  Ilou^e,  and  the  Bpce- 
tacle  they  had  often  wituei^fted  was  this 
— in  Committee  of  the  whole  House  dis- 
cuss iou  was  largely  carried  on  by  thoHC 
in  teres  tcil,  autl  arguments  were  advimced 
which  told  upon  the  minds  and  convic- 
tions of  tboHC  who  were  onlookers  anil 
more  or  les^is  inipartial.  Often,  if  a  Divi- 
sion were  taken  among  those  prei^eiit 
during  the  discussion,  a  partietilar  pro- 
position would  ho  carried,  though  it  was 
actually  defcateil  i«y  the  votes  of  Mem- 
bers who  tloc-ked  in  when  the  Division 
was  called,  who  were  totally  unacquainted 
with  the  circumstances  uuder  discussion » 
wbo  had  heard  none  of  the  arguments, 
and  wbo  simply  voted  blindly  as  I  hey 
were  told.  In  this  way  not  only  the 
judgment  of  the  particular  persons  and 
localities  interested  was  overndeti,  but 
also  the  jmlgmeot  of  others  who  had 
been  present  in  Committee  and  had 
listened  to  the  arguments.  In  Grand 
Committees  it  was  iiufiossilde  to  have 
this  influx  of  Members  who  tiad  nut 
Ikeard  the  dineussion,  and  conseqtientiy 
Mend>ers  of  a  Grand  Committee  were 
much  more  open  to  couvietion  than  Com- 
mittees of  the  House  itself.  It  constantly 
happened  in  Grand  and  Select  Comuut- 
tees  that  stout  Party  men,  baving  beard 
the  arguments,  came  to  the  conch] sion 
that  there  was  a  good  deal  to  be  said  fur 
the  other  side,  ami  voted  with  those 
whom  they  opposed  In  the  House.  Thus, 
in  the  Welsh  and  Scotcli  Grand  Com- 
mittees constituted  according  to  his  sug- 
gestion, the  proceedings  of  the  Com- 
mittees would  he  largely  controlled  hy 
the  arguments  of  the  Welsh  and  Scotch 
elements  in  them,  although  they  might 
cot  form  a  majority  of  the  Committees* 
He  did  not  think  the  principk  he  recom- 
mended would  lie  difficult  to  carry  out  if 
frankly  adopted.     He  woukl  suggest,  by 

Mr,  Courimy 


way  vd*  illustration,  one  or  two  figures 
for  the  consideration  of  the  House,  He 
could  not  but  feel  impatient  with  the 
levity  and  want  of  consideration  with 
which  this  proposal  of  the  Government 
had  been  put  lie  fore  the  House.  It  was 
a  proposal  which  confessedly  could  only 
be  applied  in  a  haphazard  way,  which 
would  he  iueafuible  of  application  in  all 
Parliaments  and  in  relation  to  all  parts 
of  the  Kingdom,  It  certainly  seemed  ta 
bim  one  of  the  must  thoughtless  and  ill- 
conceivetl  suggestions  ever  submitted  to 
the  House.  It  was  proposed  that  the 
Scotch  Members,  with  15  others,  or  87 
in  all,  should  constitute  a  (trand  Com- 
mittee  ;  hut  how  the  other  16  Mcimhers 
were  to  l>e  selected  did  not  appear  froea 
the  Hesolution.  He  was  surpnsetl  not  to 
have  hc^ard  some  Member  of  t  he  Committee 
of  Selection  ask  the  House  for  some 
guidance  on  the  point.  As  a  general 
nile,  they  received  instructions  tis  to  bow 
to  put  Members  on  Committees.  How 
were  they  Uv  select  the  15  Members  wbo 
were  to  l»u  atlded  ?  That  wa^  another 
iilustrnfion  of  the  crudity  of  the  propoBttI, 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  H7  Members 
were  ti»  he  so  selected  tiial  the  divistOQ 
among  them  eorrcspontled  with  the  divi- 
sion of  Parlies  \t%  the  House,  then,  ^ince 
87  was  aljout  one-eighth  of  the  total 
number  of  Members  in  the  Honse,  ibe 
Government  ought  to  have  on  the  Com- 
mittee a  majority  rather  over  one -eighth 
i>f  I  he  Party  nnijority  in  the  House. 
This  would  give  the  Government  & 
majority  of  tive,  and  the  87  Memljera 
would  I  bus  he  divided  into  46  supporters 
of  the  Government  and  41  Members  of 
the  Opposition,  As  nmny  as  was  desir- 
able of  the  4(i  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment might  be  Scotchmen,  and  all  the 
Scotch  Members  of  the  Opposition  might 
he  included  in  the  4 1  Hepiesentiitivesof  the 
Opposition  on  the  Coraoiittee.  It  might 
also  be  desirable  to  bring  in  Sc^tchmeu 
representing  English  constituencies.  He 
would  suggest  that  the  majority  of 
46  should  ho  composed  of  40  Scotch 
Mend>ers  and  six  Englishmen,  Welsh- 
men,  anrl  Irishuien.  The  minority 
of  41  should  be  composed  of  2^ 
Scotch  Members  and  18  other  oppo- 
nents of  the  Government.  If  they 
gave  the  Government  a  majority  of  live, 
that  would  fairly  correspond  to  the  divi- 
sion of  Parties  in  the  House  itself,  4G 
Members     being    on    the     &ide    of    the 
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Goveniment  and  41  on  the  side  of  the 
OppotsitioTi.  He  had  beett  nrtj:iiing  npnn 
tlie  siiggejstiou  flint  the  mini  her  nf  the 
Committee  should  be  H7,  but  they  rntj^ht 
have  i?ome  other  luimher,  allowinjLr,  pro- 
portioniilly,  a  larger  innnJier  of  Scotch 
Memhcrs.  Thej  might  Jo  the  same 
thiu^  in  regard  to  Enghiod,  not,  of 
course,  by  briiiging  hi  all  the  Eugli^h 
Members^,  Imt  by  linving  an  Engli[^!i 
Graml  Committee  corresponding  with 
tlie  bulance  of  English  opinion  in  the 
HoQsc.     If   the    (Tovernment   conltl  nee 

,  their  way  fo  adopt  nome  suggestion  of 
this  kind  in  their  proposal,  which  wonld 
DO  doubt  be  a  coosideral)le  nlteratiorijiiit 
which  wonld,  he  thonght,  effect  all  the 
advantages  claimed  for  the  firoposal  by 
the  Government,  then  he  thought  they 
would  Vie  introducing  maehinery  which 
would  \k*  capable  of  great  extension  and 

^  at  the  same  time  capable  of  being  used. 
The  vlewH  whieli  he  had  submitted  to 
the  Hon!*e  were  emhoilied  iti  two  Amend- 
ments whieli  stood  on  the  Paper  in  the 
name  of  the  hon,  Meml>er  for  Particle, 
and  which  laid  down  the  proposition 
that  the  compos i lion  of  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee as  a  whole  should  corresjiond  to 
the  eompoi*ition  of  the  Mon.se  as  a  wlnde, 
but,  "Subject  to  that  political  correspond- 
enee  nn<i  to  the  halanec  of  Parties  in 
Grand  Committee  and  in  the  House  as  a 
whole,  the  Committee  of  Selection  shojild 

\  be  instructed  to  introduce  af*  many 
Scotch  Members  as  they  i^oiild  in  thecom- 
po<»ition  of  the  Committee.  That  was  an 
Amendment  which,  he  thought,  deserved 
the  mo>*t  ea refill  consideration. 

•Mr,  speaker  :  That  Amendment 
would  be  out  of  Order. 

Mu.  COURTNEY  :   I  am  very  sorry 

l^to  hear  that  ileclaration.  I  had  heani  a 
rumour  to  the  etfeet,  lnrt  I  was  not  pre- 
pared for  a  distinct  declaration  that  it 
wag  out  of  Order. 

•Mii,  SPEAKER  :  I  will  tell  the 
right  hon.  (Gentleman  why  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  out  of  Order,  T  may  say, 
lirst,  that  the  course  which  the  riglit  Iioik 
Gentleman  has  taken  is  stibjeft  to  some 
inconvenience.  He  is,  of  course,  quite 
within  his  right  in  intervening  before 
the  next  Amentlment  is  called  and 
epeakiug  on  the  Main  Quef*tion,  but  he 
ha^   gone   over   the    whole  subject   and 

!  anticipated  the  discussion  which  wonld 
to  ore  properly  arise  on  several  A  mend - 
tnents  upon  the  Paper.     There  is  on  the 


Paper  an  Amendment  which,  I  think, 
goes  to  the  root  of  the  point  he  is 
raising  and  which  stands  in  the  name 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Whitehaven, 
lint  it  will  not  be  open  to  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  move  an  Amendment  in^  iting  the 
House  to  depart  from  the  decision  taken 
by  the  negativing  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  thus 
detiiding  that  the  whole  of  the  Scotch 
Mem  her  fl  shall  form  part  of  the  Com- 
mittee, It,  is  impossible  to  nentralise 
tiie  |iresence  of  those  Scotch  Members 
on  tlie  Committee,  for  that  would  be 
reversing  the  deci.^hm  to  which  the 
House  has  already  come.  *  There  13, 
however,  an  Amendment  to  the  effect 
that  instead  of  lo  there  should  31  added 
Members  on 'the  Committee  for  the  pur- 
pose of  producing  in  the  Scotidi  Com- 
mittee as  near  a  microcosm  of  the  House 
as  possible  ;  but  beyond  that  it  would  he 
quite  impossible  to  go,  looking  to  the 
principles  which  govern  our  Debates. 

Mh.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  May  I  ask  your 
opinion.  Sir,  upon  an  Amendment  stand- 
ing in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Partick  Division  ?  It  does  not  ex- 
clude any  Scottish  Member  from  the 
Commitlee,  but  contemplates  thearldition 
to  the  Committee  of  such  other  Members 
as  may  make  the  Committee  a  rejection 
of  the  composition  of  the  IloiiJ^e. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  That  is  what  I 
was  saying  just  now,  and  I  thought  that 
Amendment  was  out  of  Order,  I  thought 
that  file  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Whitehaven  was  going  as  near 
the  point  of  Order  as  possible,  though 
still  in  Order  as  altering  the  constitution 
of  the  Committee,  assuming  always  that 
the  Scottisli  Members  are  atlmitted  to 
the  Crminiittee  in  bulk. 

Sui  W\  rrARCOCRT  :  I  hope,  Sir, 
we  may  nuiierstauil  fnim  the  direction 
you  have  so  clearly  laid  down  that  the 
proper  course  nuw  is  that  we  should  go 
on  with  the  Amendments  as  they  stand 
(jn  the  Paper,  and  not  go  intoa  general  dis- 
quisition.    [Cries  o/'"  Order  !  "] 

Mr.  COURTNEY  rose,  hut^ • 

Sir  W.  IIARCOURT  (refusing  to 
give  way)  continued  ;  I  am  in  possession 
of  the  ^House.  [Cries  of  **  No,'*  and 
**  Order  !  "]  I  am  speaking  to  Ortlcn 
and  I  am  submitting  that  the  speech  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Rodmin  is  entirely  out  of  Order.  He  is 
going  back,  [Cries  o/** Order  !  "]    I  am 
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going  to  take  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Speaker 
whether  or  not,  in  your  opinion,  Sir,  it 
irould  be  regular  that  we  should  now  go 
into  a  general  discussion  of  the  whole 
subject  which  was  under  discussion  upon 
the  Amendment  of  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  ?  I  understood  yon.  Sir,  to 
lay  down  that  that  was  not  a  regular  or 
convenient  course,  and  that  the  proper 
course  to  take  was  to  proceed  with  the 
Amendments  as  they  stand  on  the  Paper. 
[^Opposition  cries  of  "  Order  !  "]  I  have 
a  perfect  right  to  submit  that. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  rise  to 
Order,  Sir.  I  beg  to  ask  you  whether 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  is  in  Order 
when,  under  the  pretext  of  putting  a 
question  to  you,  he  declares  his  opinion 
of  the  Order  and  convenience  of  this 
House  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  beg,  Sir 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  ! 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  l>eg.  Sir,  to 
remonstrate  in  the  interests  of  good 
manners  in  the  House. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  I  hope  that  I  maybe 
able  to  allay  any  heat  and  prevent  any 
collision  between  gentlemen  in  this  House. 
I  did  not  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bodmin  was  out  of 
Order.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
almost  the  last  person  in  the  House  who 
is  likely  to  be  out  of  Order.  I  only  men- 
tioned that  I  thought  the  course  he  was 
pm'suiug  would  be  inconvenient,  for  this 
reason — that  after  all  the  Amendments 
are  disposed  of  it  would  be  perfectly 
competent  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  take  a  general  survey  of  the  situation 
and  re-open  discussion  on  the  Main  Ques- 
tion. But  if  instead  of  that,  which  he  is 
entitled  to  do,  he  raises  a  discussion  now 
upon  the  general  question  before  I  call 
the  next  Amendment  in  Order — namely, 
that  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
West  Edinburgh — I  think  the  House 
would  not  be  inclined  to  listen  to  another 
general  Debate  after  all  the  Amendments 
are  disposed  of. 

Mr.  COURTNEY;  said,  that  in  what 
he  had  done  he  had  acted  only  with  a 
desire  to  facilitate  the  progress  of  busi- 
ness. [Cries  of  "No!"]  Some  hon. 
Members  said  "  No,"  which  was  rather 
an  improper  observation  to  make.  Ho 
had  submitted  considerations  which  had 
not  been  submitted  to  the  House  before, 
and  which  he  thought  might  have  been 
of  some  assistance  in  the  further  develop- 

Sir  fV,  Harcourt 


ment  of  this  problem.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  did  not  hear  the  whole 
of  his  speech.  He  was  fetched  in  appa- 
rently because  an  inconvenient  argument 
was  being  submitted.  He  was  told  that 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend, 
which  embodied  the  principles  he  had 
laid  down,  was  out  of  Order,  but  he 
hoped  that  what  he  had  said  had  not 
been  altogether  unfruitful,  and  might 
have  some  influence  upon  the  subsequent 
development  of  the  Debate. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (Loudon  Univer- 
sity)  :  May  I  ask,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  my 
Amendment  out  of  Order  ? 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  Yes.  The  next 
Amendment  in  Order  is,  as  I  have  said, 
that  which  stands  in  the  name  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Edinburgh. 

•Viscount  WOLMER  (Edinburgh, 
W.)  rose  to  move,  in  line  4,  after  the 
word  "  Bills,"  to  insert — 

'^  relating  to  Law  and  Courts  of  Justice  and 
Legal  Procedure,  and  to  Trade,  Shipping,  and 
Manufactures,  and/* 

These  subjects  were  the  subjects  dealt 
with  by  the  present  Grand  Committees, 
but  if  it  met  with  the  approval  of  the 
House,  he  was  prepared  to  add  "  agri- 
culture and  fishing."  They  had  en- 
deavoured, in  the  course  of  these 
discussions,  to  ascertain  what  the  real 
intentions  of  the  Government  were  as  to 
the  use  they  would  make  of  the  Grand 
Committee  after  it  was  appointed.  Did 
the  Government  intend  to  use  the  Com- 
mittee merely  for  the  development  and 
progress  of  reasonably  uncontested  busi* 
ness,  or  did  they  mean  to  use  it  as  an 
instrument  for  forcing  through  the  House 
Party  measures  which,  without  the  Com- 
mittee, they  would  not  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  seeing  passed  into  law? 
The  speeches  of  the  supporters  of  the 
Resolution  showed  that  the  Government 
had  not  made  up  their  minds  on  this 
point.  Running  through  the  speeches  of 
Ministers  and  their  supporters,  there  was 
the  individual  idea  of  e:ich  speaker  as  to 
what,  in  his  particularopinion,  was  the  best 
use  to  make  of  this  Grand  Committee. 
It  was  plain  that  the  Government  had 
not  made  up  their  minds  what  they  would 
do  when  the  Committee  was  formed.. 
Even  Ministers  contradicted  each  other, 
and  the  Minister  in  charge  of  the 
Resolution  contradicted  himself.  At  the 
beginning  of  his  introductory  speech,  the 
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^S^cretiury  for    Hcotlaiitl   laitl  tlown    this 
)ro  position — 

*'  We  Jo  not  regaril  this  as  a  partisan  measure, 

bttt  as  a  practical  atj«l  bueiuesa-like  rneAstire  for 

ettiiig  more  time  for   the    basitiess    of    tla- 

lev  on   iu  his  j^peecli  the   right   hoiK 
Gentlemau  picttireti  this  uh  the  paradise 
f  the  Scott is^h  Member??,  every  Bill,  not 
uly  ever  J   Government    Bill,  but   every 
'ill  brought  in  by  the  Scottisii   private 
emVjers,    was  to  go  before    the  Com- 
mittee, and   even    if    Scottii^h    Members 
i»ed  a  Res^olntiojion  h  P^iday  evening, 
the  Governmeut  wa8  to  em. body   it  in   a 
Bill  aud  pa88  it  by  means  of   the  Grand 
''ommittee.       Herein     t!ie     right    lion. 
etitletnao    flatly    eoutradieted    himself. 
gaiD^    the    right    Gentleman\s    speech 
as  totally  iucoDtiistent  with  tho  speech 
f    the  Solicitor    Genenil   for    Scotland 
nd  with  the  speech  of  the  vSticretary  for 
"ar*     The  right  hou.  Gentleman  pointed 
Ut  that  the  vaUie  of  this  reform  would 
that  it  would  relieve  the  Government 
I  the  whole  of  Scotch  busineHf*  ;   hut  tbe 
ecretary   for  War  said  that   the   Lociil 
verumeut  Bill  would   lie  the  oidy  Bill 
t  the   Grand    Committee  could    deal 
ith    this^    Session,    becautte    that     Bill 
neigted   of  uo  fewer  than   70  clauj-cs, 
and  would  consequently  occupy  all  the 
4iuie  of  the  Grand  Committee,     Then  the 
Tgunient  of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
lat  this  reform  would  form  part  of  Purl ia- 
entary    procedure    for    all    time,    wa^ 
answered   l»y  the  Solicitor   General    for 
Scotland,  who  said  thiit  it  would  only  he 
Sesflioual  Order.     There  had  l>een  the 
,me    iucouiiisteucy    in  the  speeches    of 
atlier  supporters  of  the  Resohitiou,  and 
it  was  plain  that  they  had  not   made   up 
■heir  minds  as  to  wduit  it  was  they  wanted 
W  as  to  what  would  Ix^  the  work  done  by 
tlie  Committee.     Anyone  who  luid  iteard 
e  able  speech  of  the  hon.   Member  for 
berdeen  could  not  deny  that  the  general 
ist  of  thecontentiou  of  the  hon.  Member 
aa  that  the  measures  sent  to  the  Grantl 
omniittee  would  he  non-contetitious, 
•Mjt.    HUISTER    (Aberdeen,     ^\)  :  I 
id    such  BilU  aa  the  late  Governmenf 
nt  to    Scotch    Committeeg.     The    late 
oTernment   not   only   eetit   to     Scotch 
ommitteee  uon-contentious  Bills  but  at 
t    one    Bill— the    Private  Bill  Fro- 
oediire  Bill — which    was  8o  contentious 
that  when  it  came  back  to  this  House  it 
was  defeated. 


Vjsscount  WOLMER  said,  it  was  true 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  did  not  pledge 
himself  that  uo  content ious  measures 
would  be  sent  ;  but  he  contended  that, 
as  a  rnle,  uon -contentions  Bills  would  be 
sent  to  the  Grand  Committee.  Bta  the 
Secretary  for  War  took  an  entirely 
different  view.  The  right  hon.  GentU 
man  said  that  such  Bills  as  the  Loeal 
Veto  Bill  wonld  be  sent  to  the  Committee. 
Whatever  might  he  the  merits  or 
demerits  of  that  Bill  nobody  w^ould  say 
that  it  was  a  non-contentious  measure. 
He  would  also  point  out  that  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Scotland  said  it  wa» 
absolutely  necessary  to  have  such  a 
Grand  Committee,  tiot  l^ecause  n  on -con- 
tentious Bills  might  be  passed,  but 
because   it  was    impossible  to  familiarise 


English  minds  with  Scotch  matters 


He 


shoidd  say  that  he  thought  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  was  guilty  of  an  act  of 
extraortlinary  presumption  in  making 
such  a  statement.  Why,  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  given  vote  after  vote, 
during  the  consideration  of  the  Parish 
Councils  Bill,  on  details  of  English  rural 
life  alx>ufc  which  he  knew  absolutely 
nothing.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Memljer 
for  Dnmfries,  alhiding  to  the  proposal  of 
the  Governmetit  as  jdteruative  to  Scottish 
Home  Rule,  said  if  the  Committee  was 
granted  they  might  carry  through  Bills 
relating  to  the  land,  liqnor,  the  Church, 
and  registration.  He  defied  anyone  to 
(ind  four  more  controversial  topics  thau 
these.  Again,  one  of  hisfow  u  colleagues, 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Edinburgh, 
declared  that  the  Bills  to  be  seut  to  the 
Grand  Committee  wonld  be  non-con- 
tentious. But  of  all  the  remarkable 
utterances  on  this  Resolution  that  which 
most  deserved  attention  was  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  College 
Division  of  Glasgo%v,  On  the  othof  April 
tlie  hon  Member  said  that  such  a  scheme 
as  that  proposed  l»y  the  Government 
would  he  unworkable  when  a  Conserva- 
tive Government  was  in  power,  and  that 
no  one  would  tliink  of  asking  for  such  a 
Committee  imder  tliose  circumstances. 
Would  the  llonse  believe  that  the  hon. 
Moml>cr  himself  voted  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  such  a  Committee  under 
the  late  Conservative  Government 
when  a  Resolulion  in  favour  of  it 
was  moved  bv  the  late  Sir  George 
Campbell  in  March,  1888.  In  fact, 
not  one  of  the  supporters  of  the  Resolution 
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had  made  up  hh  mind  aB  to  what  kind  of 
Bills  should  bo  5*ent  to  the  Grated  Com- 
mittee. The  Ameudment  which  lie  now 
moved  was  intended  distinctly  to  deJine 
that  the  work  done  by  the  Committee 
wa.s  to  be  non -contentions.  He  had 
taken  the  words  from  the  Stuudiug 
Order,  l>ut  it  woulJ  He  necessary  to  atid 
"agriculture  and  fishing,"  which  "were 
inaertcd  iu  the  StauJing  Order  some 
years  after  it  was  first  formnlatetl.  He 
asked  the  House  to  accept  tlie  Amend- 
ment for  two  main  reaaons.  Uide^B 
some  Auch  Amendment  were  accepted  an 
unfair  advantage  woiiltl  he  given  to  tlie 
majority  of  Scottish  Members  over  the 
majority  of  Eiiglis^h  iiml  Irish  Members, 
and  the  Govern  men  t  woiihl  have  an  un- 
fair advantage  in  having  a  trihiinat  to 
which  they  coulil  8cnd  their  partisau 
measures,  and  where  they  would  com- 
ma ml  a  majority  to  which  they  were  not 
entitled  by  the  cojupositioii  of  the  House, 
There  was  only  one  argument  which  the 
Government  could  advance  against  his 
proposal  It  was  that  by  the  terms  of  hi^^ 
Amendment  the  Scottish  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill  could  not  he  referred  to  such 
a  Committee.  If  the  Government  in- 
tended to  meet  the  suggestion  of  the 
Oppoaitton  they  could  alter  the  words  of 
the  Atiiendmeiit  so  tis  to  include  that 
Bill,  but  it  did  not  become  a  Government 
whose  Leader  had  boasted  that  he  had 
passed  a  Parish  Councils  Bill  for  Eng- 
l&od  by  the  votes  of  Irish  and  Scottish 
Members  to  put  forward  an  identical  Bill 
for  Scotland  as  the  best  test  of  legislation 
to  he  referred  to  the  projjosed  Grand 
ComQiittee,  He  had  the  high  authority 
of  the  bite  Prime  Minister  for  saying 
that  no  contentious  measures  should  be 
referred  to  those  Grand  Comintttees,  He 
contended  that  the  utterances  of  the 
right  lion.  Geutlemau  the  Memlier  for 
Midlothian  upon  the  subject  proved  con- 
elusive  ly  that  it  was  never  intended!  that 
these  Staudiug  Committees  should  deal 
with  matters  other  than  those  of  a  non- 
controversial  character.  He  could  oiily 
conceive  of  one  argument  that  would 
weigh  in  favour  of  a  Graod  Committee 
to  which  Party  moaSDres  could  l>o  re- 
ferred — that  was  what  the  hon.  Member 
for  Aberdeen  had  called  the  incul>ys  of 
an  English  majority.  He  thought  the 
lion.  Gentleman  described  it  as  the 
"  thraldom  *'  under  which  Scotland 
suffered.  If  hon.  Members  for  Scotland 
Vtscount  Wolmer 
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really  thought  that  Scotland  was 
disabilities,  not  only  with  regard  to  non^ 
contentious  but  to  contentious  business 
also,  such  as  were  not  imposed  upon 
England,  he  could  quite  understand  their 
desire  for  a  Grand  Committee  of  the  wide 
scoj^ve  proposed.  But  their  grievance  was 
purely  imaginary.  He  was  strictly  accu- 
rate in  saying  that  never  was  there  a  view 
so  entirely  unfounded  in  h  istorical  f act  aa 
that  Scotland  suffered  under  special  dis- 
abilities that  England  did  not  suffer 
under,  and  that,  therefore,  a  special 
remedy  was  required  in  her  case.  Be- 
tween" the  Reform  Bills  of  1832  and 
1885  only  three  times  was  a  Conserva- 
tive Government  in  power.  Ahiiost  all 
the  rest  of  that  time,  during  which  the 
whole  political  and  social  structure  of 
England  was  transformed,  there  was 
either  an  actual  Conservative  majority  id 
England,  or  there  was  a  Liberal  majority 
so  small  that  if  left  to  itself  the  legis- 
lation would  have  been  of  an  entirely 
different  character,  while  owing  to  Scotch 
and  Irish  votes  a  Liberal  Government 
was  in  power  in  entire  sympathy  with 
8cot<!b  aspirations ;  and  all  tliat  time 
England  had  been  coerced  into  legisla- 
tion by  Scotch  and  Irish  and  Welsh 
votes.  The  supposed  grievance  of  lion» 
Members  for  Scotland,  therefore^  was  a 
mere  figment  of  their  iinagi nation,  aod 
he  appealed  to  the  House  to  consider  hu) 
Amendment,  and  to  see  whether  the 
real  solution  of  the  problem  put  before 
them  was  not  that  this  Committee  should 
be  entrusted  with  only  uon-contentious 
measures.     He  moved  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  4,  after 
the  wonl  **  Bills,''  to  insert  the  worda — 

*'  Kclating  to  Law  and  Courts  of  Justice  and 
Legal  rrwfiiure.  and  to  Tnw!e,  Shipping. 
Manufactures,  A^jriculture,  and   Fishin^^  amL" 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 

be  there  inserted." 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER     (Sir      W.       Hakcoubt, 

Derby)  :  The  noble  Lord  has  made  a 
very  rea^sonable  speech  in  «upport  of 
his  Ameudmeiit,  and  he  has  demanded 
what  is  the  view  of  the  GovernmeDt 
with  reference  to  the  questions  which 
should  occupy  a  Committee  of  this 
chamcter.  That  is  a  very  proper  ques- 
tion if  he  is  willing  to  accept  an  answer* 
The    Governmont    have    tried     several 
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ties  to  give  an  auiiwer  to  it*  Tlie 
iioble  Lord  said  this  was  a  case  of  pull 
^©vil,  pull  baker.  1  do  not  know  whe- 
W,  in  adding  my  mite,  I  aball  be 
inked  witb  the  devil  or  tbe  baker,  but 
1  ahaU  endeavour  to  j^tate  what  my  view 
the  tjuestiou  is.  Non\  in  the  di:^- 
itnaion  whieli  has  gone  bj%  I  do  not  know 
Jiat  there  is  any  great  difference  of 
opinion  on  the  subject.  Some  gentle- 
Ben,  DO  doubt,  seem  to  suggeat  that  it  is 
aiended  to  make  a  great  Constitutional 
change  which  will  alter  the  whole 
Forma  of  the  House  of  Commons 
and     tbe     conduct      of     business,     and 

Iaateriallj  change  the  constitution  of  Par- 
bmeat.  I  have  no  doubt  tbev  ?^incerely 
iBlieve  that  view.  We  have  always 
kated  that  that  was  not  our  view  at  all, 
t  was  not  on  that  ground  that  we  made 
this  proposal,  and  we  have  never  contem- 
plated any  such  change  of  the  sort.  No 
good  can  proceed  from  carrying  on  cotm- 
ter-assertions  of  that  character.  Those 
who  believe  we  propose  a  great  Const itu- 
ual  change  will  remain  of  the  .same 
ioiou  still,  and  those  who  say  that  we 
merely  aim  at  relieving  the  House  of  a 
great  deal  of  business  willi,lso  retain  their 
opiuion  and  declare  that  that  ia  our  object. 
It  is  our  object ;  and  when  the  noble 
Lord  asks  mo  a«  to  great  Party  questions 
— Land  Acts,  Church  Disestablishment, 
and  questions  of  that  kind,  which  I  may 
call  of  a  high  political  and  controversial 
character — whether  they  are  proper  sub- 
jects for  a  Committee  of  this  character,  I 
do  not  know  if  he  will  accept  any  stute- 
meut  of  mine  ;  but  1  have  to  toll  hhn  that 
that  is  not  the  object  of  a  Committee  of 
*  is  character.  The  noble  Lord  speaks 
non-coatroversial  questions.  In  these 
ys  it  is  very  difficult  to  say  that  any 
liestion  is  a  non -controversial  one*  I 
not  know  that  the  Scotch  are  less  dis- 
ced to  controversy  than  other  people. 
When  I  practised  at  the  Parliamentary 
"^  r  a  Scotch  Bill  always  meant  a  good 
ht,  for  I  was  told  they  never  compro- 
mised on  any  terms.  I  consider  there  are 
few  Scotch  questions  which  cannot  be 
called  controversial,  and,  therefore,  I 
isannot  quite  understand  tlie  uoble  Lord's 
"  HnttioQ  of  '*uon'ControversiaK*'  Thel*e 
e  questions  which  are  non-controversial 
in  a  different  sense,  and  I  think  the 
Local  Goverameut  Bill  is  a  good  illus- 
tratioD,  Again,  I  do  not  think  that  the 
()Q6alioQ  of  education  is  controversial  in 
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Scotland  iu  the  sense  io  which  it  is  con- 
troversial in  England,  and  barring  the 
question  of  Disestablishment  tbereligioua 
question  is  not  controversial  in  Scotland 
as  It  is  in  this  country.  It  should  be 
remembered  that  a  groat  deal  of  tbe  time 
of  the  Committee  would  be  occupied  with 
details  of  which  the  Scotch  Members 
are  hy  far  the  best  judges,  and  which,  if 
discussed  in  this  House,  would  not  only 
waste  a  great  deal  of  our  time, 
but,  I  fear,  exhaust  our  patience.  If 
you  can  refer  a  Bill  of  this  kind  to  a 
Committee  where  there  is  a  predomiuaiit 
Scotch  elemeut,  I  do  not  see  what  barm 
you  do  to  the  Constitution  of  Parliament 
or  what  you  can  do  l>etter.  We  have 
eudeavoured  to  set  up  the  best  possible 
tribunal.  There  is  no  man  more  averse 
than  I  am  to  breaking  up  the  tuiity  of 
Parliament  iu  dealing  with  great  ques- 
tions ritiFectiujtj  every  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  1  have  no  disposition  to — and 
I  never  would  be  a  party  to — the  breaking 
lip  of  the  control  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons as  a  whole  over  great  ft^i^^^^*^^^ 
which  interest  the  whole  country.  To 
uae  any  instrument  of  this  kind  merely 
for  tbe  purpose  of  securing  the  predomi- 
nance of  a  Party  majority  would  be,  in 
my  opinion,  an  abuse  altogether  of  a  pro- 
vision which  is  intended  to  relieve  the 
House  of  Commons  f  roin  a  burden,  and  to 
relieve  it  in  a  manner  which  may  Ije 
satisfactory  t(j  those  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom  to  which  these  measures  more 
particularly  apply,  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther I  have  succeeded  iu  explainfng  my 
views  on  this  subject.  This  proposal 
does  not  involve  any  Coustitotioual 
change.  It  will  he  essentially  an  eipori- 
meutal  plan.  If  it  succeeds,  well  and 
good  ;  if  it  fails,  no  serious  harm  w*ill  be 
done.  I  am  free  to  admit  that  the  main 
ohject  of  the  Government  is  to  refer  to 
this  C^immittee  tbe  Scotch  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill,  which,  if  considered  in  the 
House,  owing  to  the  great  number  of  de- 
tails that  would  require  careful  attention, 
would  occupy  an  unconscionable  part 
of  the  time  of  the  Session,  The 
authority  of  the  House  can  be  ex- 
ercised on  Report,  and  we  shall  escape 
the  discussion  of  extremely  numerous 
details  on  the  floor  of  tbe  House.  There 
are  also  many  Bills  in  the  same  cate- 
gory, not  being  high  Party  and  politi- 
cal measures,  in  which  the  Connmittee 
would  be  most  usefully  employed,    I  have 
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hetirtl  the  rigbt  hoo.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Midlothian  quoted  as  au  ftuthority 
agaiiiiit  this  proposal.  But  it  is  oot  fair 
to  quote  my  rigiit  hon,  Frieml  as  being 
oppoaed  to  thh  project,  1  liave  no  doubt 
lie  would  be  opposetl  to  the  proposal,  if  he 
Ijelieved  that  it  involved  a  change  in 
the  Constitutional  practice  of  Imperial 
Parliament.  In  recent  times  my 
right  hon.  Frieml  has  expressed  dis- 
tiuct  opinioDH  in  favour  of  n  proposal 
of  this  character — notably  to  a  deputa- 
tion of  the  Scotch  Members,  I  can 
assure  tlie  House  that  the  Govern- 
ment do  not  entertain  the  sinister  objecta 
attached  to  rbo  proposals  by  hou.  Mem- 
bers opposite,  I  believe  the  Committee 
could  be  largely  used  in  the  con  sic]  era!  ion 
of  measures  of  what  I  may  call  a  hylirid 
character  —  not  absolutely  nou-cou- 
trovert^ial  measuret**  but  measiures  which 
are  not  of  a  Iiigh  political  character.  I 
hope  now  rhat  I  have  answered  the 
question  of  liie  noble  Lord  he  will  not 
l>elieve  that  we  are  actuated  by  sinister 
motives.  These  are  not  the  objects  we 
have  endeavoured  to  obtain,  aud  I  am 
sure  we  should  not  have  been  supported 
by  the  majority  which  voted  for  us  the 
other  night  upon  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  if  the  House  had  believed 
we  entertained  any  such  ideas.  I  regard 
that  vote  as  maintaining  the  position  of 
the  Government  as  againpt  the  position 
of  the  Up]  position.  The  Opposition 
I>elievo  tlnit  ibis  proposal  involves  a  great 
Constitutional  change^  while  the  majority 
of  the  House  affirm  the  view  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  it  is  an  expedient  brought 
forward  for  the  purpose  of  facilitating 
the  business  of  tlio  House,  irhat  is  the 
view  which  I  hope  the  Hous^  will  take 
to-day,  anil  I  trust  that,  in  ilje  circum- 
stances, we  may  at  least  be  allowe^^  to  try 
the  experiment  under  the  Session ar^rder 
proposed,  \ 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAm  (BirmiV- 
ham,  W,)  :  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer paid  a  compliment  to  the  noble 
Lord  for  the  mmleration  of  his  speech, 
and  acknowledged  the  reasonaldeness  of 
the  request  which  be  made  for  the  views 
of  the  Government  upon  this  subject,  I 
am  bound  to  admit  that  the  answer  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
given  us  is  a  much  clearer  statement 
than  any  we  have  bad  before  iu  any 
of  the  speeches  which  have  been  made 

Sir  /^»  Harcourt 


in  the  House  on  the  matter.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  however,  com- 
plains that  it  is  of  Yery  little  use  for  the 
Government  to  say  anything  on  the  sub- 
ject, because  even  after  they  have  stated 
their  views  we  shall  remain  dissatisfied, 
and  appear  to  think  that  we  have  not  got 
at  the  bottom  of  the  matter.  But  surely 
the  Chancel ior  of  the  Exchequer  knows, 
or  would  have  known  if  be  had  been  in 
the  House,  that  the  whole  difficulty  has 
arisen  because  the  Government  have  not 
always  stated  their  case  in  the  same  way 
as  the  right  hon.  Geutleman  has  JQSt 
stated  it  to  us  now.  The  Cliancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  not  in  the  House  on 
the  evenitig  wheii  the  matter  was  first 
openetl  by  the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  1 
wonder,  as  the  right  hon,  Gentleraau  did 
not  hear  that  S]»eecii  delivered,  whether 
he  has  since  thought  it  worth  while  to 
read  the  report  of  it  ?  The  right  hon* 
Gentleman  bud  the  greatest  possible 
stress  upon  the  advantages  which  this 
Committee  would  aflbrd  in  dealing  wnth 
all  sorts  of  questions.  The  Secretary  for 
Scotland  in  Ins  speech  did  not  coufiiio 
himself  to  matters  that  could  by  any 
possibility  be  called  non-controversial. 
There  was  one  part  of  his  speech  In 
which  he  appealed  to  private  Members 
below  the  Gangway,  and  said  that  if  they 
had  this  Committee  set  up  it  would  be  a 
means  by  which  every  kind  of  Bill  could 
be  brought  to  a  completion,  and  he  went 
beyond  that,  because  he  said  that  when  a 
Resohition  was  passetl  in  the  House  it 
would  be  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
briug  in  a  Bill  giving  eflect  to  it,  and  to 
send,  with  as  little  delay  as  possible,  that 
Bill  into  Committee.  That  was  absolutely 
the  reverse  of  what  has  just  been  stated 
Viy  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to- 
night. 

SiH  W.  HAKCOUBT;  Surely  the 
right  hon.  Member  has  misunderstood 
me.  Private  Members  may  very  possibly 
introduce  Bills  I  hat  are  non-controversial 
or  only  partially  controversial.  If  au 
hon.  Member  introduced  a  Bill  of  a 
highly  controversial  or  political  character 

\t  would  not  be  seut  to  the  Committee. 
\Mk.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  That  in 
a  \  gloss  "  given  by  the  Clniueellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  tlie  speech  of  the  Secretary 
for  J^otland  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle^ 
mau  ^d  not  hejir.  That  would  lie  very 
well  ifvit  had  been  what  the  Secretary 
for  Be#land  said.     In   fact,  it  was  not 
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wbat  tlie  SecreUirj  for  Scothiud  ilid  my 
when  iotrodociiig  tfie  Motion.  Wlmi  he 
said  was  iu  effect  this — *'  There  you  will 
have  a  gpecial  body  constituted  to  facili- 
tate the  traa^actioii  of  special  biisiDejJii*, 
wbich  he  veutured  to  rfay  would  iq  live 
years  pai*s  all  those  privale  Scotch  Bilh 
which  were  best  worth  passiug,  Wi*lb 
would  the  ChaiicelJor  of  the  Excbe<:[uer 
get  lip  and  suy  in  tlie  face  of  the  8cotch 
Members^  in  the  House  that  the  Scotch 
Bills  that  were  he^t  worth  pansiog  were 
those  %vhich  were  absolutely  non-con- 
tcutioua  ?  The  \vhole  s[jeech  of  the 
Secretary  for  Hcotlaud  wa^  intended  to 
refer  to  the  liesohition  hrougbt  forward 
by  a  Scotch  Member  the  next  night,  and 
carried  with  the  consent  and  vote  of  rlie 
Party*  I  aui  t)erfectly  remly  to  recognise 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
is  a  superior  authority  to  that  of  the 
Secretary  for  Scoilund.  Nor  will  1  pre- 
sume to  i|iiCi*tion  the  statements  now 
made  by  hiiu.  They  arts  authoritative* 
He  has  thrown  over  the  unfortunate 
Secretary  for  Scotland.  But,  never  miod, 
he  18  used  to  that.  I  will  take  the  state- 
ment of  the  Chancellor  of  theExcherjner 
as  the  authoritative  declamtioD  of  the 
intention  of  tlie  Govennuent.  What  does 
he  gay  ?  The  Chaucellor  of  the  Exehe- 
qtier,  in  effect,  says  that  so  far  as  we  are 
coijcerned  we  mean  thai  thir^  Committee 
tthall  deal  onlv  with  non-controversial 
BilU, 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  No  ;  I  did 
not  say  that 

Mr'  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Perhaps 
the  right  hoii.  Gentleman  will  allinv  me 
to  fioish  my  sentence.  I  uuderi«tood  the 
ChADcellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  say  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  that  it  was 
their  iuteotion  that  thif  Committee  should 
be  iiiieilotdy  for  non-coTitentioiu^  Bill**  and 
iioD-Party  measures  ;  hut  he  wciit  on  to 
say  that  iu  his  opinion  it  would  be  a  very 
difficult  thing  at  times  to  define  aecurHtely 
what  was  a  non-coutroversial  matter. 
Perhaps,  however,  I  have  misrepresented 
the  gtatenient  of  the  right  hon.  Geutle- 
mau. 

Sir  VV.  HARCOURT:  1  uever  said 
that  what  I  intended  \s\v^  that  noti-con- 
troversial  measures  only  should  l»e  referred 
to  the  Committee,  What  I  did  say  was 
that  the  Committee  would  not  deal  with 
great  Party  political  qnestions  like  the 
Disestaldishment  of  the  Church  or  Home 
Btile  for  Scotland.  It  in  unfair  to  siippr/se 
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that  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  meant 
that  the  Committee  should  deal  with 
matters  of  that  kind. 

Mu.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  thiiik 
the  House,  after  that  statement,  wi" 
agree  with  me  that  it  is  absolutely  ue 
sary  for  us  to  ask  for  some  deiinitiou 
the  kind  of  measures  that  are  to  be  re- 
ferred to  this  Committee,  Because  wha| 
is  the  8tate  of  the  case  ?  In  answer  tc 
my  noble  Friend,  who  had  given  ua  as 
illustrations  of  com  rovers  lal  measurei* 
Bills  relating  to  liquor,  laud.  Church,  and 
registration,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer says,  ^*  Certainly  not ;  we  dou't 
intend  to  send  Bills  of  that  kind  to  the 
Coniniittee,"  Therefore,  these  Bills,  in 
the  opinian  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, come  within  the  range  of  con- 
troversial Bills  which  are  not  to  be 
referred  to  the  Committee.  But  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  distinctly  in- 
cluded litjuor  as  one  of  the  subjects  that 
should  be  referred  to  the  Conimittee.  1 
fear,  however,  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchetiner  was  not  iu  the  House  when 
that  statement  was  made  by  his  col- 
league. 

SiK  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  cou- 
stanlly  being  reproached  for  not  having 
been  preseni  iu  the  House  on  certain 
occasions.  I  hope  the  House  will  accept 
my  excuse  that  my  absence  has  been 
Id  consequence  of  the  great  physical 
labour  that  has  recently  been  thrown 
upon  me.  I  have  done  my  best  services 
ill  the  House,  and  if  the  House  is  not 
satistied  it  is  because  I  am  not  equal 
either  physically  or  iutellectually  to  the 
great  strain  I  have  had  lately  to  undergo. 
I  therefore  ask  to  be  no  longer  subjected 
to  tins  kin<l  of  reproach. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  at  once 
say  that  I  recognise  the  force  of  that 
explttuatiou,  and  I  will  not  refer  to  the 
matter  again  ;  but  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  took  up  the 
statement  of  my  noble  Frteiid  who  had 
given  these  four  subjects  as  illustrations 
of  coytroversial  subjects,  and  they  were 
the  laud,  registration,  the  liquor,  and  the 
Church  :  and  io  answer  to  that  theCliau- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  that  the 
subjects  referred  to  by  my  noble  Friend 
were  non-con  trover  stab 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  ;  I  did  not.  I 
referred  to  two  subjects,  but  I  did  not 
refer   to   liquor  and   to   registration.     I 
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must  beg  that  if  I  am  to  be  quoted  I 
should,  at  least,  be  quoted  accurately. 

Mr.  J.  chamberlain  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  perfectly  correct  in 
saying  that  he  referred  to  two  subjects 
definitely  and  by  name  ;  but  I  say  that  I 
am  in  the  recollection  of  the  House 
when  I  again  repeat,  in  reply  to  my 
noble  Friend,  he  said  the  subjects  to 
which  my  noble  Friend  referred  were  not 
subjects  within  the  scope  of  controversial 
matter. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  That  is  not  so. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  I  am 
afraid,  then,  that  4he  recollection  of  one  of 
us  is  in  error,  and  we  can  only  check  the 
accuracy  of  the  statement  by  a  reference 
to  Hansard  when  the  report  is  published. 
I  am  satisfied  whichever  way  it  is.  I 
only  want  to  get  at  the  facts  ;  and  now  I 
am  to  take  it  that  liquor  is  to  be  included. 
Very  well,  does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man mean  the  House  to  understand  that 
such  a  subject  as  the  dealing  with  the 
trafRc  in  intoxicating  liquors  is  not  a 
great  Party  and  political  question  as 
well  as  the  revenue  also  ?  Does  he  mean 
to  say  that  a  question  of  that  kind  is  to 
be  treated  as  a  non-controversial  or,  at 
all  events,  not  an  important  Party  ques- 
tion which  may  be  safely  committed  to  a 
Committee  which  has  previously  been 
packed  in  the  interests  of  the  Govern- 
ment ?  I  say  that  is  a  monstrous  pro- 
position. There  are  two  other  subjects 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  describes 
as  being  non-controversial  and  suitable 
for  reference  to  this  Committee.  One  is 
local  government,  and  he  says  that  in 
Scotland  local  government  is  not  in  the 
Beu^Q  in  which  we  have  been  using  the 
word  a  contentious  or  a  controversial 
subject.  I  cannot  dispute  that  statement 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ; 
and,  if  it  be  true,  I  should  say  by  all 
means  include  local  government  as  one  of 
the  questions  which  you  may  properly 
refer  to  the  Committee  and  add  to  the 
list  of  subjects  whi(;h  has  been  already 
su«jgested  by  my  noble  Friend.  But  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  takes  the 
question  of  education,  and  he  says  that 
the  question  of  education  is  not  contro- 
versial in  Scotland. 

Mr.  BEITH  (Inverness,  &c.)  :  Hear, 
hear  I 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  see  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Inverness 
confirms  that  statement.     Let  me  say  to 
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him,  does  he  not  consider  that  the  demand 
for  denominational  education  by  the 
Roman  Catholics  in  Scotland  is  a  highly 
contentious  subject  ? 

Mr.  BEITH  :  No. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  should 
like  to  ask  a  Roman  Catholic  what  he 
thought.  I  confess  I  do  not  know  in 
England  of  any  subject  which  is  more 
hotly  contested  than  those  questions 
concerning  education  which  arise  out  of 
different  religious  opinions  of  Protestants 
on  the  one  hand  and  Roman  Catholics  on 
the  other. 

Mr.  BEITH  :  We  never  hear  of  that 
in  Scotland. 

Mr.   J.   CHAMBERLAIN  :    I   can 
only  say  that  strangers  who  go  to  Scot- 
land hear  a  good  deal  of  it.     Now  what 
have  we  got  ?     The  three  questions  of 
liquor,  local  government,  and  education, 
of  which  I  venture  to  say  two,  at  any 
rate,    are    highly    contentious,   and  the 
matter  is  left  in  such  doubt  that  I  defy 
anyone  to  say  whether  any  other  subject 
you  can  take,  except  the  two  specially 
excluded  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer,  might   not   equally  on   similar 
arguments  be  referred  to  this  Committee. 
When  the  question  of  Grand  Committees 
was  first  brought  before  the  House,  I  know 
well  that  it  was  the  desire  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Midlothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) so  strictly  to  define  the  subjects 
which  were  to  be  committed  to  them  that 
by  no  possibility  could  they  be  described 
hereafter   as   contentious   subjects ;  and 
for  the  very  good  reason  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
knew    perfectly    well    that   the    whole 
advantage  of  these  Committees  would  be 
lost  if  you  sent  contentious  subjects  to 
such   a  tribunal,  and  the   whole  of  the 
experience  of  the  Committees  since  that 
time  has  justified  his  opinion.  Whenever 
a  really  contentious    question  has  been 
sent   to  a  Grand    Committee   no  useful 
purpose  has  been  served.     I  should  havens 
thought,  as  a  mere  matter  of  business,..!- 
that  it  was  common-sense  business  so  to^c= 
define  the  issues  to  be  submitted  to  thi^^ 
Committee  that  we  may  be  certain  at  alZI — 
events  that  those   subjects   which  arioc:    ^ 
out  of  controversial  difficulties  will  no    "^ 
interfere  to  prevent    the  success  of  th«t^ 
experiment.       My    noble     Friend     ha  "^ 
adopted    the   exact   language   that    wa.^ 
used   with   regard   to  the    Grand  Coim- 
mittees.     If  that  is  not  wide  enough,  1/ 
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the  cireumstnuces  of  ScollttuJ  difier  mo 
suuch  from  tbe  eireiiniKtaiR^es  of  the 
llDittMi  Kiugilom,  or  frofti  EiikI"ih1,  tliat 
more  stibjectt^  miiy  safely   be  uichulctl   Iej 

I  he  nou-<?outroverflml  lint,  I  ilo  not  s^re 
.uy  objectiou  to  an  fkddition  hoiug  made 
0  the  Ameudment  of  my  noble  Friend  iti 
nler  to  intdiide  them  ;  but  I  do  ?*ay  that 
be  very  diverse  statements  we  have 
lad  from  Mioisteri*  of  tlie  Crown  in 
.egard  to  their  owu  iutentionj*^  atid  after 
!he  exfierieuoe  we  have  had  of  the  Grand 
Committees,  it  is  most  foolish  to  jy^o  on 
with  i\n^  proposal  without  endeavouring^ 
at   any  rate,  to  deline  the  subject  a  which 

ihall  l>e  gubmitted  to  it. 
The    secretary    for     SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  T  REV  EL  VAN,  Glasgow, 
tridgeLou)  ;  In   a   few  senteiices  I  will 
eply    to    what    the   right    hon.    Gentle* 
mu  has  saitl  about  me,  except  the  per- 
oualitied — personalities    which    I    think 
ion.     Geutlemeii     opposite      even     will 
■Ulow     I    never    initiate,     and     wbiub, 
from      whichever      aide      they      come, 
I   always    cordially   defeat.      The    right 
»       hot].  Gentleman  says  that  I  gave  a  mueb 

I  larger  scope  in  my  opening  speech  to  the 
pperiitious  of    thin    proposed    Committee 
Ibau  wan  given  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
ihe    Chancellor    of   the  Exchequer,  hut 
most  fortunately  the   right   hon.  Gentle- 
piari  had  placed   in   his   bands   the  exact 
Words     I     used  —  words     that     perhaps 
Bounded  better  in  his  mouth  than  in  mine 
I       a  week  ago;   still,    words   which»   when 
I^U  heard  tbcm  read,  impressed  me  with  the 
^lldea  that  1    placed    the    case   before  the 
Houi^e  in   a  very  specific,   very   clefinite, 
^^very    innocent,    and     not    unpersuasive 
^Knattner.     I  stand   by  every  word   of  the 
H^BpusHage.  lu  that  passage,  and  throughout 
my  speech,  there  c«u  he  foimd  absolutely 
not    one   single    sentence    implying  that 
aay  Franchise  Bill,  or  any  ChurLb  Bill, 
^m  or  any  Bill  raisiug  contentious  snltjects 
^^of  a  serious  nature  was,  in  the  iutcjition 
^Hof  the  Government,  to  be  phiced   before 
^Bthat  Grand  Committee.  We  ask  that  Com- 
^■mittee  this  year  for  the  purpose  of  laying 
^P  Wfore  it  the  Local   Government   Board 
Bill   for  Scotland,  a   Bill  of   70  clauses, 
which,  if  placed  before  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House,  would  enter  into  com- 
petitiou   with    all   other    business.       Wo 
have  the  experieoce  of  the  42  days  spent 
^©ver  the  English  Parish  Councils  Bill  in 
^Committee^    and    that   is    the    practical 
rargument   with  which   we  come  to    the 


House  to  ask  them  to  enable  us  to  put 
tbe  Scotch  Local  (Government  Bill  before 
a  body  that  will  not  pass  it  in  time  not 
tiikon  from  the  get»eral  nsage  of  the 
House,  but  a  body  which  will  thoroughly 
understaml  it,  and  take  the  greatest 
interest  in  lU  The  real  answer  to  all 
the  objections  made  hy  tbe  rii^ht  hon. 
Gent  1  emu n  and  the  noble  Lonl  is  to  be 
found  in  the  words  of  the  Resolution 
itself.  In  the  Resohition  I  find  these 
words— 

**A11  RillK  relfttiuir  exchiwively  to  Scotlaml 
which  ui{ij^  by  Order  uf  the  House »  be 
eomrnittetl  to  tlium/' 

We  have  had  a  good  specimen  to-ilay 
of  the  sort  of  Debate  that  would  take 
place  if  a  Church  Bill,  or  a  Franchise 
Bill,  or  a  Redistribution  Bill,  was  pro- 
posed to  be  laid  before  a  Grand  Com- 
mittee, and  I  must  say  the  ability  and 
tbe  experience  in  speaking  of  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  have  addressed  us 
alrea<ly,  and  those  very  able  men 
who  sit  beside  them^  would  make 
it  certain  that  no  Government, 
iiuless  composed  of  nothing  short  of 
lunatics,  would  propose  to  bring  any  con- 
tentious Bill  before  the  Grand  Com* 
niiitee.  I  say  nothing  as  to  the  First 
Reading  stage,  for  I  do  not  want  to  take 
an  unfair  advantage  ;  but  in  the  case  of  a 
Second  Reading  no  Bill  which  was 
objected  to  by  a  large  minority  of  the 
House  would  ever  be  referred  to  that. 
Committee.  And  when  a  Bill  has  gono 
through  the  Commit tt_^e  it  would  not  then 
be  dccidcil  and  finally  done  with,  but 
would  come  back  to  be  examined  on 
Report,  aiul  tlie  House  w^oidtl  have  to 
the  full  the  power  which  had  never  left 
it,  and  it  must  be  retnembered  the 
advantage  we  propose  to  get  by  this 
Conmiittee  is  not  to  overriile  the  opinion 
of  the  House  with  Scotch  opinion,  but  to 
let  tiie  House  know,  bef.jre  it  finally 
makes  up  its  mind*  authoritatively  what 
Seotcli  opinion  is.  That  is  the  practical, 
most  laudable,  and  desirable  object  with 
.vhieh  this  Committee  has  been  prof >08e<L 
My  right  hon.  Friend  said  truly  this  waR 

to  be  an  experiment.     My  belief  is,  if  it 

is  fairly  tried — and  I  am  sure  frquij*af'^h^t 
1  know  of  many  of  the  oopiijentsof  J  tfeTo^'ue 
there  are  among  them  mVny   who  wl  olu/tj 
gladly  try  it—it  wtuld   meet   with  aunie/j 
favour  in  the  futuo  that   the  prophecie:,^ 
read  by  the  righ;  hon.  Gentleman,  that  in  \ 
fiV*^/eau*^e "Should  clear  off  the  arrears 
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of  Scotch  businf*S!9,  would  have  proved  to 
he  true.  Bat  this  vcnr  wc?  propossc  to 
make  the  expernuerit  with  the  Seotfh 
Local  Goveniujoiit  Bill,  mid  I  ear[ie>?tly 
tnist  that  fioiu  Gentlemen,  in?^tead  of  pro- 
lon^fug  thiit  Dehjite  inuliily*  will  euiible 
me  to  pre?^oiTt  to  the  House  (hat  Loeal 
Goveriinieiil  Rill  ami  show  them  what  a 
very  fit  Bill  if  h  to  present  to  h  Scotch 
Grarnl  Corn  rn  it  tee  iipstairfi  for  their 
opiuiotK 

Mr,  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  I  would  not  for  the  world  shake 
the  good  opinion  wljicli  the  nt;ht  hon. 
Gentleman  has  formed  of  his  own  pi-e* 
vioHi*  speech,  after  hearing  it  reiid  l»y  my 
right  hon.  Friend  :  but  I  think  hemnstjon 
retieetion,  admit  that  bis  orij[i;inal  words, 
however  well  ehoiien  they  may  have  been 
for  the  purpo!?e  of  encouraging  liis  owu 
friends  to  support  bis  proposals,  were  not 
well  calculated  to  allay  tbo  anxiety  of  his 
political  opponent**.  He  ba^  now  told  iis, 
titid  ji1ii4oliitely  told  tn  for  the  first  time, 
that  the  Goveriuuetit  meau  to  refer  no- 
thing whatever  to  this  Committee  during 
its  eontinnauee,  for  it  is  only  a  SeH^ional 
Order — iiothiug except  the  Scoltis^h  Loc^l 
Govertuneut  Bill. 

Slit  G.  THEVELYAN  :  I  said  that 
the  experiment  wou[d  be  tried  ou  the 
Scottij^h  Local  Government  Rill,  and  1 
consiiler  that  I  made  au  absolute  promise 
that  no  controversial  measures  should  be 
referred  to  the  Gniud  Committee  tliis 
Session.  That  promise  I  abide  by,  but  T 
did  not  go  further* 

^  Mr.  A,  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  accept  the 
right  Ikiu.  (Teutlemau's  statement  at  once. 
If  that  be  tho  modest  proposal  of  the 
Govermijent,  I  think  the  right  hou. 
Geatlemaii  taiist  have  felt  that  a  good 
deal  of  elocjiieut  rlvetoric  with  which  lie 
pleased  our  ears  ou  Monday  week  was 
really  thrown  away  ;  atid  when  he  hehl 
out  to  his  Scotch  friends  that  their  Reso- 
hitions  and  their  Bills  were  all  going  to 
be  dealt  with  hy  the  help  of  this  Com- 
mittee, im  at  all  events  said  sotuetbing 
C4ilculated  fti  lead  to  a  false  impression 
of  the  intentions  of  the  Government, 
But  I  pass  frotn  what  be  has  said  to 
the^tr^^'^Cbancellor  of  tho  Exchequer  has 
vend,  and  T  «5\ff?i  assure  him  the  last  thing 
desire  to  do  is  to  add  to  the  burden,  the 
hanxieties  and  the  tIrificuJties  which  I  per- 
fectly well  know  anyone  who  is  at  the 
same  time  the  Leader  tr>f  the  House  atid 
ChaneeHor  of  the  Exchequer,  duri^tg  the 
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preparation  of  a  difficuh  Budget  must  have 
on  his  shoulders*     I  have   had  suflRcient 
practical  experience  of  bow   bard  it  is  to 
carry  on  difficult   Parliamentary  and  ad 
ministrative  workat  the  «ame  time  not  t 
feel    the    di then  1  ties   of    the    right   hon, 
Gentletnan,  but  he  must;  allow  us  to  make 
an  appeal  to  him  in  t;bis  matter.     He  lias 
given  assurances  which,  broadly  speaking, 
are    certainly    not    of   an  unsatisfactory' 
character,  with   regard    to  the  class    of 
measures  that  are  to  be  sent  to  this  Com- 
mittee.    What  we  ask  is   that  the  sub 
stance    of    those    assurances    should     be 
embodied    in   the   Resolution^     It  is  DOt 
that    we    doubt    the    good  faith  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  or  thai  we  doubt 
the  protestations  of  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land,   hut   after    all    we    are,   and    the 
Government    admit     we     are,    creatitig 
a  precedent.     The  precedent  will  remaiu 
in  the  form  of  this  Resolution  iu  the  body 
of  the  Standing  Orders  of    the   House^ 
while  the  speeches  of  the  right  bon,  Geu- 
tlonian  which  qualify  the   terms  of   that 
Resolution  will  not  he  there  and  will  have 
to  be    bunted    up    out    of    the  pages  of 
Hansard,  and  hon.  Members  in  the  future 
will  have  to  go   through   the   labour   of 
collating    the    speeches    of    the    various 
Ministers  responsible   for  the  Resolution, 
and    of   trying    to    introduce    iato    tiiem 
something  like  harmony,  and   to  extract 
from  ihem  aometlnng   in  the  nature  of  a 
unanimous  verdict,     Bui  1  may  point  out 
that  we  are  l)0imd  to  look  at  this  proposal 
with    suspicion^  not   for    the    use   to  be 
made  of  it  this   year,  hut  for  the  uae  it 
may  be  put  to  m  subsequent  years,  be- 
cause though  I  do  not  mean  to  raise  the 
question  of  the  unfair  constitution  of  the 
Committee — that  must  come  up  again  in 
the  course  of  the  Amendments  that  will 
be     moved — bon.    Gentlemen     opposite 
must  do  us  the  Justice  to  say  that  no 
answer  has  been  made  to  our  contentiou 
that  the   Government   of   the   day    will 
secure   by  means    of   this    Resolution   a 
stage  of  a  Bill   to  be  passed  through  a 
Committee  which   is  entirely  favourable 
to  their  own  opinion.     That  is  the  fact ; 
it  is  a  question  of  arithmetic  ;  that  is  what 
they  have  done»  and  it  caunot  bo  denied. 
It  may  be  an  innocent  proi>o8al  for  the 
Bill  of  this  year,  guarded  by  the   state- 
ments made   hy  existing   Ministers   from 
any  undue  abuse,  but  those  declarations 
will  pass  and   be  forgotten,  lost   in  the 
interminable  region  of   Debatei  lu  this 
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House  ;  and  if  we  are  to  secure  the  future 
ftgaiiiBt  abuse  of  tliia  iiiOi<t  daugerous 
principle,  it  can  ouly  be  by  introduciug 
"3to  tbe  body  of  the  proposal  words  that 
fill  indicate  what  ckss  of  Bills  slialt  be 
ef erred  to  the  Committee.  I  do  not 
rholly  desire  to  force  tlie  word 8  of  my 
hon.  Friend  down  the  throats  of  the  Go- 
vernment :  lie  very  wisely  based  himself 
on  the  precedent  of  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee, but  1  would  aftk,  if  they  will  not 
bave  these  words,  that  they  i*hoMld  bave 
some  regard  to  our  jus<t  sust!eptibilitiei! 
and  contrive  to  show  what  are  their  real 
iotentions.  I  trust  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  will  do  something  to 
wry  out  the  honourable  intentions  of 
Iho  Government. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  If  I  thought 
it  were  iwgisible  to  frame  a  definition   on 
lis  subject  I  would  gladly  insert  sueb  a 
|de5nition.     I  do  not  tliijik  it  m  poti^^ible 
frame  a  definition  on   the  subject  lliat 
vould  meet  the  right   hon.  Gentleman's 
[)bject.     Tiie  matter  must  rest  upon  the 
general  feeling  of  the  Houj^e  as  to  what 
litre  and  what  are  not  matters  fit  to  Ite  in- 
Icluded.     Therefore,  with  every  desire  to 
neet  the  wishes  of  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
l«Ite,  I   cannot  honestly  say  that   1  could 
]  frame  a  deHnitiou  8ueh  as  the  right  bon, 
iGeotleman   wishes  me  to  do.       No  one 
'denies  that  the  Scotch  Local  Government 
Bill  18  a  fit   Bill   to  be  referred  to  this 
Committee,  and  we  can  at  all  events  try 
thtj  experiment  with    that  Bill,        If  we 
|find  tbe  system  work  well,  then  when  we 
[make   tbe   same    proposal    next   Se-sj^ion 
jwe  may,  if  we  find  it  possible  to  do  so, 
[draw  up  a  definition  of  the  cbar^icter  of 
jthe  Bills  that  are  to  be  referred  to  the 
iGrand  Committee.      At   present,    bow- 
lever,  it  woidd   be  a  mere  waste  of  time 
[tu  attempt  to  draw  up  such  a  detiuition, 
aud    to   spend  hours  and  days   of  most 
valuable  time  at  this  period  of  the  Session 
in  discussing  it. 

•Mr,  AN8TRUTHER  (St.  Arhlrews, 

1&C-)  said,  the  right  hoit.  Gentleman  was 

I  most  persuasive,  but  there  was  a  method 

.  which  did  not  seem  to  have  occurred  to 

.the   right    hon.    Gentleman    that   w^ould 

lexactly  meet  the  case.    Tbe  Government 

1  this  afternoon  admitted  it  was  their  in- 

Ltion  only  to  refer  the  Local  Government 

Bill  to  a  Committee  such  as  was  described 

in    the    Kesohition,     It   only    remained 

for  the  Government  to  get  the  Second 

fieodiog  of  tbe   Local  Government  Bill 


for  Scotland,  and  the  whole  matter  would 
become  a  simple    one ;    therefore,  after 
tbe  declarations  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  and   the  Secretary   for  Scot- 
land,    he    could    not  see    what    was  the 
necessity  of  proceeding  with  this  Resolu- 
tion at  all,  because  they  hud  been  told  its 
scope  was  to  be  so  limited    in   its  fnnc- 
tions,  so  circumscribed,  that  during  tbe 
present  Session  it   was   perfectly  certain 
that  no  other  Bill  than  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Biil  won  Id  he  referred  to  it.     Why, 
therefore,  should  they  establish  a   pre- 
cedent on  which  the  Government  t bom- 
selves  did  not  appear  to  bo  at  one,  and 
why  not  adopt  the  simpler   course  of  re- 
ferring the  Local  Government  Bill  to  a 
special  Committee  ,''     All  the  iirgnmenta 
that  had   been    addressed  to  the   House 
against    the    Amendment    of    his   noble 
Friend  appeared  to  bini  to  have  told  in 
its  favour.    And  tliere  were  one  or  two 
other   considerations  which    he   thought 
f^honld  have  weight  with  the  House,  and, 
at  any  rate,  with    the  Scottish  Members, 
before  they  agrt^ed  to   the    Kesohition  in 
its  uidimited  scope  and  before  they  re- 
jected   tbe    Amendment    of    his    noble 
Friend,     What  were  tbe  duties  cast  upon 
tbe  Scottish    Mem  hers    during   the    hist 
Session  of  Parliament  ?    He  apprehended 
that  if  this  Committee  became  an  estab- 
lished  fact,   and   a    Local    Government 
Bill     was    read    a    second    time,    they 
would  be  called    upon    to     sit    upstairs 
at     least      two      days      every      week, 
besides   carrying    on    their  other   duties 
as  Members    of   this  Honse.     To  those 
Members  who    were    in    the    habit    of 
going  away  very  often   from  7   till  10  or 
1  1  o'clock   that  might  not  seem  so  very 
irksome,    Init    to    many     Members    who 
stayed  there  throughout   tbe   whole  Sit- 
ting,   three  nights  a  week  on    Govern- 
ment business,  besides  Morning  Sittings, 
and    now    that    the    suspension    of    the 
Twelve    o'Clock    Rule    was    becoming 
common,  from  3  oVdock  until  I  or  2  o'clock 
in  the  morning,  it  would  become  intolerable 
to  serve  on  such  a  Committee.     Perhaps 
hon.  Memliers  were  not  aw^are  what  the 
services  of  Scottish  Members  wereon  other 
Committees.  Last  Session  there  were  ap- 
pointetl   31    Select  Committees,  and  the 
total   number    of    Members    serving  on 
tliose  was  344,       Out  of  those  be  found 
that  87  were  Scottish  Members  serving, 
18  on  one  Committee,  11   on  two  Com- 
mittees each,  nine  on  three   Committees 
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each,  find  ^vt^  on  four  CooiDiittees  each, 
making  uu  aggregate  of  t^ervice  for  oive 
Committer  jiloiie  of  87,  and  if  tlieytook 
the  very  low  average  of  five  utteiiduiices^ 
per  Coinmitrec  it  worked  out  anioug  the 
Seottis^h  Members*  that  tbey  attended 
t*ome  600  meetiugs  during  last  SeKjsion. 
Besidet*  tbat^  there  were  the  Standing 
Committees,  and  they  had  not  yet  been 
told,  nor  did  he  see  any  aetion 
was  being  taken  by  the  Committee 
of  Selectioti  by  whieh  they  were  to 
be  altogether  prohibited  from  serving 
upon  the  Grand  Comniitfecs  on  Law  and 
Trade.  Ou  the  Standing  Committees, 
during  the  latst  8est*ion,  there  were 
altogether  appointed  74  Meml>er8  on  the 
Committee  mi  Law,  and  30  added  for 
four  tipeeial  \\\\h^  out  of  whom  18  were 
Scottish  Members.  On  the  Standing 
Committee  on  Trade  tbere  were  alto- 
gether appointed  76  Memhert*,  ami  41 
added  for  special  Billf,  of  whom  14  were 
Scottish  Members,  ho  tbat  tbey  had  alto- 
get  brr  32  Scottish  Members  serving  last 
Session  on  (iraiid  Committees,  ami  H7 
on  Select  Conmiittees^  not  to  speak 
of  the  work  of  Private  Bill  Com- 
mittees, Royal  Commissions,  and  other 
semi' Parliamentary  duties.  He  tbongbt 
those  i»on.  Members  representing 
Scottish  coostituencies  whosnp|uined  the 
Government  ought  to  eonsider  for  a  mo- 
mentt  before  they  agreed  to  press  on  those 
who  were  in  a  minority  in  this  nnitter,  a 
task  that  would  become  most  irksome 
and  almost  intolerable.  There  %vas  one 
other  point  to  wbieb  he  wisbed  to  refer^ 
which  was  brougbt  to  his  miiid  by  the 
speeeb  of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland. 
The  right  bon.  Gentleman  said  tlnit  he 
adbereil  to  every  word  of  the  speech  in 
wb it'll  be  originally  introduced  tbis  pro- 
posal— not  on  Monday  week  hut  Monday 
fortnigbt,  nearly  three  weeks  ago, 
Tbey  were  told  by  the  right  bc»n* 
Gentleman  that  his  proposal,  about 
whieh  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad  a 
great  deal  to  say,  would  enable  the 
Ilonse  in  five  years  to  do  a  great  nnmber 
of  things.  Sinee  then,  on  tbe  authority 
of  tbe  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland 
(Mr,  Shaw),  speaking  on  behalf  of  the 
Governmeot,  tbe  House  had  been  in- 
formed tbat  this  was  only  to  be  a 
Sessional  Order.  If  the  Moiion  was 
only  to  be  applied  to  the  Scotch  JLncid 
Govornmeni  Bill,  be  submitted  tbat  it 
was  not  worth  w  bile  to  lay  down  a  pre- 
Mr,  Afutruiher 


{COMMONS}  (Seoiland),  1020 

cedent  on  which  bon.  Members  w*ere  far 
from  being  agreed,  or  to  jiroeeed  with  i% 
Bcsolntion  wbieb  would  have  no  praeticiil 
atl  vantage. 

Mr,  Bl  I'HANAN  rose  in  bis  place,  ami 
elaimetl  to  move,  **  Tbat  tbe  Question  he 
now  put." 

Questum  put,  "'  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

Tbe  House  divided  ; — Aves  236  ;  Noea 
208.— (Division  List,  No.  30.) 

Question  put  accordingly,  "That  thoe© 
words  be  there  inserted," 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  -0& ; 
Noes  245,— (Division  List,  No.  31.) 

SiH  H.  MAXWELL  (Wigtou)  moved 
an  Amendment  limiting  tbe  numljor  of 
Bills  to  he  sent  to  this  Grand  Commtttae, 
His  Amendment  proposed  to  limit  them, 
to  Bills  introduced  liy  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown.  He  pointed  out  that  there  was 
only  a  limited  number  of  Scotch  Mem- 
bers in  tbe  House^  and  a  proportion  of 
them  sat  on  each  of  tbe  present  Standing 
Conunittees,  and  now  a  third  Committee 
was  to  be  set  up  upon  which,  as  his  hou. 
Friend  tbe  Member  for  St.  Andrews  had 
reminded  tbe  House,  all  tbe  Scotch  Mem- 
bers were  expected  to  serve.  That  l>eing 
so,  tbere  ought  to  l»o  some  limitation  to 
tbe  source  from  which  the  Bills  sent  to  ^ 
the  Committee  came,  for  he  believetl  thftt  fl 
what  the  Scotch  Members  were  asked  to  ^ 
undertake  exceeded  a  fair  estimate  of 
their  powers.  This  would  ho  a  useful  h 
procedure,  bnt  tbere  was  a  danger  of  | 
overloading  ;  and  it  seemed  to  him  that^ 
if  no  limit  were  phiced  upon  tbe  Bills 
wbieb  coidd  be  referred  to  the  Com 
mittee,  it  would  act  as  a  stimulus  to  thi 
iutro<hiction  of  a  number  of  Private 
Bills.  He  wished  to  protect  Scoteh 
Membei"s  against  any  such  result^ 
especially  after  what  had  heen  said  b)-^. 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  who  see 
to  enconrage  Scotch  Members  below  th 
Gangway  in  tbe  belief  tbat  their  men- 
sures  woubl  be  taketi  up  and  acceleratet! 
by  this  new  procedure — measures  whici 
would  wither  and  die  in  the  less  suilahl" 
region  in  the  House, 
meant  anything — if 
meant  business  they 
their  intention  by 
Atueudmeut, 
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Amendment  proposed,  iq  Hue  4,  to  in- 
ert,  after  the  word  **  IJille!,''  tbe  wordi* 
^  introilueed  Uy  si  iliriister  of  the  Crown." 
— (.S/r  /A  MaxivtlL) 

Question  proposal,  *'  That  those  words 

t!  there  iuborted.** 
Sir  W.  HAHCOURT  :  1  do  not  en- 
rtiUTi   the    fear  expressed   l»j  the    hon, 
ember  that  the  Private  BjIIh  of  hon. 
MtnnberH  will  Tiiouopolise  the  whole  time 
of  the  ComTiitttee.     I  do  not   tbitik  \hu% 
this  Committee  will  be  able  to  find  time 
liis  Sestiion  for  a  great  deal   more  than 
be  Government  busincf*s  sent   to  them  ; 
Hit,  if  there  should  Ix*  time,  why  shonld 
Hoi   the  n ireful  meaisnrei^  which  are  very 
ften  brought  forward  l»y  private   Meni- 
ere  be    dealt    with  ?       I  have    a  great 
eliof    in    the  ?itayiiig  powern  of  Scoteh 
leinbers,  atrd  I   liope  the  hoii.   ilemlier 
will  not    think   it  necessary  to  pre^s  his 
Amendment. 
•Mr,    LEE8    KNOWLES     (Salford, 
^JV.)  said,  he    ha<l    himself    intended    to 
^^Mritig  forivanl  this  snl»ject,   but  he    had 
^Biot  yet  had  the  opportunity.  He  believed 
^Bl    would   lie    alij^ttlulely    futile    to    refer 
^^irivate    Members*    Bills   to  this   Stand- 
ing   Committee  unless   there  were  some 
understaudiug   that    the    Ministers    who 
repret^ented   the    particular   Depart jnents 
rhieh  ha<l  eo^nizanee  of  the  Bills  should 
Itteud     the    Committee    an<l    give    their 
Iviee  and  assistauee.       He  would   illuH- 
l^trate  what  he  meant  Ity  the    fate  of   the 
:*luiiil>ergi'  Begistration  Bill  last  Session. 
That  Bill    was  referred  to  the  Standing 
^Committee  on  Trade,  and  thelin^t  sitting 
ras  adjourned  in  order  that  a  Ministereon- 
l^ected  with  the  Local  (Toverument  Board 
■might    attend     and    give     Departmental 
help.  The  Parliamentary  Sceretary  to  the 

I  Local  Government   Board   was  added  to 
ihe  Committee,   but    beiug  engaged    on 
Departmental  business  he  could  not  at- 
tend the  second  sitting  of  the  Committee. 
The  result  was  that  the  Committee  were 
obliged  to  report  the  Bill  to  the  Ilonse, 
being  unable  to  put  it  into  shape  without 
the  ad  vice  and  at^  s  i  s  t  a  n  ee   of  the   Local 
f Government  Board,     Wliy  coutd  not  the 
[Scottish  private  Members*  Bills  be  sent 
[to    the   present    Standing   Committees  *t 
Vhs^t  year  the  Standing  Committee  on 
IXaw  sat  only  14  timers,  and  the  Standing 
''ommittee  on  Trade  only  6.     If  it  were 
Decessary,  therefore,  to  send  more  private 
IeraV»ers'  Bills  toa  Standing  Committee, 
fc'hy  tthould  tliey  not  be  scot  to  the  existing 

VOL.  XXIIL  [fourth  series.] 


Standing  Committees  ?  Every  Bill  which 
en  me  before  the  Committee  on  Law  lagt 
yr^ar  was  dropped,  and  only  two  Bills 
were  passed  by  tlie  Committee  on  Trade. 
Unless  there  were  some  airangemeut 
with  the  Govornmentby  wliirh  Ministers 
should  givc  Depart  mental  advice  and 
asftistanee  iu  regard  to  private  Members' 
Bills  eoming  before  the  Statidiug  Com- 
n^ittees,  it  would  be  futile  to  send  Private 
Bills  before  them,  es pec  i u 1 1  y  i  f  t  li  e  private 
Member  in  charge  of  the  Bill  happened 
to  behmg  to  the  Oppositiou.  The  par- 
ticular Minister  whose  Department  wat* 
affected  should  watch  each  Bill.  Know- 
ing the  immense  amount  of  work  Minis- 
ters were  called  upon  to  perform  in  their 
various  DepartmentH,  he  could  not  com- 
plain of  their  not  attending  Standing 
Committees,  and  he  recognised  the  great 
addition  which  would  be  natdc  to  the 
laln^urs,  especially  of  Miuisterii  for  Seot- 
Inud,  if  they,  in  addition,  were  called 
upon  to  attend  a  Scott iith  Standing 
Committee. 

Mk.  GOSCHEN  (St,  George*s,  Han- 
over Snuare)  isaid,  be  hud  listened  with 
great  interest  to  the  rennxrks  of  his  hou* 
Friends  on  that  side  of  the  House,  and 
he  thought  there  was  great  force  iu  them. 
He  agreed  that  it  wouhl  be  \i^T\  undesir- 
able and  mit  at  all  wise  for  these  Stand- 
ing Committees  to  proeecil  without  the 
advice  of  a  Minister.  He  wouhl  suggest 
anotlier  point  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Estchetpier.  Thin 
Amendment  was  uuinj|iortant  from  the 
point  of  view  that  the  Scotch  Membera 
had  not  teen  at  all  fortnuate  in  the 
ballot,  and  that  they  had  very  little 
chance  of  getting  any  Bill  carried  beyond 
a  Second  Reading.  He  asked  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  whether  it  was 
wise,  under  the^c  eircumstancefl,  to  resist 
this  Amendment  ?  S'jotch  Members  were 
rightly  on  two  Standing  Committees 
already,  and  it  would  he  a  misfortune  if 
they  were  removed.  If  the  third  Stand- 
ing Committee  were  appointed,  and  if 
this  Committee  were  to  deal  with  private 
Members'  Bills,  the  efficiency  of  Scotch 
Members  as  Members  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament  would  be  seriously  i  id  paired. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
be  saving  time  iu  making  the  concession 
nought  by  this  Amendment,  The  House 
could  hardly  pass  the  Renolutiou  as  it 
stootl,  because  the  ol>jection  on  grounds 
of  precedent  was  very  great.  No  one» 
Burely,roidd  dream  that  Scotch  Members, 
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as  regarded  Private  Bills,  were  to  be 
placed  in  a  better  positiou  thau  English, 
Irish,  or  Welsh  Members  ;  and  if  this 
novel  proposition  were  yielded  to  Parlia- 
ment must  surely  consider  whether 
separate  Standing  Committees  should 
not  be  appointed  for  the  Private  Bills  of 
English,  Irish,  and  Welsh  Members  also. 
Scotch  Members  could  hardly  expect 
they  would  be  given  a  preference  in  that 
respect.  There  would  be  a  risk  in  pri- 
vate Members*  Bills  being  referred  to  a 
Standing  Committee  where  there  could 
be  no  such  control  over  them  as  existed 
in  Committee  of  the  House.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  not  gain  anything  by 
refusing  this  concession,  while  he  would 
by  accepting  the  Amendment  leave  open 
a  very  important  question  for  future 
discussion  when  the  time  came  for  it 
to  be  considered  all  over  again.  It  was 
admitted  that  the  question  would  have 
to  be  dealt  with  again  next  Session — 
supposing  Her  Majesty's  advisers  occu- 
pied the  same  seats  then  as  now — and 
they  should  not  now  establish  a 
precedent  for  which  there  was  no 
necessity  at  all.  Hon.  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House  were  not 
objecting  from  any  anticipation  of 
Scotch  measures  being  referretl  to  this 
Committee  during  the  present  Session, 
but  on  the  ground  that  special  privileges, 
however  innocent,  practically  should  not 
be  granted  to  Members  of  one  nationality 
as  a  precedent  for  others. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  As  the  chief 
matter  here  is  time,  I  do  not  wish  to  in- 
sist upon  any  point  which  will  protract 
discussion  unnecessarily.  My  view  is — 
and  1  hope  it  will  ultimately  prevail — 
that  private  Members'  Bills  should  not 
be  excluded  from  this  Grand  Committee. 
But,  considering  how  late  we  are  in  the 
Session,  considering  also  what  big  work 
the  Local  Government  Bill  and,  perhaps, 
also  the  Fatal  Accidents  Bill  will  provide 
for  the  Committee  and  how  much  of  its 
time  those  measures  will  occupy  thin 
Session,  I  will  not  resist  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member. 

•Sir  C.  CAMERON  (Glasgow, 
College)  said,  the  argument  brought  for- 
ward all  along  against  this  Committee 
had  been  that  it  was  a  great  Constitu- 
tional innovation.  But  no  limitation 
existed  with  regard  to  private  ^embers' 
Bills  going  before  other  Grand  "Commit- 
tees.   And  any  Bills  could  go  befoi^  them , 

Mr.  Goschen  \ 


just  as  they  would  have  gone  before  the 
proposed  Scotch  Committee,  only  on  an 
oxpress  order  from  the  House.  He  was 
sorry  to  hear  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  make  this  concession.  What 
were  the  facts  ?  When  a  Bill  was  once 
introduced  it  was  no  longer  the  property 
f)f  a  private  Member,  but  the  property  of 
the  House.  He  had  heard  no  argument 
which,  in  his  opinion,  justified  the  altera- 
tion of  the  original  proposal  placed  upon 
the  Paper  by  the  Government. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  said,  his 
hon.  Friend  had  already  pointed  out  that 
there  was  no  need  for  this  Amendment, 
because  all  that  was  wanted  could  be  ob« 
tALued  without  the  measure.  His  Amend- 
ment, had  it  been  adopted  by  the  House, 
would  have  given  private  Members  a 
place  ;  but  if  the  Resolution  were  limited 
In  this  way,  no  private  Member  would 
have  the  opportunity  of  taking  his  Bill 
before  the  Committee  at  all.  As  the 
Amendment  stood  it  would  prevent  any 
private  Members'  Bill  being  referred  to 
the  Committee.  He  was  willing  to  come 
to  a  compromise  in  order  to  get  the  Bill 
through  at  this  sitting,  and  with  that 
view  he  would  not  press  the  Amendment 
he  had  on  the  Paper  if  this  present 
Amendment  were  rejected  and  things 
allowed  to  remain  as  they  were  for  the 
present  Session.  Practically,  no  opposed 
private  Members'  Bill  could  come  before 
this  Committee  during  the  present 
Session,  because  all  the  Wednesdays  were 
occupied ;  and  even  if  this  were  not  so,  the 
remaining  Wednesdays  would  have  been 
of  no  value  to  private  Members,  because 
it  was  only  after  half-past  5  o'clock  that 
they  could  take  a  Division,  and  then, 
when  a  Bill  had  successfully  passed  the 
Second  Reading,  any  one  Member  of  the 
House  could  prevent  it  going  t/)  the 
Committee  this  Session. 

Sir  M.  STEWART  hoped  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  not 
accept  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Caithness.  He  could  well  sympathise 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  the  College 
Division  of  Glasgow,  who  was  anxious 
that  a  Bill  connected  with  the  Church  of 
Scotland  should  have  been  sent  to,  and  at 
once  disposed  of  by,  this  Committee,  but 
by  the  adoption  of  the  Amendment  the 
Committee,  it  was  to  be  hoped,  would 
not  be  so  ductile  as  it  might  otherwise 
have  been. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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Mr,  little    (Wbiteliitven)   moved, 

|{n  line  8,  to  leave  ovit  tlie  won!  "Hfteen,'' 

i^od  iaaert  the  wont  "  tliirty-oiie/'     Tlu8, 

lie  said,  was  an  expieriment  which  tiiitrht 

extended  iu  future  to  Walew  mid  Ire- 

lod,   and  the  object  of  the  Amendment 

[was    to    level    itp   eaidi     of    these    three 

Ijio^sihlc  Comniittef^Bthat  mi^ht  be  formed 

I  to  the  present  position  of  Efijj^land,  when 

Bill    relating    to    England    nlone  wiii* 

Bing    considered    in    Committee  of  the 

pLole    House,     There   were   at   present 

f465   Member**  sitting  for  English  aenta 

[•ml    205     Members     sitting     for     other 

itfl    in    the    United    Kingdom,      That 

^|iro portion  was  aliout  nine  to  four,  and  it 

waft    the    proportion    he    would    suggest 

fihoiild     be    adopted    when    they    were 

appointing  thin  Committee  in  the  case  of 

iJreland.      They    would   then    have    103 

rish  Memberi^  and  4o  Memhert?   added 

from  other  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom, 

IWhen  dealing    with  Wales,    for  the    30 

fWelsh  Members    13   Members  wonliJ  be 

Ided  from  the  other  parts  of  the  Unite*) 

flCingdom  ;  and  with   regard  to  Scotland 

■they  would  have  added  to  the  72  Seoteh 

I  Members  31    from    other    parts*      The 

sicloption  of  tjueh   a  eourse   in   regard  to 

the  Grand  Committee  would  plat'e  eaeb  of 

these  three  countries  on  an  exact  level 

with  Eugland,     He  begged   to  move  the 

Atneodment, 

Amendment  propo>ied,  in  line  8,  to 
kleave  out  the  word  "  fifteen,"  and  insert 
[the  word  *'  thirty-one/'— (J/r,  Lidic.) 

Question  proposed,    **  That  the  word 
'  fifteen  '  stand  part  of  the  Question,*' 

Mr.  PARKER    SMITH    (Glasgow, 
iPartick)  supported  the  Amendment  not 
[€xa<3tly  for  the  reasons  put  forward  by 
the  Mover,  but  for  the  reasons  whit:h  he 
should  have   stated   in  his  ow^n  Amend- 
ment had  it  not  been  out  of  Order,  ami 
wbieb  related  to  the  constitution  of  the 
I  Committee.     He  hoped  to  be  able,  how- 
»ever,  to  state   his  point  on    the   prc^sent 
Amendment.        He     urged      that      this 
Standing  Committee,  when  formed,  ought 
I  to  be   a  reflection  of  the  composition  of 
fthis  House  as  a  whole.      That  was  not 
obtained   by  a  Committee   composed  of 
[Seoitish  Members  altogether,   with  only 
1 15  others  added,  but  it  could  be  obtained 
Uo  a  very  eonsiderable  extent  by  a  Com- 
(tnittee  composed  of  72  Scotch  Members 
gether   with    31    added  to   it    to    l»e 
an  by  the  Committee  of  Selection, 


provided  their  hands  were  set  free  from 
the  rule  which  guided  them  in  choosing 
Meml>ers  to  lie  added  to  Select  Com- 
mittees, anil  which  was  that  these  added 
Members  should  correspond  with  the  com- 
position of  the  House.  But  if  lo  were 
lo  be  added  eight  should  be  represeut^- 
tiv^e  of  the  Government  and  seven  of  the 
Opposition.  The  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion should  be  empowered  to  say  they 
should  have  regard  to  the  qualification  of 
the  additional  Members  selected,  Init  not 
to  the  composition  of  the  House.  In  that 
way  tin  V  won  hi  be  alilc  to  choose  addi* 
tioual  Members  so  as  to  go  a  long  way 
towards  l»ringiug  the  Committee  so 
formed  into  accord  with  the  composition 
of  the  House,  and  in  doing  so  would  be 
carrying  out  tiie  priueiph^  laid  down  by 
the  Secretary  for  War  in  his  speech.  The 
right  hou.  Gentleman  did  not  look  to  the 
lo  to  be  added  by  the  o  rib  miry  rule  of 
selection,  and  he  said  tlnit  Scotchmen 
sitting  for  English  const iluencies  might 
lie  ad^letl  if  it  were  thought  they  would 
asHist  the  Committee  in  its  deliberations. 
In  this  House  they  bad  a  great  many 
naoro  Scotclimen  sitting  for  Englisli  seats 
who  were  Unionists  than  supporters  of 
tlie  Government,  who  would  be  most 
useful  Members  of  sueh  a  Committee. 
But  say  a  Committee  was  composed, 
according  to  the  Ameuilment  now  before 
the  House,  of  103  Members,  lu  the  first 
place,  it  w^ould  contain  the  whole  body 
of  tScotcb  Representatives  ;  that  was  t^ 
say,  49  supporters  of  the  (Tovernment 
and  23  of  the  Opposilion.  Supposing 
they  added  31 — namely,  six  supporters  of 
the  Government,  and  2.5  supporters  of  the 
Opposition,  then  they  would  bring  the 
Committee  up  to  oo  Representatives  of 
the  Government  against  48  of  the  Opposi- 
tion. That  wouid  give  the  Government 
a  majority  of  seven,  which  was  just  about 
their  proper  proportion  of  a  majority. 
If  they  did  that  they  would  be  laying 
down  a  rule  which  would  be  good  for  the 
future  as  well  as  for  the  present,  and 
which  would  make  such  a  rule  possible 
under  any  Government.  This  proposal 
made  the  Resohition  far  mor^  general  ;  it 
looked  beyond  the  present  Session,  and 
it  would  give  fully  as  true  a  repre- 
sentation of  the  opinion  of  Scotland. 
He  was  not  at  all  prepared  to  assent 
to  the  proposition  that  if  they  wanted 
ro  ascertain  the  opinion  of  Scot- 
land on  all  questions  they  had  simply 
to  lo :>k  at  the  votes  of  Scotch  Members 
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in  that  House.  The  majority  of  8  per 
cent,  gave  a  majority  of  36  per  cent,  of 
Representatives  in  the  House,  and  the 
argument  adduced  in  favour  of  this  Reso- 
lution by  supporters  of  the  Government 
was  drawn  from  the  events  which  had 
taken  place  during  the  passage  of  the 
Local  Government  Bill  for  Scotland. 
The  Secretary  for  War,  for  instance, 
quoted  the  way  in  which  Scotch  Mem- 
bers had  been  over  -  ridden  again  and 
again  in  the  House  of  Commons  by  the 
general  vote.  That  was,  of  course,  true ; 
but  if  they  looked  to  the  opinion  of 
Scotland,  as  expressed  by  the  bodies 
which  knew  a  great  deal  more  about 
the  interests  of  Scotland  in  the  local 
affairs  they  were  discussing  on  that  Bill 
than  the  Scotch  Representatives  who  sat 
in  that  House,  they  would  find  that  the 
County  Councils  coincided  not  with  the 
opinion  of  the  Representatives  of  Scot- 
land, but  with  the  House  at  large  during 
the  last  Parliament.  This  winter  there 
was  a  convention  of  Scotch  County 
Councils,  at  which  many  of  the  matters 
dealt  with  in  the  Scotch  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill  were  discussed  and  Resolutions 
passed  upon  them.  In  regard  to  the 
control  of  the  police,  the  voting  was  43 
to  18  one  way  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  it  was  22  to  16  the  other  way  in  the 
Convention.  In  regard  to  the  compulsory 
acquisition  of  land,  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons the  voting  was  46  to  12  one  way, 
in  the  Convention  it  was  25  to  11  in  the 
other  way.  The  only  point  on  -which 
the  Convention  agreed  with  the  House  of 
Commons  was  regarding  rights  of  way. 
The  Committee  constituted  as  proposed 
by  the  Government  did  not  reflect  the 
House,  and  it  seemed  to  him  no  Com- 
mittee could  work  satisfactorily  unless  it 
was  a  fair  image  of  the  representation  of 
the  House.  If  it  were  made  that  he 
should  be  perfectly  prepared  to  accept 
and  support  the  Committee.  There  was 
a  considerable  amount  of  dissatisfaction 
in  Scotland  with  the  slow  progress  of 
Scotch  legislation,  and  he  and  those 
who  agreed  with  him  should  welcome 
any  reasonable  scheme,  such  as  a  Grand 
Committee,  for  dealing  with  Scotch 
aflairs,  but  constituted  in  accordance 
with  the  composition  of  the  House. 

SiK  \V.  HARCOURT  :  As  I  under- 
stand the  proposal  put  forward  by  the 
hou.  Member  for  the  Partick  Division,  it 
was  that  33  Members  were  to  be  taken 
from    one    political    Party   in  order   to 
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neutralise  the  other  section.  Such  a 
proposal  as  that  is  one  which  the  Govern- 
ment cannot  entertain  for  a  moment.  If 
hon.  Members  are  to  be  added  to  the 
Committee,  they  must  be  added  on  the 
principle  on  which  Members  are  selected 
for  other  Committees.  If  hon.  Members 
opposite  who  so  sincerely  believe  that 
there  is  some  sinister  object  in  this  Com- 
mittee, and  that  it  is  intended  that  the 
private  Members  for  Scotland  shall  carry 
something  prejudicial  to  the  interests  of 
the  neighbouring  country  of  £ngland — 
if  their  alarm  will  be  dispelled  by  addiu(^ 
15  more  Members — if  they  think  that 
30  Members  chosen  from  the  rest  of  the 
United  Kingdom  would  be  a  safeguard 
against  the  designs  of  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers— then  I  confess  that  I  should  not 
find  it  in  my  heart  to  resist  this  Amend- 
ment. What  will  happen,  then  ?  The 
70  Scotch  Members,  or  most  of  them,  will 
generally  attend  ;  and  the  30  patriotic 
English  Members  who  ^are  to  defend 
the  £mpire  against  the  70  will  generally 
be  absent.  They  will  begin  to  believe 
that  Scotch  Members,  after  all,  on  such 
questions  as  will  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee, may  be  left  to  take  care  6f  their 
own  interests.  But,  if  the  Amendment 
will  do  anything  to  settle  the  question*. 
I  shall  be  glad  to  settle  it  on  that 
basis. 

Mu.    J.     CHAMBERLAIN  :     The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  made 
what  is  intended  to  be,  and  is,  in  fact,  a 
conciliatory  offer  ;  and  I  shall   be  glad 
if  we  can   come  to  an  agreement  on  the 
basis  of  his  proposition.     The  ChaDcellor 
of  the  Exchequer  says  it  would  be  absurd 
that  the  additional   number,  whether  15 
or  30,  should  be  of  one  political  com- 
plexion, and  that  the  addition  should  be 
used  to  redress  the  political  balance  upon 
the  Committee.     If  it  be  an  absurd  pro- 
position, there  is  no  doubt  it  is  the  one 
we  have  to  put  forward.      We  do  not 
want  merely  to  increase  the  number  of 
the  Committee — there  is   no  ad  van 
in     that  ;     what     we     want     to     hav( 
this    number    added     for     is    precise! 
in  order  that  the  political  balance  ma; 
be  fairly  maintained.     I  take  it  that  thai 
is    the    object    of    the    Mover    of    th^^ 
Amendment.     [Mr.  Little  was  under— ' 
stood  to  dissent.]      If  it  is  not  his  object 
it  is  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Partick  — 
It  would   not  be  so  extravagant,  as  th^ 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  appears  to 
suppose,  to  state  on  what  principle  the  IS 
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or  30  added  Members  ought  to  ho  chosen. 

I  It  is  precisely  because  you  bave  departed 

I  from  the  ordinary  practice  in  the  original 
composition  of  the  Committee  tbat  it  be- 

K^omes  neres!i*ary  to  adopt  a  new  principle 

I  in  dealing  witli  tbe  addition  of  Member;*, 

[  We  had  an  indicatioo  of  the  intentions  of 
the   Governmenr    in    tbe    speeob   of  the 

I  ^Secretary  for  War ;  he  told  lis  tbe 
probability  was  that  the  added  Members 
would  increase  the  !i?tre«gtb  of  tbe  Oppo- 
sition on  the  Committee,  and  go  far  to 
lipproach  to  tbe  dispoi^ftion  of  Purtiea  in 
the    Hou&e*       In     thei*e    cireumstances, 

[while  I  for  one  desire  to  accept  the  offer 
tnade  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
I   think   it   would  be  nece^^sary  to  add  in 

'the  Amendment  word-^  pr.»vidjng  that  the 
Committee  of  Selection  in  adding  the  3l> 

[ebali  have  regard  to  the  den i nihility  of 
ipprox  I  mating  the  balaru*e  of  Parties  on 
the  Committee    to    tbat    of   the    whole 

iHouse* 

8m  W.  HARCOURT  :  It  is  a  diffi- 
mlt  question,  Contniry  to  the  intentions 
W  tbe  Mover,  the  right  hou<  (Tcutleinau 
riches   to   make   use  of  tlie  Amendment 

for  a  purpose  which  be  hafl  not  in  view, 
am  still  willing  to  accept  the  Amend- 
tieot  ;  but  if  it  is  intended  to  transform 
sent  to  it  into  a  propo^iition  wliicb  has 
9th ing  whatever  to  do  with  it,  and  cne 
intirely  alien  to  the  intentions  of  the 
lover,  of  course  I  must  withdi^w  any 
B»eat  to  it.  As  I  nndersttind  the 
liggestion  of  the  right  bon.  Member  for 
/est  Birmingham,  he  wishes  tn  iidd  to 
bis  Amendment  a  proposition  whicli  has 
en  already  rnlcHl  out  of  Order  as  an 
Lmendment  in  itself,  A  proposition  of 
bat  kind  is   really  ont  of  the  question. 
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Pherefore,   I    will    either   agree    to    the 
Lmendment  mmpHvitery  or  else,  if  it  is 
be  understood  that  this  is  to  l>e  tncked 
to  it,  we  shall  bave  no  alternative  Imt 
vote  against  it, 
Mr,    a.  J.    BALFOUR:    When    an 
Lmendment   is    moved    it    becomes    the 
roperty  of  the   House,   and   the   House 
can  modify  it  if  it  pleases.     The  Govern- 
ment themselves  have   never  denied  the 
inequity  in  tbe  constitution  of  this  Com- 
aiUec  ;  uli  they  say  is,  we  are  only  going 
give   them    such  a  cliws  of  Bills  to 
eal  with  that  it  does   not  matter   how 
|ou  constitute  yonr  Committee  iu   reln- 
on  to  Parties  in  this  House,  for  no  great 
irm  can  ensue.     I  say   it   is  absurd   to 
^k  us  to  motlify  the   traditional    method 
dividing    these    additional     Members 


between  tbe  two  Parties,  The  whole 
scbeiue  of  tlie  Government  eotisists  ia 
reversing  the  Iraditionnl  methol  of  ap- 
pointing Committees,  and  I  want  to  know 
how  the  lo  or  the  30  are  to  be  s^lecteil 
when  the  72  violate  every  traditional 
practice  of  the  Honse  ?  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Birmingham  drew 
attention  to  tbe  speech  made  by  the  first 
Cabinet  Minister  put  up  to  defend  this 
Resolution — the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  re- 
ported thus^ 

^*  The  Govemmeat  udm  profMise  tlmt  15  other 
Memlwrs  shoiiTd  l»e  mldetl  by  the  Committee  of 
Selef*t]Ofi»  who  might  choise  Sootchmea  gittinqf 
for  English  ei^iistitueiieieH.  and,  if  they  did  ^o, 
the  probabiUtj  in  this  instants  vruuld  be  tliat 
the  Iftrge  number  of  1'j  would  ftdd  ta  the 
strength  of  the  Opposition  on  the  Comsiittet* 
and  ir'>  very  far  to  approach  to  the  disjxisitton 
uf  Parties  in  the  House." 

In  the  face  of  that  declaration  I  wish  to 
know   why   the    Chancellor  of  tbe   Ex- 
ehequer,  who  professes  snch   a   desire  to 
conciliate  the   Opposition,   to  save   timo 
by  eoncediujj!^  every   reasonable  demand^ 
throws  over  bis  own  colleague,  abandons 
tbe  principles  laid  down  by  that  colIeuw"ue, 
and  dissipates  the  hopes  raised  by  that  col- 
league ?    That  is  not  the  way  to  treat  tiio 
House  ofCommfUJS,  Most  certainly,  if  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  be  re- 
jected,  I  shall  endeavour  at  a  later  sta^jfe 
to  move  that  the  principle  stated  by  tbe 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  shall  be  em- 
bodied  iu  tbe  proposition,  and  that  the 
Committee    of    Select i(Mi    shall     receive 
iustnictrous    with    regard    to    those    15 
Members  who  are  to  he  left  to  us,  not 
indeed  to  redress  the  balance  or  to  make 
tbe    Committee    a     microcosiu     of    the 
House — because   15  are  not  sufficient  to 
achieve  that  object — hut,  as  far  as  the  L5 
will   permit,  to  dimtuisb  that   inef|uitable 
constrnction  uf  tbe  Coiiimitlee  of  which 
we  complain,  and  which  the  (iovernmont 
lliemselvos  hardly  venture   to  defend,     I 
du  not  know  bow  the  Chan  eel  lor  of  tbe 
Excberjuer  thinks  he  is  savit»g  the  time  of 
tbe  House  in  refusing  what  even  his  own 
supporters  must  regard  as  a  rensooable 
request    foundeil    in  jnstice.     If  not,   lot 
them  give  a  reason  for  it.     Have  your 
Scotch  opinion  represented  to  tbe  full  ; 
let  every  Si?otch  Member,  whether  be  l>e 
qualilied  specially  to  deal  witli  the  par- 
ticular  Hill   or  not,  be  as  of  ri^ht  on  the 
Committee ;    but   at   all    events    do    not 
refuse  us    the  simple  request  we  make 
that  other  Members  shall  be  added  which 
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shall  prevent  the  Committee  from  being 
an  unfair  representation  of  the  balance  of 
opinion  in  the  House,  and  which  removes 
from  the  Opposition  every,  conceivable 
chance  when  a  controverted  question 
comes  up  in  the  Committee  of  making 
their  opinion  felt.  I  am  astounded  that 
the  Government,  in  the  face  of  the 
obvious  equities  of  the  case  and  the 
deliberate  declaration  of  their  own  col- 
league, should  take  up  the  altitude  thej 
have.  All  we  can  do  is  to  resist  to  the 
utmost  what  we  believe  to  be  a  most  un- 
just proposition,  subversive  not  only  of 
our  just  rights,  but  of  those  who  come 
after  us 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  more  the 
Government  try  the  experiment  of  con- 
ciliation the  more  wrathful  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seem*  to  become.  I  have 
endeavoured  to  meet  the  views  of  hon. 
Gentlemen,  and  apparently  our  offer  is 
not  accepted.  I  cannot  accept  the  view 
of  the  matter  put  forward  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman. 

•Mr.  WODEHOUSE  (Bath)  sub- 
mitted, as  a  Member  of  the  Committee 
of  Selection,  that  to  leave  the  Committee 
of  Selection  without  instructious  as  to 
the  duties  which  they  had  to  perform  in 
this  novel  and  delicate  task  would  be  ex- 
tremely unfair  and  hard  upon  them. 
Seeing  that  the  proposed  Scotch  Standing 
Committee  would  be  set  up  on  the  entirely 
new  principle  of  nationality,  and  thus  be 
a  complete  departure  from  all  existing 
precedents  aud  practice.  Specific  directions 
and  guidance  should  unquestionably  be 
given  by  the  House  to  the  Committee  of 
Selection  as  to  whether  they  were  to  have 
regard  to  classes  of  Bills,  the  composition 
of  the  House,  or  natioualitieis  in  the  selec- 
tion of  the  additional  Members. 

Mr.  ILLI^G  WORTH  (Bradford, 
W.),  as  another  Member  of  the  Committee 
of  Selection,  said  he  did  not  agree  with 
his  hon.  Friend.  He  saw  not  the 
slightest  difficulty  about  applying  the 
suggestion  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  The  Committee  of  Selection 
would  simply  have  to  follow  the  ordinary 
course  it  did  when  a  Committee  was  par- 
tially nominated  by  the  House.  The 
Committee  would  have  nothing  to  do 
with  the  72  Members  appointed  by  the 

House,  and  the  duty  of  selecting  15  of 
the  80  would  be  in  accordance  with  the 
ordinary  course. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  in  the  cases 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  referred  the 
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Committee  of  Selection  had  simply  to 
add  Members  representing  the  different 
sections  of  the  House,  giving  a  majority 
of  one  to  the  Party  in  power.  But  in 
the  case  of  this  Committee  they  had  no 
nucleus  to  go  upon.  On  what  principle 
were  the  15  Members  to  be  added? 

Mr.  ILLING WORTH:  So  as  to 
keep  the  proportion  fairly  representative. 
Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  that  would 
be  eight  on  the  Government  side  and 
seven  on  the  other  side.  Was  that  pro- 
portion to  be  observed  in  the  whole 
Committee  ?  That  was  the  point.  But 
what  was  the  language  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  ?  He  said,  in  effect, 
that  the  Committee  of  Selection,  in 
adding  the  15,  would  consider  what  ele- 
ments could  be  brought  from  the  House 
so  as  to  supplement  the  nucleus  already 
created,  and  thereby  possibly  to  redress 
the  unfair  Party  balance  of  the  Scotch 
Committee. 
•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
What  I  said  was  that  probably  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  might  wish  to  add 
Scotchmen  sitting  for  other  constituen- 
cies, and  I  said  that  if  they  did  so,  most 
of  those  Members  being  supporters  of 
the  Opposition,  that  would  go  very  far 
to  reduce  the  disproportion  between  the 
two  sides.  But  1  do  not  say  that  that 
would  be  the  principle  on  which  the 
Committee  would  proceed.  ["  Oh  I  "] 
Hon.  Members  who  said  "  Oh  !  "  can 
refer  to  my  words. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  even  if  they 
accepted  that  statement,  it   would  not  do 
much  to  redress  the  unfair  representation 
of  the  House  upon  the  Grand  Committee 
as  proposed   by  the   Government.      He 
would  ask  how,  if  the  Committee  added 
seveii    Members  of  the  Opposition   and 
eight  supporters  of  the  Government,  that 
could  possibly  add  to  the  strength  of  the 
Opposition  and  go  very  far  to  approacli 
to  the  disposition  of  Parties  in  the  Hous^ 
of  Commons.    But  he  wished  toapproacbm 
the  question  in  a  practical  Sense.     If  they" 
had  regard  to  the  votes  cast  in  Scotlan«3 
rather  than    to  the  result  of  the  vote^-j 
they  would  find  that  the  proportion  was  3*^^ 
to  33,  giving  the  Government  a  majorit^^ 
of  six.     It  was  in    order  to  redress  \\m^ 
absurd      misrepresentation      of      Scotcl^ 
opinion    that    the  Amendment  was  pro- 
posed, and  they  could  divide    in  surety 
that  it  would  be  forced  on  the   Govern- 
ment in  the  future  if  they  sought  to  ex- 
tend this  principle. 


i3         Dake  of  Edinburgh 

QuestioD  put. 

The  House  (hVideil  i — Ayes  241  ;  Noen 
ni, — (Division  List,  No.  32.) 

MaiQ  Question,  at^  iLnieiuIed,  proposed. 

It  being  after  Seveu  of  the  i;lo(jk,  the 
Debate  stood  fidjourrted. 

Debate   to  Jje   reauiDcnl   ii|H.m   Mondity 
Bext,    jiud   Mr.    Speaker   tliereupon   sus- 
andeil  the  Sitting  until  Nine  o'clock. 

EVENING       SI  r  T  I  N  G. 


0/WEHS    OF     THE     DAW 


Order  for  Committee  reaib 
Motion  muile,  and  Qne^tion   proijosetl^ 
1  iiat    Mr.   Speaker   dn   now    It^ive   tlie 
Chair." 

^    DUKE  OF  EFilNBURGH  (ANNUITY). 
■  ItE^OU'TFOX. 

•Mr.  a,  C.  MURTON  (Peterborough ) 
>se  to  call  attention   to  tlie   |)iiynient  to 
it  Royal  Higlnies*  the  Duke  of  Coburg 
of  an  An  unity  ;  and  tn  ujovo — 

That  the  Act  of  3iS  ,t  37  Vic,  c.  80.  g^rant- 

i^  an  annuity  i>f  £lU,Ot>0  lo  His  Royal  Hi^h- 

s  the   Duke  i)f  EdiTihur^h,  baWng  providetl 

f,  in  the  event  of  His  said  Royal    Highness 

iccceilinR:  to  anj  sovereignty  ot  principality 

broad,  it  shall  l>e  lawful  for  Her  Majesty  or 

er  Huccessors,  with  the  cunsent  of  l*a.rliairieiit, 

revoke  or  rerliice  thenaid  aniiitity  by  Warrant 

ider  the  Sftrn  Manual,  and  His  Royal   Hig-h- 

havinj^  succeeded  to  tho  wvereignty  of  a 

oreiga  con n try ^  in  the  opinion  of  this  House 

IB    desitrablc    that    the   saiil   annuity   shall 

le  dee i red  to  say,  in  tlio  firnt  phioe,  that 
It  was  not  his  i  tit  en t  ion,  directly  or 
indirectly,  to  make  atiy  attack  ou  tlie 
Royal  Family^  or  upon  Royal  Grants  a^* 
ad  they  concerned  tlie  Royal  Family 
tbLs  country.  The  tjuestiou  he  desired 
f  raise  was  not  one  of  that  uature  at  all  •, 
f  he  mi^ht  say,  in  passing,  that  he 
Liught  the  wori*t  euemies  of  the  Royni 
Family  were  those  who  oncon raged  theia 
make  too  severe  demaods  on  the  pnrse 
&f  the  people.  He  hail  hetard  through  the 
ipers«  aud  heard  witii  considerable  snr- 
ise^  that  it  was  the  intentii>n  of  the 
)verumenl  to  ofjpciKo  this  Resokitioiu 
le  hoped  (hat  was  uot  true,  l>eeause  this 
riksi  ess^eutially  a  ipie^tiou  which  ought 
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to  be  left  to  the  unfettered  decision  of  the 
House,  irroHpective  of  Party,  and  indeed 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Midlothian,  in  his  speech  of  December 
21,  distinctly  stated  that  the  freedom  of 
Parliament  was  completely  secured  under 
the  Act.s,  and  it  might  take  what  course 
it  thongbt  j)ioper  with  regaiti  to  these 
annuities.  He  had  understood  that 
Members  were  to  be  perfectly  free  in 
voting  on  this  qnestiotr  nt  any  time,  but, 
of  couise,  if  the  GovernmeiH  miido  it  a 
question  of  confnleuce  it  could  not  be 
said  that  the  Hotisc  hud  any  freedotn  in 
the  matter,  and  he  confessed  that,  as  far 
as  he  wa?i  concerned,  he  had  no  desire  to 
interfere  with  the  arraugcmcuts  of  the 
Government,  and  certa-iiily  he  had  no 
wish  to  defeat  theui.  But  it  must 
be  rememl>ered  that  it  was  not 
himself  and  his  friends  who  bad 
done  this.  He  had  fully  understood 
tlint  there  was  to  be  perfect  freeilom  of 
Debate,  and  still  he  boi>ed  the  Govern* 
ment  would  connent  to  allow  lion.  Mem* 
bers  to  vote  on  the  quest  ion  in  whatever 
way  they  thought  right  as  guardians  of 
the  jnihlic  purse.  As  he  understood  the 
matter,  in  the  Acts  of  1K6G  and  1873« 
with  the  latter  of  which  th^y  had  to  deal, 
there  was  virtually  the  same  provision^ 
that  Ih^r  Majesty  or  her  successors,  with 
tlie  eonseut  of  Parliament,  might  revoke 
or  reduce  the  annuity  granted  to  the 
Duke  of  Edinburgh — then  Prince  Alfred 
— by  Warrant  under  the  Sign  Manual. 
It  w^as  quite  clear  that  the  Parliament  of 
1S73  assumed  that  at  least  part  of  this 
grant  would  be  given  up,  and  ho  took  it 
that  this  was  quite  sufficient  reason  why 
they  should  discuss  the  matter  now\  Ho 
bad  been  told  that  there  was  some  Treaty 
regulating  this  matter,  but  ijc  could  find 
no  reference  to  it  iu  either  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. It  might  be  said  that  there  was 
some  sort  of  uuderstanding  bctweeu  the 
Emperor  of  Russia  and  this  country  that 
the  grant  shouhl  be  continued,  but  he 
could  hardly  believe  I  hat  to  be  correct, 
for  it  tun  St  be  ass  n  nun!  that  the  Emperor 
would  have  received  a  copy  of  the  Act  of 
1873,  and  have  seen  that  it  was  within 
the  right  of  i*arliameuL  to  discontinue  tlie 
nnnuity  if  it  thought  tit  to  do  so.  He  did 
not  think,  therefore,  that  it  could  be  made 
out  that  there  was  an  bonourafjle  undcr- 
:?tanding  that  the  grants  shouhl  be  con- 
tinued iu  auy  event.  He  was  aware  that 
there  was  a  clause  in  the  Act  of  1873 
which  providetl  that  in  the  case  of  the 
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death  of  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh  an 
annuity  of  £6,000  should  be  given  to  his 
widow.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
we  should  have  to  carry  that  out  if,  un- 
fortunately, the  necessity  should  ever 
arise.  But  now  they  were  only  dealing 
with  that  clause  which  provided  that  the 
Queen,  with  the  consent  of  Parliament, 
might  reduce  or  revoke  the  grant.  As 
far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  looked  on 
the  question  as  merely  one  of  how  the 
House  ought,  as  trustees,  to  deal  with  the 
money  of  the  people  of  the  country. 
It  resolved  itself  simply  into  a  question 
of  economy,  and  the  duty  of  Members  of 
that  House,  as  trustees  of  the  public 
money,  was  to  see  it  was  not  in  any  way 
wasted  or  given  to  those  with  whom  we 
had  nothing  to  do.  He  confessed  he 
was  rather  astonished  that  the  people  of 
Saxe  Coburg  should  for  a  moment  allow 
their  Prince  to  receive  a  subsidy  from  a 
foreign  State.  He  did  not  think  the 
people  of  this  country  would  stand  it 
very  long  if  a  foreign  country  were  to 
subsidise  our  Sovereign.  He  was 
astonished  that  the  people  of  any  German 
State  allowed  it.  There  was  a  rumour 
that  the  Duke's  people  did  not  like  it, 
and  he  trusted  that  was  true.  In  addition 
to  that,  they  heard  through  the  news- 
papers, which  were  very  often  right,  that 
Her  Majesty  and  the  Prince  of  Wales, 
as  well  as  the  Leaders  of  both  Parties, 
had  tried  to  induce  the  Duke  to  give  up 
the  annuity.  ["  Oh,  oh  !  "]  These  were 
only  rumours,  and  he  did  not  guarantee 
them.  He  understood  that  there  was  a 
precedent  for  giving  up  a  grant  of  this 
kind  in  the  case  of  Leopold,  King  of  the 
Belgians.  [^Laughter,]  Hon.  Members 
might  laugh,  but  it  appeared  to  him  that 
the  precedent  should  be  followed  in  this 
case.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Midlothian,  in  the  speech  to 
which  he  had  referred,  said — 

''  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  satisfactory  to 
Parliament,  or  to  the  people  of  Enf^land,  that 
the  Duke  of  Coburg  should  abandon  his  close 
and  affectionate  relations  with  the  Queen  and 
his  family/' 

But  it  seeme<l  to  him  to  be  a  very  weak 
argument  in  favour  of  the  annuity  to 
imply  that  it  was  necessary  to  give  a  man 
£10,000  a  year  in  order  to  insure  his 
affection  and  dutifulness  as  a  son.  There 
were  not  a  few  sons  who  would  be  very 
ready  to  show  proper  affection  towards 
their  parents  for  a  grant  of  much  less 
than  £10,000  a  year.     He  gave  that  to 
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the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for 
what  it  was  worth.  One  of  the  daily 
papers  set  out  this  case  much  better  and 
more  eloquently  than  he  could.  [Cn>* 
of  "  No  !  "]  He  referred  to  a  leading 
article  in  The  Daily  Chronicle  of 
December  22  last.  The  Daily  Chronicle 
was  one  of  the  strongest  supporters  of 
the  Government,  and  a  paper  which  he 
had  more  respect  for  than  any  other  in 
the  country.  To  the  Radical  and  demo- 
cratic Party  it  was  of  the  greatest  sup- 
port and  usefulness,  and  he  desired  not 
only  to  make  use  of  its  words,  but  to 
thank  it  for  them.  It  said^  in  the  course 
of  its  article — 

"  On  this  propoial  we  have  but  one  comment. 
We  are  astounded  that  the  Duke  should  make 
it,  and  we  most  earnestly  hope  that  Parliament 
will  not  accept  it.  With  these  opinions  we 
are  certain  that  every  Radical  in  the  Three 
Kingdoms  will  agree.  From  the  moment  that 
a  Royal  Prince  ceases  to  be  a  British  citizen — 
and  it  is  clear  from  Mr.  Gladstone's  refusal  to 
answer  Mr.  DalzieFs  direct  question  on  this 
point  that  the  Duke  does  thus  cease,  indeed  he 
has  already  requested  the  Queen  to  remove  his 
name  from  the  Privy  Council — it  is  a  matter  of 
entire  indiflference  whether  he  resides  in  this 
country  for  a  part  of  the  year  or  not.  Such 
action  concerns  only  his  own  pleasure  and  the 
advantage  of  his  own  relatives.  To  put  it  for- 
ward as  a  counterweight  for  an  annuity  of 
£10,000  is  a  piece  of  assurance  which  takes 
one's  breath  away.  This  country  deals  very 
generously  and  loyally  with  the  members  of  its 
reigning  House,  but  we  cannot  conceive  why  it 
should  even   be  expected  for   a   moment    to 

g^nsion  a  Prince  who  draws  an  ample  and 
oyal  income  from  the  same  source  to  which 
he  owes  his  allegiance— namely,  a  foreign 
State.  Parliament  obviously  foresaw,  when 
it  made  the  wise  conditions  we  have  cited, 
that  these  views  would  be  held  in  England 
when,  if  ever,  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh 
became  the  Duke  of  Saxe-Coburg.  And  we 
most  certainly  hold  them  now,  and  desire 
to  express  them  with  the  utmost  frankness. 
We  trust  that  another  occasion  for  bringing 
the  question  before  Parliament  will  soon  be 
found." 

He  had  tried  to  gauge  the  opinion  of 
the  country,  and  he  found  that  everyone 
outside  Parliament  agreed  with  him  that 
British  money  ought  not  to  go  to  this 
foreign  Sovereign.  He  knew  that  the 
question  had  been  raised  whether  His 
Royal  Highness  was  a  foreigner  or  not. 
It  appeared  to  him  to  l>e  clear  that  a  man 
could  not  be  the  subject  of  more  than  one 
State,  and  undoubtedly  the  Duke  of 
Saxe-Coburg  had  sworn  allegiance  to 
Germany  as  well  as  to  his  own  State, 
and  if  difficulties  should  ever  arise  be- 
tween this  country  and  Germany  the 
Duke  would,  owing  to  the  nature  of  his 
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^H^th,  be*  compelled  to  oppose  tLiii^ 
^B»oiintry.  He  hmt  not  the  <^lif;Ute<t 
^^jbjectioti  to   the    Diike  of   Saxe-CoJt^ir^ 

resettling  in  this  countrv  for  n  part  of  the 

year,  and  be  Jure*!  nay  the  Diike'f?  friemls? 

would  be  very  glad  to  .nee  liiiii.  and  be  was 
^^jure  the  triideH|>eople  would  lie  glad  of 
^■bi)^  custotn*  He  (Mr.  MortoEi)  had  no 
^MbjeettoQ  to  I  lie  Duke  of  Cohurt^  residiniij 
^^pere  for  a  part  of  the  year.  The  more 
^^money  that    was   ^peiit   here   the  better. 

But    thi:*  won  III  be  money  dragged  fro^n 

Plbe  British   taxpayers.      If  hon,   (Tentle- 
pieu  opposite  were  honest   in    voting  for 
xhU  grant  they  oyglit  to  raise  the  £K),(>0() 
by    private    subjJicription.      He    believed 
they    would    have   a  good  deal  of   diffi- 
iniitV'  in    raising    stieb    a    sum,    or   any 
art    of     it.       They    were     not     deah*ng 
ritb   their  own  money,  but    the  money 
of     the     taxpayers     of      this     country, 
^HMany  of  these  taxpayers  were  poor,  aud 
^■md   tiothiug  to  spare.     They  bjul    hard 
^H|irork  to  get  a  bare  living  for  themselves 
^^Bod  their  cbihlren.    They  hail  nothing  to 
^Bpare  for  idle    hixnriousness.     1 1   might 
^flieheld  by  snobs  and  flunkeys  that  it  was 
Wl  taste  to  <|  nest  ion   anyrbiug   that   the 
idle  rieb  mi^jbt  do,  or  to  obiect  to  anv  de- 
^HRand^  that  they  might  make  on  tbe  public 
P^»ur$e.      l\\n    it    was    not    only  bad   raste 
bat  inhuman  and  un-Cliristian  to  take  the 
^^poney   of    the    poor   taxpayers   without 
^^■leir   consent^  a  id   spend   hi  \i\\v  hixitry 
^^prhal  would  save  many   from   starvation 
^Knd  worse.  Members  were  here  as  trustees 
^^bf  tbe  people's  money,  and   let    them  see 
^^bat  thev  did  not  betrav  that  trust. 
^^  Mu.  LAHOrCIIEI^E  (Norrhampton) 

I  said,  that  his  lion*  Frfeiid  had  laid  before 
ttie  House  the  views  of  tbe   Radicals  on 
■lid    grant    with  bi.s    usujil   eogeufv  and 
tbitity.      He   had    heard   a  great   deal  of 
lonversatron  a;^  to  the  particulars  of  these 
Ifants,  and  be  must  say    it   appeared   to 
lim   that  many  bon,  (Tcntlemen   in    tbe 
House  were  not  c^iite  aware  of  tbe  eir- 
^^omstunces   of  this  ease  ;  and   therefore, 
^^k-  seconding   the    Resobirion,   he   would 
^«wbmit  some  facts  iu  connection  with   it. 
It  won  Id  be  remembered    that    last  year, 
^■ki wards  the  end  of  the  Session,  tbe  right 
H|kon.    Gentleman    the   Member  for   Mid- 
lothian announced  to  the  House  that  the 
Duke  of  Ediidmrgh,  upon    hecoming  the 
Sovereign  of  the  Ducby  of  Saxe-Coburg, 
Ijiad  declared  bis  intention  of  giving  up 
|Kl5,000  out  of  the  £25,000  a  year  voted 
P^  him   by  Parliament   and   of  retaining 
the  other  £10,000  a  year.     On  that  ooca- 
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sion  he  naked  tfie  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  be   would  give   a  day  in   order 
that    tbe    matter    might    be     discussed. 
Tbe  right  bon.  Gentleman   said   that  he 
was    liuahle    to    give    a   day,    and     no 
doubt  it  would  have  been  difficult  for  him 
to  do  .so,  looking   at  the  faet  that  busi- 
ness  wavS  «o    much    behindhand.        The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  suggested  that  he 
(Mr.   La  hone  here)  shouhl  find   a  day  for 
^himself,  but  at  that  time  most  of  the  pri- 
vate Members'  days  had   been   takeu    by 
the  Goverument,     Tlierefore,  a  few  days 
afterwards, he  asked  the  Solicitor  General 
whether  tbe  question  would  be  prcju<liced 
if  a  day  were  not   immediately  found,  or 
whether  a  Motion  could   be  brought    for- 
ward at  any  lime  ?  The  hon.  and  learned 
<Tentleman  replied   that   the   case  would 
not  be  prejudiced  by  not  being  gone  into 
at  ouee,  ami  at  last  a  day  bad  been  found 
by  the    hon.    Member  for  Peterborcngb, 
lie  mentioned  this  to  point  out  that  the 
right   hon.    Member  for  Midlothian   had 
not   held   tbe  view  tliat  the  matter  was 
not  under  the  purview  of  tbe  House,  and 
1 1 1  a t  t h e  1 1  o u se  h  ail  1 1 o t  a  rig h  f  to  d  i  «*e u ss 
the   matter.        Indeed,    the    Act     stated 
specifically  that    the    House   had   such   a 
right,  and,  assuming  that  the  Ke-^olniion 
was  not  carried  that  evening,  it  wouhl  l»e 
a  recurrent    Resolution   until   the  money 
was  secured   to   His   Royal  Highness   by 
Aet  of  rarliament,  as  it   was  not  at  pre- 
sent.    The  Duke  of   Edinburgh  was  the 
second  sou  of  Her  Majesty  and  an  Eug- 
bsh   Prince,  and,    the    Prince   of    Wales 
liavi ng  renounced  his  title  to  the  Du<djy 
of  Colitirg,  the  Duke   of  Kilinburgh   suc- 
ceeded and  became  a  Genua u  Sovereign. 
There  were  Sovereignties  and  Sovereigu- 
ties   in    Germany,        He   had    s<unetimes 
seen    (bese    Sovereignties     ridicnlcil     as 
being  ridiculously  small  ;    and    tin  doubt 
there    were     some     that     were     small. 
Some  of  the  Sovereignties  %vere  exceed- 
ingly   small,    but     this    Sovereignty     of 
Sh  xe-C  oh  urg    was    a     very     substantial 
poBsession.     The  Principality  had  a  reve- 
nue   of    6,500,000    marks,    ami    be    Avas 
happy  to  say  tbe  country  was   increasing 
in     wealth     and     iti     poptdation.       The 
Budgets  of  the  Principality  were  prepared 
every  four  years,  and    he   had   taken    the 
last   one  in   order   to   see   what   was   tbe 
Civil  List  of  His  Royal  Highness,      The 
Civil     List      was     something     between 
t'2y,«)0  and    £30.0(X>  per  annum.     Bo- 
sides  this,  the   Frinctpality  of  Leiichten- 
berg  wad  sold  for  2,000,000  marks,  and 
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he  supposed  the  Duke  eujojed  the  iueome 
from    that.     Ou   marriage    H.I.H.    the 
Duchess      of      Saxe-Coburg      received 
1,500,000  roubles,  on  which  5  per  cent, 
was  to  be  paid,  she  having  the  disposal 
of  that  sum  for  testamentary  objects,  and 
besides     that,     a     revenue    of     75,000 
roubles    per     annum    was     assured    to 
her    during    her     life.       This,     taking 
the  rouble    at  its   present   price,  would 
make     something      like     £15,000     per 
annum.     He  was  not  going  into  matters 
as    to   what    property    the    Duke    and 
Duchess  might  have  inherited  ;  he  was 
taking  his  figures  from  public  documents. 
In  1866  Parliament  voted  to  the  Duke 
of  Edinburgh  an  annuity  Of  £15,000  a 
year,  and  in  1873,  ou  the  occasion  of  his 
marriage,     Parliament    voted     £10,000 
more.     In  both  these  cases  it  was  pro- 
vided   that,    in    the   event   of    his    said 
Royal    Highness     succeeding     to     any 
Sovereignty  or   Principality   abroad,    it 
shall  be  lawful  for  Her  Majesty  or  her 
successors,  with   the  consent  of  Parlia- 
ment,   to    revoke    or    reduce    the   said 
annuity    by    Warrant   under    the    Sign 
Manual.     It  was  evident,  then,  that  this 
contingency     was     contemplated    when 
these   Acts    were   passed,    and    it    was 
equally  evident  that  the  present  Parlia- 
ment had  a  right  to  continue  or  discontinue 
this  annuity.    This,  indeed,  was  impressed 
upon  the  House  by  the  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian when  he  moved  the  Resolution  in 
1873.     He    had   gathered   that   a   good 
many  Members  were  under  the  impression 
that   they  wore   under  an  International 
obligation    with     Russia     to    pay    this 
£10,000.    This  was  absolutely  inaccurate. 
He  had  looked  into  this  Treaty,  and  it 
was  to  all  intents  and  purposes  a  marriage 
arrangement  with  Her  Royal  Highness. 
It  provided  that  the  children  should  be 
brought  up  as  Protestants,  and  it  dealt 
exclusively  with  her  money,  and  did  not 
touch  in  any  way  the  allowance   of  any 
moneys  then  or  hereafter  to  be  possessed 
by  the  Duke  ol'  Edinburgh.     There  was 
only    one   clause    in    the    Treaty  which 
might  be  considered  to  refer  to  it.     This 
was    the  clause  which    stated    that    the 
children  should  be  e<lucated,  maintained, 
and  provided  for  as  was  usual  in  the  case 
of    Prince    and  Princesses  of  the  same 
rank  belonging   to  the    Royal    Families 
of    the     United    Kingdom,     so    as     to 
exempt  H.I.H.   from   all   such   charges 
He  did  not  know  what  "  provided  for  as 
usual ''  meant,  for,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it 
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was    specifically    laid    down     that    the 
children     of   the    younger      sous     and 
daughters  of  the  Royal  House  should  not 
be  provided  for.     But,  in  any  case^  this 
provision  to  maintain  and  educate  would 
be  an  exceedingly  small  one.     The  Duke 
had  five  children.     Two  daughters  were 
married,  and   one   of  the   sons   was  an 
officer  in  the  Prussian  Army  ;  the  others 
were    unmarried.      But    they    were  all 
practically  provided  for,  and  the  Duke 
could  not  put  this  forward  as  a  plea  why 
the  money  should  be  given  to  him.     In 
asking  for  this  £10,000  per   annum   the 
right  hon.    Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Midlothian  stated  that  the  words  which 
he  had  quoted  were  put  in  so  that  no 
question  should  come  up  when  the  con- 
tingency arose  as  to  continuing  to  provide 
the  money.     Therefore,  they  must  treat 
this  treaty  as  having  nothing  to  do  with 
the  matter.     They   might    dismiss    the 
idea  that  there  was  any  species  of  Inter- 
national obligation.     The  third  clause  in 
the  Act  of  1873  secured  to  Her  Imperial 
Highness,  in  the  event  of  her  surviving 
her  husband,  £6,000  per  annum.     There 
was    no  such  proviso  as    to    the   other 
amount,  and,  of  course,  as  to  this  £6,000, 
it    would    be  paid  in    the   event  of  the 
Duchess  surviving  her  husband.     Why 
were  these  allowances  given  to  members 
of  the  Royal  Family  ?     He  had  opposed 
a  great  many  of  them.     It  was  generally 
urged  in  regard  to  them  that  an  £nglish 
Prince  was  expected  to  keep  up  a  certain 
amount  of  display.     He  was  to  have  the 
usual  paraphernalia  of  Princes,  and  he 
was  expected  to  discharge  certain  social 
and   ornamental    functions.     As    to  the 
Duke  of  Saxe-Coburg,  they  were    told 
that  he  would  do  that  by  occasionally  re- 
siding here.    JBut  he  did  not  come  here 
as    a    member    of    the    English  Royal 
Family  ;    he    would    come    here    as    a 
Sovereign  Prince  of  Germany,  and   no 
doubt,    like    other    Royal    visitors,  his 
relatives  would  l)e  delighted  to  entertain 
him    themselves.     They  were    told    he 
was  to  maintain  Clareu<^e  House.     That 
was    a  mistake.     Clarence    House  was 
part  of  St.  James's  Palace,   and   Parlia- 
ment maintained  it.     He  was  under  the 
impression  that  it   was  the  business  of  a 
Sovereign  to  reside   in  his  own  country, 
and  it  was  clear  that  the  Duke  could  not 
fulfil  the  double  obligations  of  a  German 
Sovereign  and  an   English   Prince.     He 
was  released  from  all  his  obligations  in 
this  country  as  a  Royal  Prince,  and  they 
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were  releaaed  from  all  the  oUligutious 
involveil  in  bis  being  an  Engl  is  b 
Prince.  The  Duke  of  Coburg  wus 
11  n  questionably  a  (Termtm,  He  had 
8 worn  allegiance  t4j  the  German  Em- 
peror, and  he  bad  withdrawn  from  the 
Privy  Conncil.  Uudor  the  Niitnraliza- 
tion  Act  of  1B70  it  w^ns  clear  thiit  he 
bad  ceascil  to  be  a  British  s^iibject,  and 
that  he  must  he  regarded  as  an  alien. 
These  were  not  only  his  views  ]*iit  thoy 
were  Genrian  views  also.  Count  %'on 
Caprivi,  the  German  Chaueellor,  in  the 
Debate  in  the  Bnnde.srath  respecting  the 
position  of  the  Dtike  of  Cohnrg,  said 
that  the  cHjmeity  id"  Germ  an  Sovereign 
excluded  fpsojacto  any  depeuclence  upon 
foreign  coihj tries,  and  maintained  that  it 
was  impoi^sihle  for  a  German  Prince  to 
be  the  **nhject  of  a  foreign  Power, 
Herr  Bonne  also  argued  thai  the  Duke  of 
Coburg  con  Id  have  no  oljligations  toward 
England  not  in  accordance  with  bin 
present  status  in  (Termany.  There  was 
an  old  statute  of  Queen  Anne  l>y  which 
alt  the  descciidanrs  of  the  Electress 
Sophia  were  declared  to  be  English  f?uh- 
jecta  ;  but  he  did  not  suppose  that  in 
tbe^e  days  great  weight  would  l>e 
atlachetl  to  that.  He  had  shown  that 
the  Dnke  of  Cohurg  was  a  foreign 
Sovereign  ;  that,  being  a  German  Sovct- 
reign  and  a  member  of  the  (merman 
Federation,  he  wa??  Ixumd,  if  that  Federa- 
tion wetit  to  war  with  tbiti  country,  to 
take  part  in  it  against  un  ;  that  by  bis 
own  act  he  had  renounced  liis  privileges 
Ail  an  Englisbnuiu,  and  that  we  were 
under  no  Intertnitirmal  obligation  to  f-on- 
tinne  the  payment  of  this  grfiirt.  The 
qnestioij  l>efore  the  Houst\  therefore, 
WH4S  whether  they  were  pre[mreil  to  granr 
money  to  a  foreign  Sovereign,  and  tlicv 
were  askeil  to  find  this  money  at  a  motncnf 
when  the  funds  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  were  low,  and  at  a  tmc  when 
they  were  called  upon  to  expend  a  vast 
amount  upon  the  Navy,  and  were  told 
thfit  soon  tljey  must  spend  hirgc  sums  in 
peggiirg  out  claitns  in  Africa  for  the 
benefit  of  futurity,  lie  saw  ninny  Jiish 
Members  present,  and  he  Inul  nr>t  the 
slightest  doubt  that  they  had  come  tlown 
to  vote  for  the  Kesolution,  A  Bill  had 
just  l)een  brought  in  throwing  the  cost  of 
tlie  Commission  to  be  apjKjintetl  for 
the  beuetit  of  the  evictetl  tenants 
upon  the  British  taxpayer.  He  felt 
gtire  that  the  Irish  Members  in  their  turn 
wouhl  be  glail  to  aid  in  putting  iI0,(MJO 


a  year  int(*  the  taxiwiyers"  pockets. 
There  was  nc^  more  reascui  for  giving 
this  sum  of  money  to  the  Duke  of  Cohurg 
than  there  wtis  for  giving  it  to  the 
Emperorof  China  or  the  IJama  of  Thibet. 
If  the  country  were  polled  to-morrow  it 
would  l>e  unanimous,  without  any  ill- 
feel  ing  towards  the  Duke  of  Cohurg,  in 
declining  to  gratit  this  money,  feeling 
that  it  might  be  expended  in  a  much 
better  way  at  home.  He  did  not  expect 
the  support  ^jf  Her  Majesty's  Ministers, 
for  experience  bad  taught  him  that, 
whatever  might  be  their  private  opinion, 
they  always  felt  it  to  he  their  duty  to 
support  a  Koyal  graut,  wbether  fair  or 
unfair,  wise  or  unwise.  Their  support 
was  apparently  part  of  the  contract 
involved  in  their  temiro  of  UfRce.  H» 
saw,  however,  many  Riidicals  present, 
and  they  would  vote  with  him  to  a  nuiu 
he  felt  sure.  Some  Radicul  Members 
hail  told  him  that  they  were  unfortu- 
nalely  ol>liged  to  go  away  on  business, 
but  those  who  were  in  the  House  would 
hi-  delighted  to  have  tliis  opportunity  of 
giving  practical  effect  to  the  views 
which  they  had  so  often  professed  at 
jndrlic  meetings  on  the  subject  of  Koyal 
grants.  How  the  Kadicids  present  must 
rejoice  tbiit  a  ilay  had  been  secured  for 
this  Resolution  !  How  glad  they  must 
be  that  important  private  business  had 
not  compelled  thetn  also  to  absent  them- 
selves !  A  Kadieal  had  said  to  him  that 
afteruoon,  '^  Don't  you  thitik  that  the 
present  excellent  Government  is  worth 
£10,0CK>  per  annum  ?  "  He  replied  thai 
he  could  not  venture  to  appraise  the 
vahie  of  (Tovertiments,  but  lie  had  also 
said  to  his  friend  that  he  might  vote 
witli  perfect  safety  for  the  Resolution, 
t)ectiuse  if  it  were  carried  the  Govern- 
ment would  certainly  not  go  out.  He 
had  sufficient  ex|>erience  of  Govern- 
ments to  know  how  they  stuck  in. 
Fancy  the  Government  going  to  the 
country  Avith  the  cry  of  *'The  Newcastle 
Programme  and  £1(MH)0  a  year  for  the 
Duke  of  Edinburgli  I  "  He  trusted  aUa 
to  have  the  support  of  bon.  Metuliers 
opposite,  for  he  might  remind  them  that 
there  was  a  time  when  Torit*s  cuter* 
taiued  very  sound  views  with  rcgunl  to^ 
Knyal  grants.  Their  support  of  Colonel 
S i bt hori)e  would  lie  retncndjered ,  TUro li ^ h 
his  instrumentality  and  that  of  the  Tories 
of  the  time  a  proposc^l  grant  of  £ot),00()  a 
year  was  reiluced  to  £30,000,  so  that 
tliey  saved  £20,000  per  annum  owing  to 
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the  determined  actioo  of  the  Tories  of  that 
day.  He  would  point  out  that  this  was 
not  a  question  of  the  maintenance  of  a 
Prince  in  splendour  as  a  bulwark  of  the 
Crown.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  could 
vote  with  him  with  an  excellent  con- 
science, because  the  question  was  one  as 
to  whether  a  grant  of  £10,000  a  jear  was 
to  be  paid  by  the  British  taxpayers 
to  a  foreign  Sovereign  because  that 
potentate  had  once  been  an  English 
Prince,  but  had  preferred  to  be  a 
German  Sovereign  and  a  German. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words, 

"  The  Act  of  36  and  37  Vic,  c.  80,  granting  an 
annuity  of  £10,000  to  H.R.H.  the  Duke  of 
Edinburgh,  having  provided  that,  in  the  event 
of  His  said  Royal  Highness  succeeding  to  any 
sovereignty  or  principality  Abroad,  it  shall  be 
lawful  for  Her  Majesty  or  Her  successors,  with 
the  consent  of  Parliament,to  revoke  or  reduce  the 
said  annuity  by  Warrant  under  the  Sign  Manual, 
and  His  Royal  Highness  having  succeeded  to  the 
sovereignty  of  a  Foreign  country,  in  the  opinion 
of  this  House  it  is  desirable  that  the  said  annuity 
shall  cease," — (al/r.  A.  C.  Morton^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

•Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  said, 
he  would  have  been  very  glad  to  have 
gone  into  the  Lobby  that  evening  with 
his  lion.  Friend  the  amusing  Member  for 
Northampton,  because  he  felt  that  in 
that  world  of  politics  they  owed  a  great 
deal  to  any  hou.  Gentleman  capable  of 
enlivening  the  usually  dreary  tone  of  the 
Debate  by  imparting  to  his  own  speeches 
a  light  and  airy  touch  whenever  he  made 
one  of  his  incessant  efforts  to  defeat  the 
Government.  If  one  of  these  days  the 
unwearying  Member  for  Northampton 
should  succeeil,  and  the  Queen  sent  for 
him  to  form  a  Government,  and  if  he 
wa-^  able  to  form  a  Government,  and  if 
that  would  be  a  stronger  and  more 
Radical  Government  than  the  present 
one,  nothing  would  give  him  greater 
pleasure  than  to  support  him.  But  on 
the  present  occasion  he  was  not  going  to 
<lo  so.  On  the  present  occasion  they 
were  not  considering  a  purely  jocular 
matter,  and  he  therefore  asked  to  l^e  ex- 
cused while  for  a  few  minutes  he  in- 
truded on  their  attention  in  order  to  state 
the  reasons  for  the  vote  he  was  about  to 
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give.  His  hon.  Friend  had  stated  that  the 
question  resolved  itself  into  this — whe- 
ther they  were  going  to  give  to  a  foreign 
Prince  the  sum  of  £10,000  a  year.  If 
that  were  really  the  question  before  the 
House,  he  should  certainly  vote  on 
grounds  of  public  policy  against  such  a 
grant  being  made.  But  that  was  not,  he 
submitted,  the  real  position  of  affairs. 
The  question  they  had  to  consider  was 
not  whether  they  had  to  give  a  grant, 
but  whether  they  were  to  violate  a  con- 
tract. That  was  the  point  of  view  from 
which  he  intended  to  approach  the  ques- 
tion. He  wished  to  consider  the  question 
from  the  same  point  of  view  as  if  he 
were  a  father  who  had  made  a  provision 
for  his  son  at  the  time  of  his  marriage, 
and  in  the  marriage  settlement  had  in- 
serted a  stipulation  that  under  certain 
conditions  he  might  reduce  or  revoke  the 
amount  of  money  granted.  His  hon. 
Friend  replied  to  him  that  that  was  not 
in  the  Treaty,  but  the  question  did  not 
depend  upon  the  Treaty.  They  had 
to  look  to  the  true  construction  of  the 
Act  of  Parliament  under  which  the 
money  was  paid.  Anyone  who  turned 
to  the  Debates  in  Parliament  on  this 
subject  must  see  that  the  position  taken 
up  by  his  hon.  Friend  was  entirely  un- 
tenable. There  was  a  clause  in  that  Act 
to  the  effect  that  should  the  Duke  of 
Edinburgh  become  the  Duke  of  Coburg 
then  that  House  should  have  a  right  to 
reconsider  the  grant.  The  grant  was 
expressly  stated  to  have  been  made  for  a 
provision  not  only  of  His  Royal  Highness, 
but  also  for  the  Duchess  of  Edinburgh 
as  well.  When  the  grant  was  proposed 
the  then  Member  for  Glasgow,  a  country- 
man of  his  own  (Mr.  Anderson),  moved 
that  if  ever  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh 
should  become  the  Duke  of  Coburg  the 
grants  of  £15,000  and  £10,000  should 
both  ipso  facto  terminate.  That  was  a 
simple  and  intelligible  policy,  and  Mr. 
Anderson  pointed  out  that  if  the  Parlia- 
ment adopted  any  other  plan  difficult  and 
delicate  questions  would  be  sure  to 
arise  in  which  the  mother  might  be 
placed  in  a  situation  of  hostility  to  the  son. 
But  what  was  the  view  that  was  taken 
by  the  House  of  Commons  then  ?  His 
Amendment  found  so  little  support  that 
the  hon.  Member  did  not  even  press  it 
to  a  Division.  Personally,  he  felt  strictly 
bound  by  the  provisions  of  that  Act  of 
Parliament,  for  it  was  to  be  remembered 
that   Acts   of   Parliament   were   special 
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cameil  out,  tuid  fairly  tiuJ  fuiilifiiHy 
iiUerpretetl,  Tim  provision  wa«  not 
gmiited  lo  His  Hoyal  Ilit^hiiOHs  oiilj 
until  sucli  titn©  Ha  he  .stieceedetl  lo  the 
DiK'Uy  of  Cobur^.  Pari  i  lime  tit  wonUl 
not  make  the  graut  on  ttio^e  terms,  \mt 
preferred  to  retain  the  power  to  revoke 
or  rediiee  tlie  annuity  by  Warmut  ututer 
the  Sign  Manual,  It  wa^  obvious 
Parliament  eouteinplated  that  a  re<hiceil 
an  nutty  might  be  given  to  the  Duke 
fcihotikl  he  j^u creed  to  the  Dueby  of  8a xe- 
Coburg,  and  thus  tlie  vv-hole  point  of  his 
hon.  Friend's  ease  faileci,  because  that 
case  was  that  the  Duke  on  beeonjing  a 
foreign  Prince  ceased  to  be  a  Briti.sh 
uubjecl.  He  did  not  admit  that  the 
fact  that  the  Duke  of  Edinburgii  had 
ccsa^ed  to  be  a  Brttisli  snbjeet  under  these 
circnmstanees  was  a  sufficient  ground 
for  the  gmnt  being  stopped.  Tlie  right 
hon,  Meinl»er  for  Alidlothian,  when  he 
was  at<ked  at  the  time  that  the  grsint 
wai?  made  liis  opinion  of  this  question, 
»aid  he  did  not  tliink  it  would  be  wise  to 
prescribe  what  course  should  he  pnrsnetl 
by  Parliament  whenever  the  Duke  of 
Edinburgh  suceeedeil  to  the  Duchy.  It 
would  be  more  wise  to  leave  Parliainent 
free,  in  order  that  it  might  do  what  was 
best  whenever  the  circumstances  arose, 
Xow^  what  was  the  effect  of  the  bar- 
gain into  which  tiiey  entered  in  1873  ? 
The  accesstion  of  I  lie  Duke  to  the  Princi- 
pality of  Coburg  was  a  ciiTUmstanre 
which  n»igbt  put  him  in  such  a  hnancial 
position  tlnit  he  ought  not  to  have  the 
whole  of  the  £2o,tXK>  which  w^as  pro- 
vided by  Parliament,  and  that  that  sum 
might  Ije  reduced,  or  might  even  be  en- 
tirely taken  away  if  tlie  circumstances 
justified  it.  £15,000  tiail  been  taken 
away,  or  rather  the  Duke  \\wl  voluntarily 
relinquished  that  amount,  and  therefore 
the  House  was  dealing  with  a  rwluced 
annuity,  and  the  question  it  was  now 
asked  fa  decide  was  that  even  a  reduced 
annuity  was  intolerable,  becanse  be  was 
a  foreign  Prince.  What  were  the  cir- 
cumstances that  had  arisen  which  would 
iustify  \\i;T  Majesty,  w^ith  the  consent  of 
Parlian^ent,  in  asking  that  the  whole 
£25 ,000  s h on  I d  be  tak c n  a  w ay  ?  S  jve i ik - 
ing  as  a  matter  of  common  sense,  the 
obvious  meaning  of  the  bargain  Avas  that 
if  by  the  Duke*»  accession  to  the  Duchy 
of  Coburg  he  was  in  a  financial  position 
to  justify  bis  dispensing  with  the  provi- 
sion provided  by  Parliament,  that  provi- 


sion ought  to  be  taken  away.  What 
were  the  financial  circumstances  ?  His 
hon.  Friend  knew  nothing,  and  told  the 
House  nothing ;  he  was  not  in  a 
position  to  give  the  House  aut!ientic  in* 
formation, 

Mu.  LABOUCHERE  :  Excuse  me,  I 
am  in  a  |>osition,  Ijecause  all  this  int'or- 
mation  Is  public.  The  Estimate  of  the 
Itevenno  in  the  Duchy  of  Coburg  for  four 
years  is  laid  down.  The  hvst  Estimate 
was  in  1891  or  1892  for  the  following 
four  years.  The  Revenues  of  the  Duchy 
of  Coljurg  and  (lotha  are  divided  be- 
tween the  Revenues  derived  from  the 
State  domains  and  the  general  revenue* 
of  the  State. 

LoHP  R.  CHCRCHILL:  Can  you 
lay  the  Papers  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  'f 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  The  noble 
Lord  nuist  ask  the  (tovernment  for  the 
Papers,  and  no  doubt  they  will  be  de» 
lighted  to  supply  them.  The  noble  Lord 
should  not  expose  hts  ignorance  in  this 
way,  1  w*as  under  the  impression  that 
every  one  knew  abmit  the  lievenues  of 
Colairg  and  Got  ha,  which  is  notorious 
puhiic  knowledge.  This  is  how  I  ftrrlve 
at  the  amount  of  £29,0130.  The  Duke 
receives  from  the  State  domains  of  Gotba 
100,000  marks  :  a  second  300,000  marks 
goes  into  t!ie  State  cljest,  and  the  Duke 
receives  half  of  all  in  excess  of  it.  The 
Duke  aJso  receives  one-half  of  (be  excess 
of  Revenue  over  Expeiiditure  from  the 
Coburg  ilomain  lands.  I  forget  exactly 
what  the  revenue  is.  If  the  noble  Lord 
will  inquire  be  will  liiai  theresidt 

LoRi.  R,  CHIMICIIILL  :  Where  can 
I  get  it  ? 

Mil.  LABOUCHERE:  The  noble 
Lord  will  find  that  the  result  is  this.  The 
excess  is  bet  we  to  900,0(K)  marks  and 
l,0(X),tMX)  marks  per  annum.  The  Duke 
gets  a  half  of  this,  and  in  addition  to  the 
HK>,000  marks  he  receives  from  the  other 
Drichy,  he  gets  582,000  marks.  If  hon, 
Memiiers  will  divide  this  by  20  they  will 
see  (hat  that  amount  reaches  betweeu 
£29,000  and  £30,0Ot*  per  annum.  The 
noble  Lord  can  get  this  information  in 
the  Library  of  the  House  of  Connnons 
from  The  Statesman's  Vear  Book  for 
1H94. 

*MiJ.   HUNTER   said,   he    was    much 
obliged    to  his    hon»  Friend  for  haviug 
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uow  disclosed  what  he  supposed  must  be 
called  his  case  ;  but  he  had  not  told  the 
House  anything  about  the  expenditure. 
It  might  be  that  there  were  obligations 
of  expenditure  with  regard  to  public 
objects  which  had  to  be  paid  out  of 
this  money.  He  believed  that  in 
the  Duke's  dominions  there  was  a 
State  theatre,  and  the  subsidies  for  the 
theatre,  as  was  a  common  practice  in 
Germany,  might  be  a  charge  against  this 
revenue.  If  the  House  of  Commons  was 
to  decide  this  question  rightly,  and  upon 
a  full  knowledge  of  the  JFacts,  they  must 
have  these  facts  presented,  not  partially 
and  incompletely  and  at  second-hand, 
but  fully  and  perfectly,  and  with  all 
details  both  of  expenditure  and  income  ; 
and  then  only  would  the  House  be  in  a 
position  to  form  an  independent  opinion 
as  to  whether  the  circumstances  of  the 
Duke  were  such  as  to  justify  a  further 
reduction  below  the  £10^,000.  The 
House  was  not  without  guidance  in  this 
matter.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Midlothian  was  fully  acquainted  with  all 
the  facts,  and  he  assumed  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  give  an 
opinion  without  taking  care  to  know  it 
was  founded  on  fact.  The  late  Prime 
Minister  stated  as  his  deliberate  opinion 
on  a  full  knowledge  of  the  facts — [Mr. 
Labouciieke  :  Where  ?] — in  December, 
that  in  his  opinion  the  Duke  ought  not 
to  be  called  upon  to  sacrifice  more  than 
£  1 5,000  out  of  the  £25,000.  ["  Why  ?  "] 
Becau>?e  he  assumed  that  the  late  Prime 
Minister  knew  the  whole  of  the  facts  of 
the  case,  and  he  was  afraid  that  the  hon. 
Member  did  not.  That  was  his  position. 
He  had  no  information  which  would 
justify  him  in  arriving  at  a  different 
opinion  from  that  arrived  at  by  the  late 
Prime  Minister.  If  without  that  know- 
ledge, in  an  arbitrary,  .capricious,  and 
wholly  unreasonable  manner,  he  was  to 
vote  for  the  rescission  of  this  contract  he 
should  be  doing  an  act  which,  as  a 
private  individual,  he  could  not  justify  in 
his  conscience.  He  thought  that  the 
House  ought  not  to  exhibit  a  less  degree 
of  honour  and  scrupulousness  in  the 
maintenance  of  public  transactions  than 
»  private  individual  would  show  in 
dealing  with  his  own  affairs. 

Mr.  storey  (Sunderland)  said, 
that  his  hon.  Friend  who  had  just  sat 
down  might  have  spared  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  one  gibe.  He 
began  by  saying  that  he  could  not  follow 
Mu  Hunter 


his  hon.  Friend  in  this  one  among  many 
attempts  to  defeat  the  Government.  He 
would  ask  his  hon.  Fi-ieud  the  Member 
for  Aberdeen  whether  he  would  have 
voted  differently  if  there  had  been  a  Tory- 
Government  in  power  .''  Had  not  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  consist- 
ently for  many  years,  with  the  support 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen, 
opposed  all  these  Royal  grants  ?  The 
hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen,  the  Radical 
of  Radicals,  whose  hard  Scotch  head  no 
one  had  thought  could  be  diverted  from 
principle  by  suggestions  of  the  fate  of 
a  Government,  came  down  to  the  House, 
and  upon  the  merest  whisper  of  the 
Whip  tried  to  persuade  the  common- 
sense  people  in  and  out  of  the  House 
that  this  question  had  anything  to  do 
with  the  fate  of  the  Government.  He 
should  like  to  see  the  Government  go  to 
his  constituency  with  a  cry  of  "  Home 
Rule  for  Ireland  ;  a  vote  for  every  man  ; 
and  £10,000  for  the  Coburger."  He 
thought  the  hon.  Member's  suggestion 
was  a  little  unworthy.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  that  he  knew  nothing  of  the  facts, 
and  he  added  that  neither  did  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton.  What  had 
they  to  do  with  these  financial  facts  ? 
He  had  many  a  time  opposed  these 
Royal  grants,  and  always  on  grounds 
apart  from  these  financial  facts.  And 
in  every  speech  he  had  made  on  the 
subject — and  he  remembered  being 
howled  down  on  his  first  speech — he  had 
stated  as  his  reason  for  opposing  the 
grants  that  the  House  was  the  trustee 
of  the  public  money.  Taxes  were  paid 
by  the  rich  and  the  poor,  and  the 
House  had  no  right  to  spend  the  money 
except  for  public  purposes,  and  it  was  a 
fundamental  principle  of  this  expenditure 
that  there  should  be  adequate  return 
made  to  the  State  for  the  sums  provided. 
The  Prime  Minister  was  paid,  and  he 
did  work  ;  the  officials  of  the  House 
were  paid,  and  they  did  work  ;  the 
head  of  the  State  was  paid,  and 
did  honourable  work  for  the  State. 
But  as  to  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh,  he 
had  always  held  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  House  as  public  trustee  to  pay  the 
head  of  the  State  an  adequate,  handsome, 
and  generous  remuneration,  and  to  leave 
to  the  head  of  the  State,  as  the  head  of 
every  family  in  the  country,  the  duty  of 
providing  for  his  or  her  children.  He 
did  not  shrink  from  that  position  now. 
He  would  never  have  voted  £25,000  for 
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tho  Duke  of  Edfnbur^li  at  any  time  ; 
but  when  the  House  of  CfiinrnouH  voted 
thw  niouey  the  Duke  ditl  live  in  Hk* 
count rv,  and  performed  what  thej  were 
accUHtomed  to  ciill  «ervice.H  to  the  State. 
He  kept  up  whiit  foolish  people  culled 
Royal  dio^nity.  [Lord  K.  Cblkchill  : 
"Royal  what  ?"]  But  now  the  Duke 
had  censed  to  live  in  this  country,  and 
bad  ceased  to  he  ati  Knt^ltshmau.  He 
had  uudertakeu  dwtiesand  responsihilitie.^ 
which  might  involve  him  in  war  with 
this  country,  and  h in  troop8might8lay  men 
wholiad  contributed  towards  the  £  10, t)(Xl. 
It  was  moDstroys  that  8uch  a  proposal 
should  be  ma^le  to  the  House,  His  hon. 
FrieDd  the  Member  for  Aberdeen  had 
said  that  the  Duke  had  a  revenue,  but 
that  there  were  many  charges  upon  it.  The 
boo.  Member  oven  mentioneti  n  theatre; 
aad  be  supposed  the  suggestion  was  thut 
ike  British  taxpayer  wan  to  Hod  £  10,iK)0  *4 
J6ftr  iTi  order  that  the  Duke  mrtrht  keep  up 
a  public  theatre.  The  hoiu  Member  way 
pleading  poverty  on  the  part  of  the  Duke, 
and  was  begging  the  peo[>te  of  England, 
on  I  he  score  of  poserty,  to  give  him  a 
revenue.  If  he  himself  were  a  German, 
he  would  Ik?  ashamed  that  ^ueb  a  dlrtcui^- 
sion  Bhotild  take  place  in  the  British 
House  of  Commons  about  one  of  the 
German  Prinees,  And  if  he  interpreted 
aright  the  feeling  of  Couat  Capri vi  and 
t^ueh  men,  they  were  ashamcrl  that  such 
«  position  should  have  been  }>ot*.^ible.  As 
ail  Englii5»hmau  he  deplored  the  fact  that 
such  a  petty  demand  should  be  made 
ou  the  taxpayers  of  this  country. 
When  the  Duke  sueceeded  to  hii^  present 
position  he  would,  if  he  had  been  a  wise 
man,  have  said  : — *'  For  2U  years  and 
more  I  have  received  £20,000  a  year 
and  more  from  the  State.  I  have  been 
handsomely  paid  for  the  public  services 
1  have  renderetl,  aud  now  that  I  have  a 
foreign  Priucipality  and  foreign  duties, 
it  IB  lieneath  the  dignity  of  the  great 
Royal  Family  to  which  1  belong  any 
jouger  to  come  to  the  people  of  England, 
rich  and  poor,  and  ask  them  for  this 
paltry  8imi.''  It  was  on  public  and 
general  grounds  that  he  asketl  tlie 
Radinais  who  were  worthy  of  the  name 
of  Radicals  to  justify  their  position  and 
vote  for  the  Motion. 

LordR.  CHURCHILL  (Paddingtou, 
S«) :  The  hon.  Geiitlemau  sat  down 
tmiDg  the  exprosftion  that  public  money 
urae  being  paid  in  a  direction  where  no 
aenriceji  were  rendered,  and  he  said  that 


they  were  noting  money  for  a  foreign 
Prim-e  and  a  man  who  had  never  rentlorcnl 
any  public  service.  [**  No,  no  !  ^*]  Oh 
yes  ;  and  certainly  that  AvaR  tho  intention 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman- 

Mu.  STOREY  rose  to  explain. 

Luni>  K.  CHURCHILL:  Ko,  no  ;  I 
will  not  allow  him  to  interrupt  me.     The 
hon.  Memla^r    for   Sumlcrland    said    we 
were    voting    money    for    a  petty    man. 
[''  No  I  *']     What  is  the  use  of   uttering 
senseless  noes  ?     1   made  a  note  of  the 
won!.     Those  noes  are  uttered   Ijeeause 
hon.    Members    did    not    listen  to    the 
speech,  and  if  they  think  they  are  going 
to  put  me  ilown  they  are  much  mistaken. 
I  ex]iect    hon.    Gentlemen    to   stick    to 
their  Hpeecbes,  and  not   repudiate   them. 
The  hon.    Member  for  Sunderland   said 
that    the    Royal    Family    rendered     no 
public  services.     [Oi'cj?  of  "No  !"]     I 
have  a  right  to  address  the  House   with- 
out being  interrupted.     We  have  listened 
in  silence   to  the   speeches    of    the   hon, 
^I  cm  her  for   Xorfhampton  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Suriiderlavjd,  which  contjiined 
titatements  revolting  to  hon.  Meml*ers  on 
this     side.      [Z//w///<r/rr.]       This    is     not 
fair  t  rent  men  t,  but  I   mean   to   go  on    in 
s^tite  of  interniptioiis.     The  lion.   Mem- 
ber for  Snn<lerland  turned  in  an  impres* 
sive    way   to  the  gentlemen   behind  the 
Government,    aud    said    that     they    as 
Kadieais  would  not  spend    public   money 
where     services     were      not      rendered- 
Wln»m  was  he  speaking  against  ?     The 
Royal    Family,      [Crks    nf    »*  No  !  "  ] 
What  !     Do  you  think  I  am  to  be  taken 
in  by  the  obvious   oratorical  artifices  of 
the    hon,    Memlx^r    for   Sunderland  ?     I 
nnderstand  every  word  he  says  on  Ro^ 
grants,   and   I    have   heard     tbe**£  '^^^^^  ''^^^' 
times  before  from  Radical  Mei' 
stated  that  he  would  nev-  ftands,  and  I  tel! 
£lo,(KK)   for   the  Duk^"^' ^^''<' '^^'^^^i  *« 
What  would    he  havj 
He    would    have    le'""^"i  ^^^^   Ireland   as 
crossing.     That  wr>  l>eeause  I  am  certain 
of    his    theorv.      *  never  follow  the  lead 
not  found  a  cros ^™tj^''"  ^^^  Northampton, 
Member  would  ^^^  ^^om  this  Radical  trash, 

Mk.  CONY  ^*^*^'   forth  on  us  whenever 
plenty  of  mon  "^on«»iltir   the  proper  main- 

LoRP  R.  ( ^^  Roj^al  family.     Here  wej 
a  very  hne  ^^^**^*"  ^nint  which  Parliament 
The  lion.  '"**'^i  '^"^   which   no  speeeb 
us  bis   i'^^    ^^     *^*®    ^^"*    Memlicr    for* 
these  \v'^P^"^^*    ^^   ^^^   '*"-*"'  Member   for 
are  th'-^'^^^'*'^  ^^^  possibly  invalidate.     We 
thev  ^  a  grant  of  £10,000  settled  by  Act 
2   X 
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lioti.  iKuuber  know  much  ubout  tbe  cost 
uf  keeping  yp  wbat  lie  called  the  liuyul 
ilignity  ?  Doei*  lie  thiuk  tbe  processions 
(if  tiie  Sovereign  and  mcml>er.^  of  tho 
Kiiviil  Family  tlirongb  tbe  j4treet8  of 
Lnntbm  ami  of  onr  birge  townn  to  open 
IlospituU,  Moiseums,  or  rniver^itievS  eoal 
no  tiling  ?  Has  tlie  bon.  Member  ever 
bad  tbe  Koyal  Familr  in  Sumlerbuid  ? 
[Mr.  STt>REV  :  >io.]  Tbe«  it  is  a  clb- 
gracc  to  bim,  Doen  tbe  lion.  Memlior 
know  at  wlmt  the  cost  of  tbe  Hoyul 
Family  wits  ealoulatetl,  on  the  ocea^iou 
of  tbe  last  Debate  on  the  Royal  grant, 
l>y  tbe  most  eminent  matliematieiaii 
within  the  House  of  Commons  ?  Sir 
Lyon  Phiyfair  then  reckoned  tbe  co8t  of 
tbe  lioyal  Family,  per  bead  of  tbe  people 
of  this  country,  at  the  minutest  fractiou 
of  a  farthing  that  tbe  human  mind  eonld 
conceive,  Thi:^  is  what  tbe  lion.  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderlatiil  will  not  vote  !  This 
is  tbe  tjort  of  tiling  with  which  the  hou. 
Member  for  Smiderhind  and  tbe  lion. 
Member  fur  Nortlnimptou  tbiiik  it  worth 
wiiile  to  occupy  tbe  time  of  the  HoUEie 
of  Conmions  with,  and  tbcy  have  8aid  it 
all  bcfi>re.  Every  won!  of  tlic  bon. 
Mcuiber  fur  Sunderlariil's  sitatement  and 
every  word  of  tbe  boii.  Member  for 
Northamptoii's  speech  I  have  heard  iti 
the  speeches  against  Royal  grants  during 
tbe  last  few  years.  We  never  beartl 
apeecbe8  against  Royal  gniuts  in  tbe 
Parhament  of  1874  or  in  tbe  Parliament 
of  1886.  Wbeti  the  right  lion.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Midlothian  (Mr* 
W.  E,  Gladstone)  whs  Prime  Minister 
we  never  beard  any  thing  against  Royal 
grants. 

Mk.  LABOl  CIIERE  :  Oh,  oh. 

Loitit  K.  CHURCH  ILL  :  Oh,  i»er- 
hapii  the  bc>».  Member  for  Northampton 
made  such  speeches,  hut  I  do  not  tbink 
be  was  in  tlie  P*tylianient  of  1874, 

U\u  LABUUCHKRE  :  Yes,  he  was. 

LuRD  R,  CHURCHILL  :  Oh,  yej*, 
he  was.  I  remember  *hat  be  was  tbe 
coneugue  of  Mr.  Bradlt'iHgli.  Certainly 
be  was  in  the  Parliament  of  1874,  bnt  lie 
stood  alone  on  thjR  ij  lies  t  ion.  The 
stoutest  defender  of  Royai  grants  in  this 
Houst*  and  of  the  proper  iijainienance  of 
tlie  Royal  Family  wa»  thcJ  light  lion. 
Gentleman  the  Member  fi»r  Midlothian, 
and  if  the  hon,  Mtml»er  for  Noi*ll*ampton 
bad  ill  his  presence  made  tbe  speech  he 
has  made  to- night — a  speech  w*hicb  1 
will  desvrihe  ki  a  miiinte — he  V'ould 
haTG  bad  such  a  lowelliug  as  he^Ms 
Lord  ff.  Churchill 


never  yet    bad    from    tbe    Member  for 
Midlothian,  whose  loss  to  this  House  I 
have  never  been  able  adeqnateiy  to  mea- 
sure, and  who  alone  could  keep  tbe  hou- 
Memln't  in  order.     I  am  well  accjuatnted 
with  the  speeches  of  tbe  bon.   Member 
for     North  amp  ton     about      tbe     Royal 
Family.     I    am  afraid    be   has  got  very 
near  in   all  those    speeclies    to  what  in 
ordinary  society  or  in   the  Press  woiikl 
be    called    scurrility.       He    fcaBts    ami 
intoxicates    himself    on     Koval    graijte. 
When   he  gets  a  Royal    grant    he  is    i^ 
diHerent  man   from    what  be   is   on  any 
other  subject.       His   imagi nation  is    far 
more— what  shall  I  say  ? — not  fertile — I 
eould  nj*e  a  different  adjective,  but  I  do 
not    think   it   would   l»e   in  Order.      His 
t  rea  t  me  n  t  of  f ac  t  s  ah  o  u  t  t  be  R  oy  a  1  Fam  i  ly 
is,    however,    remarkable.       He   distorts 
tbem  and  perverts  them  with  tbe  greatest 
freedom,    and,     if    it    is    necjessary,   he 
invents  for  tbe  delectation  of  the  House 
conversations    with    certain     Democrata 
whom  I  defy  him  to  produce  on  tbe  floor 
of  this  House.     I  tbink  also  that  if  he  m 
a  little  nbort  of  facts  be  draws  freely  ou 
his    imagination.        Arul     this     is     the 
attitude     on     Royal       grants     of       the 
man     who     is    responsible    for     Truth* 
1  never  beard  him  say  in  this  Honse  one 
word  which  was  ptU  into  that  celebrated 
journal   on    tbe    subject    of    tbe    Royal 
Family,     Tbe  bon.  Gentleman  could  not 
quote  a  single  great  Radical  who  opposed 
Royal  grantH.     He  eon  hi  only  give  the 
name  of  Colonel  Sibtborpe,  who  is  hardly 
an    authi>i*itY    on    modern    Tory    policy* 
Did  he  ever  hear  Mr.  Bright  speak  in  this 
House  against  Royal  grants  ?      Was  not 
Mr.  Bright  a  Radical  ?       Was  be  not  a 
greater     Parliamentary    authority      than 
Colonel  Sibtborpe  ?      The  hon.  Member 
is  fond  of  speaking  to  Northampton  boot-^ 
makers  and  shoemakers,  and  bo  is  fond  of 
speaking  at  hole-and-corner  meetings  id 
the  Metropolis.      I  will    invite    him   to 
come  down  to  Bradford  and  to  summon  A 
meeting    in    St.    George's    Hall    for  the 
express  purpose  of  delivering  an  address 
on  tbe  vices  and  the  defects  of  and  the 
necessity  of  aholisblng  tbe  Monarchy  and 
the   Royal    Family  oif  this  country,       I 
invite  him  to  do  that — to   meet  the  renl 
people,  and   not  merely  the  bootmakers 
and    slioemaker8    and    those  who    go  to 
hole-and-corner    meetings,      I    think    he 
will    be  very    fortunate    if  bo    gets    300 
people  into  that  hall,  aod  I  think  he  will 
be  very  fortuaate  if  he  escapes  from  thai 
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ball  with  h\A  life.  The  him.  Member 
professefl  to  be  very  learnetl  on  tlio 
Keren  lies  of  the  Cobnrtr  Duchj,  an<l  I 
will  read  to  the  lioii.  MemWr  an  extract 
from  the  vQ\y  book  to  which  lie  has  re- 
ferrcil  me — The  Sfatcsmf/n^s  Vcar  Ifooh 
for  this  year.  This  i:<  what  I  find 
there — 

"On  the  extinction  of  the  line  of  Saxe-Gothii 
in  182i>  Ernnt  III.  reccivcil  Gothii  in  oxchange 
for  Saarbnick,  which  was  asnig-nwl  to  Sase- 
Mdnifjgeu,  and  assmmel  tbc  title  of  Ernst  T, 
of  Saxe-Coburg-Gotha.  The  funn'Iy  is  in 
possefision  of  a  large  private  fortune,  aocumu- 
fitted  chiefly  by  Diike  Ernst  I,,  to  whom  the 
Ojngre«s  of  Victum  made  a  present  of  the 
Principttlity  of  I^ucbtenbcrg.  That  Prind- 
|>aUty  he  mU,  September  22,  1S34»  for  the 
fcum  of  2,(XH),fKJ()  tbalers." 

Everybody  knows,  exeept  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ntirthiimpton^  that  Duke  Ern.-^t  I. 
was  far  frocn  economieril  with  the  Royal 
property,  or,  indeed^  nobody  know!4  it 
belter  than  the  hou.  Member.  What 
doen  The  Sfftfeitmfins  Year  Book 
nl*oiit  the  late  Dnke  ? 

**The  reigning  Duke  him  n  civil  list  of 
irK),Ol)0  markrt  out  of  the  iacf>iue  of  the  Gothii 
Dotnuin  ;  100,503  marks  are  paid  into  the 
Public  Exchequer,  while  the  rest  is  divideil 
between  the  Duke  and  the  State  ;  and  the  Duke 
further  reecivej*  one-half  of  the  excess  of  the 
revenue  over  the  exiHJuditure  of  the  Gothn 
]>omain  Land>9 " 

1  have  given  the  income  of  Duke  Ernst 
!•!  aud  I  deny  that  that  iucotne  tnw 
ileacended  to  the  preaeut  Duke,  I  will 
not  continue  the  story,  beeause  the  hotj. 
Member  knows  it. 

Uiu  LABOirCHERE  :  I  do  not 
know  it. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  refused  to  lay  Papers  on  the 
Table  in  support  of  bis  statement,  and  I 
content  myself  with  The  Stafesmrtn's 
Vear  Book  hi  support  of  mine.  The 
hon.  Member  «aid  thi:^  Resolution  would 
be  carried  and  the  Govern  men  I  won  Id 
etiek  to  OflUce,  Mj  opinion  is  that  this 
Resolution  will  not  be  earried,  and  that 
the  Government  will  remain  in  Office 
with  f>erfeet  honour  on  this  subject,  be- 
cause the  .Government  are  following  all 
the  tnwlitious  of  their  late  great  Leader. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  is  following  no 
traditions  ;  he  is  simply  following  hi5  own 
extraordinary  ideas.  His  Radicalism  Is 
of  a  piittem  of  his  own.  It  consists  of 
^hitae  of  every  person  in  a  liigh  position 
and  of  attempts  to  bold  up  every  sueh 
person  to  ridicule,  and  if  j>ossibIe  to  bring 
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them  into  publie  hatred  and  public 
odiuoL  1  want  lo  address  a  few  word« 
to  the  Irish  Members.  l^Lauffhifr,^  I 
believe  they  are  going  to  vote  against 
Royal  grants.  If  I  read  to  them  the 
words  of  O'Connell  they  will  not  laugh. 
I  am  going  to  quote  from  The  Annual 
Register  of  1839.  O'Connell  was  speak- 
ing at  a  meeting  at  Bandon  on  the  otb  of 
December,  1839,  just  after  the  marriage 
of  our  present  Sovereign  had  been 
announced  to  Parliament  in  the  Quecn\s 
Speech,  and  he  said 

**  We  musit  Ih?,  we  are^  loyal  to  our  youn^ 
Queen — Qi:td  bles^  her/*    (Tuuinltuou^icheiins.) 

[_RfSfIi(*nl  laughter.']  Yes,  iliese  are 
soiUimenth  that  you  do  not  untlerstaud. 

**  We  must  be,  we  ure,  attached  to  the  Throne 
and  tu  the  Princeua  by  whom  it  is  filleil/' 

And  then  he  went  on  to  make  a  joke, 

•^  I  wi*ih  she  mav  hnveas  many  children  as  my 
gmndraolher  had,'* 

[^Laughter J]  Some  of  the  bi>Ti.  Members 
from  Ireland  must  have  some  rei-o] lections 
of  0 'Council.  Could  bo  not  say  a  thing 
like  that  ?     He  'weiil  on  to  miy — — 

**  God  ble«8  the  Quf?CQ.  I  am  a  fittlier  and  a 
g-raadfather,  and  in  the  fnce  r>t  H,Aven  I  pray 
with  US  much  honesty  and  fervency  for  Queen 
Victoria  an  I  do  for  any  of  my  own  ebtldren. 
The  moroont  I  hcarti  of  the  darim?  arnl  nuilacious 
raenjieeH  tawanls  the  8overeigrn  I  [ir  tmulgatcfi 
thruufiph  the  Pres?i  my  feelings  of  dftostiitiou  Jind 
my  determination  in  the  matter.  Oh,  if  I  ba 
not  jjreatly  mistaken^  1  wouhl  get  in  one  day 
5m),0(K)  brave  Irishmen  to  defend  the  life,  the 
honour,  and  the  i>erfion  of  the  bclov^ed  youngr 
larly  by  whom  Eag^laad^s  Throne  h  now  hlletl. 
Let  every  man  in  thf:^  vast  assembly  that  U 
Btretcbai  out  before  me  who  is  loyal  to  the 
Queen  and  who  would  defend  her  to  the  la«t» 
lift  up  hia  right  hand." 

Every  man  responded  to  the  appeal,  and 
O'Connell  continued — 

**  Tber«  are  hearts  in  those  hamls^  and  I  tell 
you  that,  if  necessity  required,  there  wooJd  be 
swords/' 

That  was  Ireland  then,  and  Irelantl  as 
she  may  be  again,  because  1  am  certain 
that  Ireland  will  never  follow  the  lead 
of  the  hon.  Meml>er  for  Northampton, 
I  pass  away,  Sir,  from  this  Ra*lical  trash, 
which  is  vomited  forth  on  us  whenever 
w^e  have  to  consider  the  proper  main- 
tenance of  the  Royal  family.  Here  we 
have  a  peculiar  grant  which  Parliameot 
cannot  touch,  and  which  no  speech  or 
Resolution  of  the  hon.  Meraljer  for 
Northampton  or  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sunderland  can  possibly  invalitlato.  We 
have  a  grant   of  £10,000  settled  by  Act 
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of  Parlinmeut  oij  tlie  Duke  aud  Duehe^s 
of  Cobiirg  on  their  marriage.  Do  gen- 
Ikmei)  opposite  tliiiik  that  if  they 
fftrried  their  RefiotiHion  to-night  it 
would  affect  that  law?  This  £10,(XX> 
reuiaiDs  beyond  their  grasp,  and  tliey 
are  l>eutiug  the  air  in  tnaking  these 
fipeeches  and  trying  to  ifi validate  tlie 
Act,  The  only  credit  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers can  take  to  themselves  is  that  of 
having  watted  an  evening  of  the  time  of 
the  House  of  CommoDs,  of  having  filled 
many  colnmns  of  the  Press  which  will 
sicken  the  mass  of  the  public  to-morrow, 
and  of  having  plunged  deeper  into  the 
mire  of  notorious  and  grave  indication  of 
hatred  of  the  Monarcbj  and  of  deter- 
minatioD,  if  possible,  to  bring  the  Koyal 
family  into  public  odinm. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Mr.  Speaker, 
before  I  go  to  the  direct  quej*tion  of 
these  grants,  there  are  one  or  two  points 
in  the  speeches  of  my  hon,  Friendi*  who 
moved  and  sec  on  tied  this  Motion  which 
I  think  1  ought  to  notice.  Fir»t  of  all, 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Memher  for  Peter- 
borough referretl  to  certain  rumours  in 
the  Press  with  regard  to  Her  Majesty 
the  Queen.  I  confess  I  regret  he  should 
have  made  such  a  reference  as  that.  To 
refer  to  the  opinions  of  the  Queen  to 
influence  the  decision  of  this  House  is  a 
thing  which  the  House  of  Commons  has 
always  carefully  ahstainetl  from.  To 
refer  to  those  opinions  as  rumours  in  the 
Press — well,  Sir,  if  we  were  to  he  judged 
by  rumours  in  the  Press,  I  think  w^e  should 
be  ill-jntlgetl,  and  I  undertake  to  say  that 
those  rumours  to  which  the  hon.  Meml>er 
referred  are  ahsohitely  without  founda- 
tion and  contrary  to  the  fact.  My  tion. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Peterborough 
asked  whether  the  Hoa^e  of  Commons 
had  freedom  in  this  matter.  The  House 
of  Commons  has  absolute  freetlom  in  this 
matter.  It  is  the  master  of  this  subject, 
and  the  right  of  judging  of  it  has  been 
reserved  to  the  House  of  Commons  ;  hut 
it  is  for  the  House  of  Commons  to  deter- 
mine what  that  judgment  shall  be  wutli 
respect  to  its  own  dignity  and  its  own 
senae  of  what  is  due  to  the  Sovereign  as 
well  as  to  itself.  There  has  been  a  good 
deal  said  about  the  Duke  of  Coburg^f 
position  as  a  foreign  Prince.  There  has 
been  a  certain  amount  of  very  doubtful 
International  Law  introduced  by  ray  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northampton.  I 
am  not  going  into  that  question.     I  am 
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not  going  to  discuss  the  particular  civil 
status  of  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh.  It  \% 
enough  for  me  in  dealing  witli  this  ques- 
tion to  speak  of  the  Duke  of  Coburg  as 
a  son  of  the  Queen  of  Enginnd,  My 
bon.  Friend  said  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Midlothian  invited 
him  to  find  a  day  for  this  discuSHion,  I 
have  looked  at  the  report,  and  certainly 
there  is  jiothing  of  that  kind,  but  qnito 
the  reverse.  Asked  by  my  hon.  Frietwl 
whether  an  opportunity  won  hi  be  given 
for  an  expression  of  the  opinion  of  hon. 
Members  on  the  subject,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
said — 

*'  Any  diftoussion  in  this  House  would  lie 
quite  inc<>n«istt*nt  with  the  viewn  t  have 
alrea<ly  8tat<xL  1  must  again  declftro  niystmnjr 
cipinion  that  [  <1«7  not  jsiq>]x>^  the  House  of 
Commons  would  think  that  the  Duke  of  Coburg 
otuflil  to  drop  altoj^ether  hifl  connection  with 
ihitt  country  and  the  recollections  of  the  life  he 
has  (mRRed  in  it*  I  conceive  tliat  those  recol- 
Jectiong  ought  not  to  be  dro[>i>ed»  and  if,  on  the 
contrary,  they  are  to  be  mBintaiiioi  by  ]>erio- 
^lical  rosidence,  it  would  not  be  the  view  of  the 
House  of  Commons*  or»  I  think,  of  the  hon. 
Member,  that  the  cxj^Kjmiiture  on  the  i-e^idence 
ought  not  to  be  paid  for  out  of  the  |jocket«  of 
th<3  jMSopIt:  of  this*  country," 

My  right  hon*  Frieud  added,  in  atmwer 
to  a  further  question,  tliat  there  would 
be  no  advantage  in  affording  the  oppor- 
tunity a^ked  for»  Therefore,  it  cannot 
1»e  said  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Meuiher  for  Midlothian  gave  any  en- 
couragement to  the  discussion  of  this 
subject.  There  was  a  good  deal  snid  by 
the  Member  for  Northampton  about  the 
present  income  of  the  Duke  of  Coburg. 
The  view  of  the  Government  from  the 
tlrst  on  this  subject  was  that  we  ha<l 
nothing  to  do  with  that  question.  We 
are  not  dealing  with  that  question  at  alL 
We  are  dealing  with  the  question  of  what 
it  is  tit  ting  to  do  with  respect,  at*  I  have 
saidi  to  the  aon  of  the  Queen,  and  to  him 
in  hift  capacity  as  an  Engli.sh  Prince, 
which  he  still  is.  Just  let  me  t^erjr 
briefly  recall  what  is  the  history  of  this 
transaction.  By  the  Act  of  1866  there 
waa  settled  upon  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh^ 
then  unmarried,  a  BUm  of  £1o,0(X)  a 
year,  which  was  the  same  as  was  given 
to  the  other  Prioceet  in  the  same  situa^ 
tion.  This  provision  was  aecompauietl 
by  the  proviso  which  has  been  referred! 
to,  on  the  supposition  that  be  might  he- 
come  a  foreign  Prince,  Now,  a  great 
many  ajguineuts  have  beeu  held  to  show 
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tbat  it  would  he  quite  improper  that  otie 
who  became  a  foreign  Prince  shouki 
receive  a  graut  tVoin  Parliameot,  But, 
•beii,  what  is  the  meAtiiDg  of  tUh 
proviso  ?  Why  did  not  it  say  the  graul 
should  cea^e  and  determine  ?  It  is  per- 
fectly plain  that  the  view  taken  by  the 
Houee  of  Conimmi^  in  1866  was  not 
that  it  was  incoDsistent  with  the 
position  of  a  foreign  Prince  that  he 
ahonld  receive  a  grant,  hecawae  the 
provision  was  that  the  House  of 
Commoot;  might  revoke  or  reduce  it. 
The  grant  was  given  ou  the  distinct 
hypothef?ij*  that  uuder  given  circum- 
fitanccs  it  would  be  bestowed  on  an  Eng- 
lish Priuce  who  became  a  foreign  Sove- 
reign, Otherwise,  there  was  no  meaning 
in  the  proviso  at  alL  Now  we  come  to 
the  Act  of  1873»  Attention  has  already 
been  called  fo  the  different  rbaracter  of 
that  grant.  The  tiret  was  a  grant  to  the 
Duke  of  Ediubnrgii  personally  ;  the 
second  was  a  grant,  not  to  the  Dnko  of 
Edinburgh  [>ersoually,  but  in  order  to 
provide  for  the  establishment  of  Mia 
Royal  Higbiac^ss  the  Duke  of  Edirdmrgh 
and  Her  Imperial  Highness,  the  only 
daughter  of  the  Emperor  of  Russia,  ou 
their  marriage.  Therefore,  that  was  not 
H  gninf  to  a  single  individual,  and  was  of 
quite  a  different  character.  1  do  not  say 
that  that  made  it  an  irrevoealde  grant. 
The  Aft  of  Parliament  in  terms  admits 
the  power  of  revocation  or  retluction»  But 
when  the  House  of  Commons  comes  to 
consider  whether  it  will  exercise  that 
power,  the  character  of  the  grant  is  a 
most  raateriat  consideration  in  arriving 
at  a  decision.  My  hoii,  Ffiend  the 
Memljcr  for  Peterborough  said  thai  we 
hail  not  recbieed  this  particular  grant. 
No,  you  must  look  at  the  thing  as  a 
whole.  You  must  take  it  as  the  £25,000, 
and  not  as  the  £IO,0(K>  which  remains 
and  the  £lfi,0<lK*  which  Ims  been  ex- 
tinguished. The  grant  has  already  been 
reduced,  not  by  the  hostile  action  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  but  by  the  voluntary 
surrender  of  the  Duke,  to  llie  extent  of 
£15,0tK>  out  of  the  £2.5,000,  Therefore, 
aft  the  matter  stands  at  present,  not. 
waiting  for  the  adverse  action  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  but  by  the 
voluntary  action  of  the  Duke  of 
Cobnrg*  a  reduction  of  that  material 
cbaracfor  in  accordnnce  with  the  provi- 
so in  the  Hlnlute  bus  a  I  rend  y  been  made. 
The  questioii  which  the  Goverumeut  had 


to  determine  was  this.  Was  that  or  was 
that  not  a  proper  Jictiou  upon  the  powers 
reserved  nnder  the  statute  to  Parliament? 
The  Government — and  I  speak  of  the 
Government  as  it  was  when  wo  had  the 
inestimable  advantage  of  the  Leadership 
of  my  right  hon,  Frientl  the  Member  for 
Midlothian,  and  as  it  is  now  as  being  one 
and  the  same,  because  there  are  the  same 
persons  with  the  same  responsibility  for 
the  decision  in  this  matter — the  Govern- 
ment when  under  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Midlothian  came  to  the  decision  that 
that  was  a  proper  proceeding.  How 
could  we  do  otherwise  ?  As  I  have 
poiute<l  out,  this  is  not  a  matter  of  purely 
legal  interpretation.  It  has  been  very 
properly  stilted  in  the  able  speech  made 
iiv  my  lion*  Friend  the  Member  for  Aber* 
deen  tliat  this  is  a  question  of  policy-*^ 
policy  of  which  Parliament  is  the  judge. 
The  question  was  deliberately  put,  when 
tins  grant  was  made  in  lH7-i,  by  Mr, 
Anderson,  the  Member  for  Glasgow,  that 
the  revocation  should  be  maile  absolute. 
Parliament  determined  then  that  the 
revocation  should  not  lie  absolute.  They 
detenu ine<l  then  that  it  should  be  a  con- 
ditional revocation  only»  or  a  rcdnction 
acconling  to  the  judgment  which  Par- 
liament formed  iqmn  the  policy 
of  the  case  at  the  time.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Midlothian^  who  was  then  resj>ousible 
for  the  grant,  itnd  for  the  advice  of  Par- 
liament, and  the  contbict  of  the  majority, 
said,  in  words  which  have  been  already 
quoted — 

"  He  would  observe  that  thoiig-h  m  the  course 
of  time  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh  might  l>ecomG 
n  foreign  Sovereign,  he  would  not  rhereforo 
L-ease  to  Ije  aa  Englij^h  Prince.  He  would  Htill 
wntiiiueto  hiive  family  rclntioiiishipH  nnd  house- 
huhl  coune3cions  to  umintain  .  ,  ,  ,  The 
grant  migbt  in  that  cane  \ye  m«Kliti«<l,  hut  it 
couki  not  lie  extiuguiahtid." 

How  is  it  possible  that  a  Minister  with 
ibis  responsibility  conhl  come  to  any 
other  tlccision  ?  Then  Mr,  Antlersou, 
who  had  unule  the  Motion  for  an  absolute 
revocation,  asked  whether  he  under- 
stm>d  that  the  grant  would  be  reduced, 
but  would  not  terminate  on  the  accession 
of  the  Duko  to  a  foreign  Principality  ; 
and  Mr,  Gladstone  answeroti^ — 

'*  He  did  not  venture  to  |)oiutout  what  would 
m.'cur.  What  he  said  wan  that  it  might  be 
TCJksonable  to  reserve  the  nower  given  in  the 
|»rnvt!wn  Hut,  on  the  other  hand,  it  vs'ould  not 
lie  rea*?onahle  ttJ  proviife  f-n  tho  oxriinf  on  of 
the  annuity," 
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Therefore,  there  watj  a  UDauimousdecisiou 
of  the  Hou&e  of  CommoDS  at  the  timo  to 
accept  that  iuterpretatiori  placed  wpoii 
the  grant  by  tlie  Member  for  MiiHothittn, 
and  upon  those  grounds  and  that  ftssiir- 
anee  the  grant  was  made.  Would  it  he 
fair,  iimler  those  circnm.Htancos,  with  that 
statement  made  niiil  annexeil  to  the 
grant  and  annuity,  to  now  place  a  differ- 
ent and  an  opposite  interpretation  upou 
the  matter  ?  We  came  to  the  conclusion, 
jind  we  adhere  to  the  conclusion,  that  it 
would  be  absolutely  impossible  to  depart 
from  thai  contemporaneous  statement 
which  was  accepted  by  the  House  of 
Commons  at  the  time.  1  do  not  deny 
the  ah&olute  right  of  the  hon.  Members 
for  Peterborough,  Korthampton,  and 
Sunderland  to  form  their  own  opini<m.'4 
on  the  subject  and  to  gay  that  we  are 
wrong.  Bnt  we  are  obliged  to  accept 
that  position,  and  we  must  adhere  to  it, 
I  do  not  comlemn — it  would  be  wrong  to 
do  so — those  who  form  a  different  judg- 
ment on  the  matter.  I  only  point  out  on 
what  groiinda  the  Government,  having 
given  careful  consideration  to  this  sub- 
ject, formed  the  y\\^y^^  they  arrived  ut. 
This  m  a  (juestiou  which  the  House  of 
Commons  nnist  determine,  ami  I  think 
the  House  will  dclonnine  it  in  a  maimer 
which  will  well  become  it  I  have  said 
before  that  it  is  not  fitting  that  the 
name  of  the  vSovereigii  should  be 
need  in  these  Debates  to  infhrence 
their  decision  ;  but  at  the  same  time, 
without  violating  that  nde,  which 
ought  never  to  be  violated,  I  cannot  but 
feel,  and  I  think  the  House  will  feel,  that 
there  never  was  selected  a  more  inaus- 
picious moment  than  thi^  to  do  a  most 
ungracious  deetL  I  do  not  think  it  is  a 
proceeding  which,  even  if  the  Hou^e  of 
Commons  were  to  .nanction  it,  would  com- 
mend itself  to  the  Hentimeuts  of  the 
English  people.  1  quite  admit  that  mj 
hoji.  Friends  have  full  right  to  umko 
their  protest  and  to  give  expresiion  to 
their  opinions  on  the  subjoct,  hut  I 
earnestly  tnist  that  if  anything  we  have 
ttai*!  to-night  shouhl  have  convinced  them 
that  there  are  views  on  the  question 
which  are  such  as  to  commend  theniselven 
to  a  majority  of  this  Jloui^e  they  will  not 
press  the  matter  to  a  Division,  which  I 
do  not  think  would  re«iound  to  the  creilit 
of  our  proceeiliugs,  I  would  press  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Memljcr  for  Northamp- 
ton not  to  persist  in  the  Motion,     I  have 
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no  right  to  appeal  to  hon,  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  eide  of  theHou»e# 
They  will,  ot  course,  take  the  view  of 
the  subject  which  they  think  best  and 
most  fitting,  and  I  have  little  doubt  as  to 
the  view  they  will  take  of  it.  [Mr. 
Stokev.  Hear,  hear !  ]  I  heard  an 
ironical  cheer  from  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sunderland.  I  know  very 
well  that  I  have  little  influence  with  him, 
I  never  felt  more  than  I  do  at  this  time 
the  absence  of  that  great  Leader  whoBd 
place  I  so  unworthily  fill.  Speaking  to 
gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House  be 
might  have  had  some  personal  influence 
to  which  I  make  no  pretension  ;  but  this 
I  will  say — that,  under  the  circumstances 
of  to-night,  I,  at  all  events,  do  most 
earnestly  urge  upou  the  gentlemen  who 
sit  on  these  Benches,  in  the  name  of  the 
Government.,  whom  I  Tielieve  they  desir© 
to  support,  to  sustain  the  decision  at 
which  that  Government  has  deliberately 
am  V6il 

Mh.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Mr,  Speaker, 

it  is  hanlly  necessary  for  me  to  rise  for 
the  purpose  of  re-arguing  the  question 
which  has  been  so  ably  dealt  with  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  ju&t 
sat  down,  hut  I  cannot  let  this  Debate 
come  to  a  conclusion  without  expressing^ 
in  perfectly  unambiguoas  terms,  the  view 
which  I  hold,  and  which  I  hope  ^\my 
hon.  Gentleman  wlio  is  in  the  habit  of 
acting  with  me  will  be  prepared  to  sup- 
port in  the  Lobby,  I  dephiro  deeply 
this  Debate,  which  the  hon,  MeniVw 
opposite  has  thought  it  consistent  wiUi 
his  duty  to  initiate.  1  do  not  know  what 
is  to  be  gained  by  it ;  I  see  much  to  be 
lost  by  it ;  hut,  at  all  events,  whatever 
may  l>e  the  upshot  of  it,  it  is  plain  that 
the  House  of  Commons  is  at  this 
moment  perfectly  free  to  register  what 
decision  it  pleases  on  this  question.  At 
the  same  time,  it  should  he  recollected 
that  we  are  dealing  with  a  decision  of 
the  House  of  Commons  arrived  at  20 
years  ago,  when  it  was  deliberately  in- 
dicated that,  in  the  event  of  the  Duke  of 
E^linburgh  succeeding  to  the  Duchy  of 
Coburg,  it  would  probably  not  be  ex- 
pe<lient,  whatever  might  have  been 
thought  at  the  time  that  occurred,  to 
withdraw  the  grant  which  ParliameDt 
then  decided  deliberately  to  confer  upon 
the  son  of  the  Queen.  I  heard  ^Mlh  sur- 
prise and  some  pain  the  speech  of  tlie 
hon.  Member  for  SunderloiuL     He  wiid 
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notbing  dialojiil  to  the  Crowir,  but  be 
Indicated  his  delibeinte  view  that,  with 
regard  Id  the  childreu  of  the  Sovereign, 
we  had  no  obligaiious  whatever,  that  tl»e 
sole  obligtttioQ  Xny  uj>ou  the  QyesD,  and 
that  she  was  to  provide  for  all  her 
cbihlreu  out  of  the  Crown  funds,  of  which 
she  has  command. 

Mr.  storey  said,  he  had  indicated 
only  his  view  that  the  proper  way  was 
for  the  State  to  jiaj  an  adequate,  a 
handsome^  a  generous  anion  tit  to  the 
Sovereign,  but  that  she  should  provide 
for  her  children  just  as  other  parents  did. 

Mr,  a.  J.  BALI  O UK  :  May  I  re- 
mind  the  House  and  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  Civil  List  was  settled  upcm  the 
bypothost8  that  the  Sovereigu  sshoiild  not 
provide  for  her  children,  but  that  the 
country  should  provide  for  them.  If  the 
hon.  Member  thinks  we  should  not  pro- 
vide for  them  he  should  be  a  purty  to 
increasing  the  Civil  Li^t,  which  was  de- 
termined and  settled  at  a  time  when  the 
decision  of  the  country,  nniveri^ally 
accepted  by  men  of  all  Parties,  was  that 
the  dtity  of  providing  lor  the  children  of 
fhe  Sovereign  rested,  not  npoti  the 
Sovereign  herself,  but  upon  this  House, 
and  the  liberality  of  the  country  over 
which  she  reigns.  1  confess  when  I  re- 
flect that  this  settlement  was  made  nearly 
a  geuenition  ago,  and  rbat  I  he  Prince  in 
whose  favour  it  was  made  has  sitice  that 
period  done  diatiuguished  service  to  his 
country  and  ranks  at  ibis  moment  amongst 
the  very  first  naval  officers  whom  this 
country  baa  ever  possested,  I  do 
tlituk  that  it  is  an  ungracious  thing  to 
take  advantage  of  the  first  opportunity 
that  presents  itself  to  cut  dowii^ — not 
merely  to  cut  down  but  to  destroy  alto- 
gether— the  allowance  which  tfiis  House 
has  granted  to  him.  1  notice  that  a 
great  ccoDomist  who  s^upports  this  altera- 
tion of  our  regulations  is  now  out  of  the 
House,  and  I  greatly  regret  it,  becanste 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  wlwo 
I  understand  is  the  leader  in  this  move* 
meat  of  revolt  against  the  Government 
— not  for  the  lirst  lime— a  few  hours  ago 
put  down  a  Motion  for  the  payment  of 
Members.  I  am  always  amuned  by 
Radlciit  economy.  Hero  we  have  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  making  a 
speech  against  continuing  ibiH  grant  of 
£10,00<}  a  yeAr  to  a  Prince  who  is  the 
son  of  the  Sovereign  and  in  the  same  24 
boar»  putting  a  Motion  n}K>n  the  Notice 
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Paper   which,  if    it    were    carried     into 
practical   effei-t,  would  impose   npon  the 
country  a  bnrdeti  of  £oOi),000  a  year  at 
least.     The  econonjies  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber are  t=ingularly  contrived.     They  are 
all  economies  at  somebody  else's  expense, 
and  when  he  docs  make  demands  upon  the 
resources  of  the  taxpayers  of  this  country, 
whom  at  other  times  he  is  so  anxious  to 
protect,  it  is   always   in  his  own  favour 
and  that  of  his  particular  friends  that  be 
makes    a  draft    wpou   public    generosity, 
1  do  not  really  think  that  the  House  will 
endorse    the  views   of  the   hon.  Gentle- 
man.    Let    me   suppose    that    the    case 
Tvbieb  we  have  before  us  was  reversed. 
We  are  dealing  with  the  marriage  settle- 
ments of  an  English  Prince  who  married 
a  Russian  Princess,  and  we  propose  to 
cut  down  these  settlements  to  nothing  at 
all.     What  should  we  say  of  a  Russian 
Tsar  who  took   similar  opportunities  of 
making  an  economy  if  a  Russian  Prince 
bad  married  an    English    Princess.     Are 
we  to  be  meaner,  is  this  House  and   this 
country  to  he  meaner,  than  any  country 
in  Europe  ?     Are  we  to   hold  ourselves 
up  as  objects  of  the  contempt  atid  scorn 
of  every  country  which  has   a  Monarchy 
and    which    desires    to   support  a  Mon- 
archy  ?     If  you  want  to  get  rid  of  your 
Monarciiy,  say  so.     If  your  view^  is  that 
it  is   a   luxury    too   expensive    for    this 
impoverished  country  to  support,  make  a 
public  profession  of  your  faith.     But  if, 
as  the  majority  of  you  undoubtedly  hold, 
we  are  attached  to   and  ought  to  retain 
the  Monarchy  with  which  are  bound  up 
the  whole  traditions  of  our  Constitutiotial 
freedom,    then    to    wrangle    over    every 
sixpence  which  we  vote  to   keep  up   the 
dignity  of  the  Throne  surely   is  to  show 
ourselves  what  we  are  sometimes  aecuseil 
of  being,  a   nation    of   Imckslers   iind   of 
shopkeepers.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  rested  bis    case 
largely  upon  the  authority  of  a   states- 
man    wbiise    counsels     are     no      longer 
present     to     guide      us.        I,       at       all 
events,    though     I     have     not     agreed 
with     that     great    man    on    the    broad 
lines  of  his  policy,  have  always  felt  that 
as  regards  the  relations  which  ought   to 
subsist  between  this  House  and  the  reign- 
itig  family  of  this  country  be  was  a  guide 
whom  wc  sliould  all   be  proud  to  follow. 
And  1   think   that    in    the    particular   ar- 
rnngonient    which    he   proposed — thongh 
it  has  fallen  to  others  to  support  it — he 
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waa  anJmatetl  by  the  same  desire  loyally 
to  atipport  the  dl^nky  of  the  Sovereign 
a**  animated  bim  throii||^faoiit  the  whole  of 
his  |>olitical  life ;  and  I  am  sure  if  he  were 
hereto  supf  ort  by  speech  the  policy  wliich 
be  himself   wau  the  first  to  ittittate,  he 
would  aiid  most  powerful  assistance  ami 
he  would  prove  a  most  powerf»ilally  iu  the 
cause  ill  which  I  am  eon vi need  the  ma- 
jority of  this  Hoiii^e  fee!  that  their  honour 
is  engaged.     True  it  is,  as  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  and  apeakers   opposed   to  the 
right   boij.   Gentleman  have  said   in  the 
eourse   of    this    Delmte,    tbe    Honse   of 
Common?  is   free  to   do    wbat    it   like?^. 
Bnt  the  <iuestion  before  ns  is  not  whether 
we  are  free  to  vote  for  this   Resohition, 
but  bow  we   onght   to  use  the  freedom 
wbieh   we  nudoubtedly  enjoy.     And  on 
this  poiiit  I  have  no  right  to  appeal   to 
hon.    Gentlemen   opposite.     But  I  have 
a  right  to  appeal   to  ray  friends?  on  this 
side  of  the  Honse,  and  I  douht  not  bow 
that  appeal  w^ill  bo  answeroil.     It  is  plain 
to  me  there  is  bebiml  tbe  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman   opposite  a  Party  whose   magni- 
tude I   have   no   power  to  estimate,  but 
who,  if  report  speaks  truly,  are  form  i*  la  hie 
in  numl>ers  as  tbey  are  powerful   in   De- 
bate,    And  it  may   he  coiieeivahle  that 
there  are  persons  vehemently  opposed  to 
tbe  (iovernment  in   their  general   ^xdiey 
who   would   take   advantage  of   tJiis  rir- 
cumstanee  to  put  them   in   a  position   of 
diffieul ty  and  embarrassment.     But  I  am 
convineed  that  if  such   persons  there  ure 
ID  this  House  they  will,  on  refleetiou,  see 
that  here  is  a  ease  in  which  all  loyal  sul  - 
jects  of  the  Throne, all  who  desire  to  sup- 
port the  honour  of  theCrown  ami  to  respect 
the  traditions  of   Parliament,  all  who  are 
anxious  to  carry  out  the  spirit  of  eugage- 
meDis    long    ago    entered    into   in    tbis 
House,  will    throw   aside    every    small 
Party  feeling  and    will    unite   together, 
irre8f»ei*tive  of   tlie   petry  consideratiotis 
which  may  on  smaller  occasions  animate 
us  in  our  daily  conflicts  across  the  floor 
of  this  House,  and  that  we  shall  support 
the  Government  when   they  loyally   try 
to  carry  out  their  duty  as  tbe  servants  of 
Her  Majesty,  and  that  we  shall  l>e  found 
in  tbe  Lobby  voting  against  a  R»?sohjtion 
which,  if  it   were  carrieil,  would,  in  my 
judgment,  inflict  a  lastiug  stain  ou  tbe 
honour  of  this  House. 

Mb.  DALZIEL  (Kirkcahly,  i^c.) 
should  not  detain  the  House  for  more 
ihau   a  single  moment,    but    after    the 
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speeches  that  had  heeo  made  be  was  not 
content  to  give  a  silent  vote.     With  all 
respect    to  the    right    hon.    Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down,  he  ventured  to 
say  he   had    totally  misrepresented    the 
point  that  was  really  at  issue.     It  was 
not  a  question  of  the  rnaiute nance  of  the 
British    Monarchy  and  whether  or   not 
they  approved  of  the  expenditure  which 
the   British  Monarchy   cost.     That  waa 
totally  beside  the  question  now    before 
the  House.     The  question   they   bad  to 
decide  was   whether  or   not  this   House 
hatl   the   power  to    review   tbe   decision 
arrived  at  in  1866  and  confirmed  in  1873, 
And    he  could   not  but  regret  that  the 
right   bon.    Gentleman    the    Leader    of 
the    House,     whom    all    on     that    side 
respected,    had    thought    it    proper   on 
an      occasion       like      this     to      appeal 
to  tbe  high  persona!   respect   which    he 
knew  they  entertabied    for  him,  and  ask 
them  to  sink  their  solemn  judgment  with 
regard    to  this   question,    and   put  their 
respect  before  it  in  the  decision  tbey  were 
to    take.     Highly    as    be    respected   the 
right  hon.  Gentlemnn,  and  highly  as   he 
appreciated  his  Leadership  in  the  Hoiiae^ 
be    said    that    on   a     question    like  this, 
coming    forward     on     tl»e    Motion  of    a 
private  Member,  he  retained  his  right  of 
judgment.     He  said,  that  the  point  thmt 
this  Debate  had  really  turned   upon    was 
whether  or   not   this    was  a   question  of 
honour  they  had  to  ronsider.     If  it  could 
he  shown  that  in  apjjroving  of  any  grant 
in  18H6,  nml  again  in  1873,  that  that  waa 
a    deliberate    engagement    entered     into 
with  the  Royal   Prince,    for   his  part  he 
would  not  for  a  single   moment   attempt 
to  contest  that  decision.      Btrt  the  facts 
were    altogether   contrary  to  that    ease. 
Why  was  it  that  the   Amendment  waa 
withdrawn  in  1873?      The  Amendment 
was  withdrawn    on    the   distinct  under- 
stnuding  that  the  question  as  to  whether 
the  Prince  sliould  continue  to  receive  the 
annuity,  when    he    sliouhl    come    to   the 
Throne  of  Saxe-Coburg,  t^liould  be   left 
open  for  the  PHrliftuient  of  the  time  l>eing 
to  decide.     Tlie  Amendment  of  1873  was 
moved  by  Mr.  Anderson,  and  withdrawn 
on  a  personal  appeal  to  bim  by  tbe  right 
bon.  Member  for  Midlothian.     This  was 
the  reason  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave 
for  making  that  appeul — 

'*  In  cnse  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh,  in  the 
course  of  nature^  should  Huccee^l  to  a  Prind* 
pality  abroad  which  should  vote  its  own  revenue 
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and  cxindition  of  expenses,  his  |.K)fiition  would  Vjc 
8o  materiftlly  filtered  from  that  at  a  simple  fH!r- 
eon  of  A  junior  member  of  Jbc  Royal  Fatnilj 
that  it  would  Dot  be  wise  to  prc»cril»e  beforehand 
what  might  or  might  not  he  dout-/* 

It  v/i\»  perfectly  clear  the  right  hoD,  Gen- 
tlemuti  did  notdetennitie  the  f|uestion,  for 
he  eaid  that  the  reifpoiisibilitj  for  settling 
the  question  shoiiUl  be  left  to  the  Parlio- 
ment  of  the  time  being.  Then  the  right 
boo,  Getitlemuu  weut  on  to  meotioo  the 
case  of  the  King  of  the  Belgiftiu*,  who 
was  placet!  in  a  precii^ely  similar  positiou 
and  relinquished  hi?*  aMowance,  and  in 
appealiDg  to  hon.  Members  be  left  the 
impressiou  that  he  was  atiggesti ng  that 
thifl  was  the  course  the  Duke  of  Edin- 
burgh should  follow  in  Bimihir  cirtnini- 
stauees.  lie  maintained  that  the  (to- 
veroroent  ought  to  have  allowed  Parlia- 
ment an  opportunity  of  deciding  on  this 
question,  Parliameot  was  noteonsnltetl, 
»nd  it  was  by  the  merest  accident  of  the 
ballot  that  they  were  able  to  discuss  it 
at  al[.  He  said  it  wa8  not  a  question  of 
confidence  iu  the  Govern  me  lit,  hut  if  the 
Government  thought  they  had  representetl 
the  feelings  of  their  followers  iu  this 
House,  why  did  they  not  leave  the 
Motion  to  stand  on  its  own  merits?  The 
reason  was  plain.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  knew  tbat  if  the  Motion 
was  left  to  the  judgmeot  of  Members 
on  the  Liberal  Banches  he  would  not  get 
five  Mem  tier  8  to  vote  for  the  proposal  of 
the  Government,  It  was  because  he 
belie ve<l  His  Royal  Highness  was  in  a 
situation  to  maintain  his  present  position, 
because  he  had  ceased  to  owe  any 
allegiance  to  this  country  ;  because  there 
wag  not  a  single  tittle  of  evidence 
brought  forward  to  show  tbat  he  had 
desired  this  grant,  or  had  any  real  neces- 
sity for  it,  that,  apart  from  the  question 
of  conlidence  in  the  Government,  he  (Mr, 
Dalsciel)  suhould  vote  for  the  Motion  now 
before  the  House. 

Question  put. 

The    House     divided  :— Ayes     298  ; 
Noes  67. — (Division  List,  No.  33.) 

Main  Question  proposed^  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair.*^ 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Supply, — Committee    upon    Monday 
next. 


INDIAN  RAILWAY    C0MPAN1E8   BILL. 
>tOTl<>N    FOK    I.EAVK. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  enable  Indian  Railway  Companies  to 
pay  Interest  out  of  Capital." — {Mr,  //. 
ff.  Fowler,) 

Sm  R,  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
asked  whether  the  proposed  power  would 
be  given  to  Indiiiu  Railway  Companies 
under  the  conditions  tbat  were  laid  down 
by  the  Railway  Commissioners  in  this 
country  ? 

Mr^  H.  H.  fowler  ;  Practically, 
(he  Regnlatious  are  the  same. 

Mr.  hartley  (Islington,  N.) 
said,  he  thought  the  Government  should 
consider  that  the  Opposition  were  very 
cousiderikte  in  allowing  this  Order  to  go 
through  without  a  word  of  explanation, 
hut  they  reserved  this  right  to  discusn 
the  Bill  on  its  subsequent  stages. 

♦SiK  J.  W.  pease  (Durham,  Barnard 
Castle)  objected  to  the  principle  of 
tbat  portion  of  the  Bill  which  permitted 
interest  to  be  paid  out  of  capita!  during 
eoustruction  of  works. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  l>e  brought  in  by  Mr, 
H.  H.  Fowler  and  Sir  J.  T.  Ilibberl 

Bill  preeentctl,  and  r4i.d  first  time* 
[Bill  184.] 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS  ACCOMMODATION, 
MOTION  FOR  A  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

The  parliamentary  SECRE- 
TARY TO  THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  T.  E. 
Ellis,  Merionethshire)  moved — 

"  That  a  Select  CommUtee  be  appointed  •  to 
c<>nsider  whether  any,  and  what,  nrranirementa 
can  be  made  to  improve  the  Actommaiation 
providerl  for  the  Memlx^rs  ami  Otficials  of  thia 
House,  and  for  tbe  representatives  of  the  Preas: 

That  Mr.  Buchanan,  I^nl  Bur^hlcy.  Mr,  Had* 
cliffe  Cooke^  Sir  Charles  Dilke^  Sir  Thomas 
£imotide,  Mr.  Freeman- Mitford^  Mr,  Herbert 
Glml«tane,  Sir  James  Joicey,  Major  Jones,  Mr. 
Alpheus  Morton,  Mr,  M*Domiell,  Mr.  David 
Phniket,  Lord  Stanley.  Colonel  Howard  Vincent, 
and  Sir  Julian  GtoldBmid  be  Members  of  the 
Committee  : 

That  the  Committee  liave  power  to  send  for 
persons,  papers,  and  records  : 

That  Five  be  the  quorum/  '* 

Mr.  cony  be  are  (Cornwall,  Cam* 
borne)  asked  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  whether  the  Amendment  be  (Mr* 
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Couybeare)  had  put  ou  the  Paper  would 
be  accepted  —  namely,  to  insert  after 
"  Press  "  the  words  "  and  for  strangers, 
including  Ladies  "  ? 

The  Marquess  of  CARMARTHEN 
(Lambeth,  Brixton)  said,  that  if  the 
terms  of  Reference  included  an  inquiry 
into  the  accommodation  for  ladies  he 
should  object. 

•The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone,  Leeds, 
W.)  :  Under  the  circumstances,  it  is  un- 
necessary for  me  to  give  an  answer,  for 
whatever  I  say  the   Committee  will  be    tion  of    Prosecutions    for    the   expression    of 


/  leaseholders  (purchase  of  fee 
simple)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  H.  L.  W.  Lawgon,  Bill  to 
^ve  facilities  to  Leaseholders  for  the  purchase 
of  the  Fee  Simple  of  their  Holdings,  onlered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  H.  L.  W.  Lawson,  Mr. 
James  Rowlands,  Mr.  Kearley,  Mr.  Frye,  Mr. 
Brunner,  and  Mr.  Field. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  179.] 


RELIGIOUS    OPINIONS    PROSECUTIONS     h 

BILL. 
On  Motion  cf  Mr.  Storey,  Bill  for  the  aboli- 


objected  to.  I  will,  therefore,  leave  the 
Reference,  as  it  at  present  stands,  to  the 
consideration  of  hou.  Members.  I  can 
only  say  that  I  am  anxious  to  meet  the 
convenience  of  hou.  Members  and  the 
representatives  of  the  Press,  and  I  hope 
we  shall  be  able  to  come  to  some  con- 
clusion in  the  matter. 

Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
stou)  :  I  object. 

Motion  postponed. 

LOCAL      GOVERNMENT      PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  3)  BILL.— (No.  122.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)   PRO- 
VISIONAL   ORDER    (No.    3)    BILL. 

(No.  115.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE  (IRE- 
LAND) ACT  (1887)    REPEAL    BILL. 
(No.  8.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Committee    report    Progress ;    to    sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 


CANAL  TOLLS  AND  CHARGES  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER    (no.    1)    CANALS    OF     GREAT 

northern   and   other    railway 

companies)  bill. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Burt,  Bill  to  confirm  a 
Proviaional  Order  male  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 
under  **  The  Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Act, 
1888/'  containing  the  Classification  of  Merchan- 
dise Traffic  and  the  Schedule  of  Maximum  Tolls 
and  Charges  applicable  thereto,  for  the  Canals 
of  the  Great  Northern  and  certain  other  Rail- 
way Companies,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Burt  and  Mr.  Mundella. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  fint  time.  [BiU  178.] 

Mr,  Conyheare 


Opinion  on  matters  of  Religion,  ordered  to  be 
broii(?ht  in  by  Mr.  Storey,  Mr.  Maden,  Mr.  Dal- 
ziel,  Mr.  Labouchere,  and  Mr.  Lloyd-George. 
BiU  presentetl,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  ISO.] 


SMALL    TENANTS    (SCOTLAND)    BILL.       ; 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Farquharson,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law   relating  to  the  Tenure  of   Land  in 
Scotland   by   Small   Tenants,    ordered    to   be 
brought  in  by  Dr.  Farquharson,  Mr.  Buchanan 
Mr.  Crombie,  Captain  Sinclair,  and  Mr.  Wa9on, 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  181 .] 


SEA  FISHERIES  REGULATION  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell,  Bill  for 
the  better  regulation  of  the  Sea  Fisheries  61 
Scotland,  orderol  to  l)e  brought  in  by  Sir 
Herbert  Maxwell,  Lord  Elcho,  and  Mr.  Shaw 
Stewart. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  fiist  time.  [Bill  182.] 

LOCOMOTIVE  THRESHIXCJ  ENGINES 
BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Kennaway,  Bill  for 
removal  of  the  restrictions  on  the  use  of  Loco- 
motive Engines  for  threshing  puriKwes,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  John  Kennaway^-Sir 
William  Walrond,  Sir  Mark  Stewart,  Mr.  Clancy, 
Mr.  Wingfield-Digby,  Mr.  Lambert,  and  Mr. 
Hound. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  183.] 


PATENT    AGENTS    BILL.  J 

The  Select  Committee  on  Patent  Agents  Bill 
was  nominated  of, — Mr.  Thomas  Henry  Bolton, 
Mr.  Bouafield,  Mr.  Broad,  Mr.  Alban  Gibbs, 
Mr.  Heywood  Johnstone,  Sir  John  Len^,  Mr. 
Edward  M'Hugh,  Mr.  Mather,  Mr.  Nusaey, 
Mr.  W.  F.  D.  Smith,  and  Mr.  Warmington. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Three  l)c  the  quorum. — (Jfr. 
T.  E.  Ellk.) 

House  adjourned  at  teii  minutes  after 
Twelve  o'clock  till  Monday  next. 
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the 


COMMISSION. 
^      The    followiug    Bills     received 
Royal  Assent : — 

1.  Behring  Sea  Award. 
.S         2.  Army  (Annual). 

;|   J  NEW  PBERS. 

«  Stuart  Rendel,  Esquire,  having  been 
"S  created  Baron  Rendel  of  Hatchlands  in 
^     the   County    of    Surrey — Was    (in  the 

s      usual  manner)  introduced. 

:S  Sir   Reginald  Earle   Welby,   G.C.B., 

S  having  been   created    Baron    Welby    of 

^  AUiugton  in    the   County  of  Lincoln — 

^  Was  (in  the  usual  manner)  introduced. 

.1 

•§  i  TBUSTKE  ACT,  1893,  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

•-•^  (No.  20.) 

8  COMMITTEE. 

{§-  House.'  in  Committee  (according  to 
^      Order.) 

^         Clause  1. 

I  The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 

g  Herschell)  :  My  Lords,  I  have  to  pro- 

I  pose    some    Amendments    of  a   purely 

S  technical  character,  which  I  shall  leave 

I  for  Standing  Committee.     There  are  one 

I  or  two  which  I  propose  to  add  there. 

.§         Clause  agreed  to. 

-g         Clause  2  agreed  to. 

^  Bill  reported  without  Amendment ; 
^^  and  re-committed  to  the  Standing  Com- 
5      mittee. 

J    /       COUNTY  COUNCILS  ASSOCIATION 
^  J  (SCOTLAND)  EXPENSES  BILL. 

^  (No.  27.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

•Lord  BALFOUR  :  My  Lords,  I  do 
not  think  your  Lordships  will  have  any 
difficulty  in  giving  a  Second  Reading  to 
this  Bill.  It  is  a  very  short  one,  and  there 
is  only  one  operative  clause.  The  only 
object  of  it  is  to  enable  County  Councils 
in  Scotland  to  have  the  same  privilege  as 
County  Councils  have  in  England  at  the 

VOL.  XXIII.    [fOCUTH   SEUIE3.] 


present  time  of  subscribing  to,  and,  if 
they  see  fit,  paying  the  expenses  of 
County  Council  Associations.  There 
are  some  matters  of  difficulty  with  regard 
to  the  working  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act,  1889,  and  to  ordinary  County 
Council  administration,  which,  it  is 
generally  believed,  will  be  more  likely  to 
be  transacted  iu  an  amicable  manner  if 
the  representatives  of  the  various 
counties  have  an  opportunity  to  meet  and 
consider.  A  meeting,  which  was  attended 
by  representatives  from  nearly  every 
County  Council  iu  Scotland,  was 
held,  in  the  course  of  January 
last,  in  Edinburgh,  and  one  of  the 
recommendations  which  was  unani- 
mously agreed  to  by  that  Conference  was 
that  Buch  an  Association  as  this  should 
be  formed  and  that  the  County  Council 
should  have  power  to  pay  a  reasonable 
sum  towards  the  expenses  of  managing 
it.  This  Bill  has  passed  unanimously 
through  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
and  I  hope  your  Lordships  will  give  it  a 
Second  Reading.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  point  of  controversy  in  regard  to  it, 
and  I  beg  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  n  )w  read  2*." 
— (TAc  Lord  Balfour.) 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (Lord 
Tweedmouth)  :  My  Lords,  the  pro- 
moters of  this  Bill  in  another  place 
consented  to  the  proposals  of  the  Go- 
vernment ;  the  Government  agreed  to  the 
measure  being  passed  in  the  other  Hou<<«e, 
and  they  hope  that  your  Lordships  will 
read  the  Bill  a  second  time. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

MURDER  OF  A  CARETAKER  IN 
COUNTY  CORK. 

QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDON- 
DERRY asked  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment whether  they  were  in  a  position  to 
furnish  the  House  with  information  with 
regard  to  the  brutal  murder  which  had 
just  taken  place  at  Glenara,  Co.  Cork, 
of  a  caretaker,  named  James  Donovan,  as 
reported  in  this  morning's  papers  ? 

The  Earl  of  CORK  said,  being 
the  owner  of  the  estate  on  which  the 
terrible  murder  had  been  committed, 
which  no  one  deplored  more  than  him- 
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self,  he  would  give  the  uoble  Marquess 
the  latest  iuformatiou  he  had  received 
from  his  agent  ou  the  subject.  That 
iuformatiou  he  had  received  that  morning, 
and  it  was  to  the  effect  that  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  no  persons  had  been 
arrested  on  tlie  charge ;  but  the  police 
had  an  idea  that  the  murder  had  not  been 
committed  solely  in  consequence  of  the 
victim  being  employed  as  caretaker  of  an 
evicted  farm,  but  in  consequence  of  his 
having  occupied  himself  lately  in  seizing 
cattle  on  other  people's  property,  not  his 
own  (Lord  Cork's),  under  the  Sheriffs 
orders.  He  was  happy  to  say  this  was 
the  first  bailiff  who  had  ever  been  placed 
upon  his  property,  but  the  tenant  who 
was  evicted  owed  him  something  like  10 
years'  rent,  and  before  evicting  the 
tenant  his  bailiff  offered  to  compound  the 
arrears  for  £10.  Those  circumstances 
were  no  palliation  for  the  murder  that 
had  been  committed.  No  one  regretted 
it  more  than  he  did,  and  no  one  could 
use  greater  exertions  than  he  would  ;  he 
would  do  everything  in  his  power  to 
discover  the  perpetrators  of  that  dreadful 
crime. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDON- 
DERRY was  sure  their  Lordships  would 
thank  the  noble  Earl  for  having  done  his 
utmost  to  give  them  the  details  with  re- 
gard to  this,  the  latest,  agrarian  outrage 
in  Ireland.  At  the  same  time  the  House 
was  fully  justified  in  asking  for  further 
details  as  they  came  to  hand,  as  no  doubt 
they  would  do.  He  gave  notice  that  on 
Friday,  April  27th,  he  would  ask  Her 
Majesty's  Government  for  whatever 
information  they  possessed  with  regard 
to  the  murder  of  James  Donovan,  at 
Glenara,CountyCork,  and  further  whether 
they  in  any  way  attributed  the  murder  to 
the  recent  speeches  of  their  supporters 
denouncing  the  system  of  '*  land-grab- 
bing," and  whether  in  consideration  of 
the  evident  effect  of  those  speeches  they 
would  not  reconsider  their  avowed  purpose 
of  repelling  the  only  Act  which  was 
capable  of  dealing  with  agrarian  crime  in 
Ireland. 

MARKING  OF  FOREIGN  AND  COLONIAL 
PRODUCE. 
The  evidence  taken  before  the  Select 
Committee  from  time  to  time  to  be  printed 
for  the  use  of  the  Members  of  this 
House ;  but  no  copies  thereof  to  be  de- 

The  Earl  of  Cork 


livered,  except  to  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee, until  further  order.     (No.  30.) 

STANDING  COMMITTEE. 
Report  from  the  Committee  of  Chair- 
men of  the  Standing  Committee,  That 
they  have  appointed  the  Viscount  Cross 
Chairman  of  the  Standing  Committee 
read,  and  orderetl  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

NORTH  BERWICK  PROVISIONAL  ORDER 

BILL.— (No.  18.)  / 

Read  2"  (according  to  order),  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  To-morrow. 

STATUTE      LAW      UEVI8IOX      BILLS       ANI>       / 
CONSOLIDATION    BILLS.  "^ 

Movetl,  "That  the  Lonl  Monkswell  be  added 
to  the  Joint  Committee  on  Statute  Law  Revision 
Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill,"— (2%^ 
J^rd  Clmncellor)  ;  agreed  to  ;  and  a  message 
ordered  to  be  sent  to  the  Commons  to  acquaint 
them  therewith,  and  to  request  them  to  add 
one  of  their  Members  to  the  said  Joint  Com- 
mittee for  the  consideration  of  the  said  Bill. 

TOWN    IMPROVEMENTS    (bETTERMENT). 
The    Lonls  following,  were   named  of   the 
Select  Committee : 


L.  Belper 

L.  Kcnry.  (J5:  Dunratem 
and  MounUEaH.) 

L.  Halsbury 
L.  Hobhouse 
L.  Lingen 
L.  Farrer. 


L.  Tweedmouth 

(X.  Privy  Seal) 

D.  Norfolk 
M.  Salisbury 
£.  Denbigh 

E.  Onslow 
L.  Zoucheof  Haryng- 

worth 
The  Committee  to  api)oint  their  own  Chair 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT         PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS    (no.    3)    BILL. 
Brought  from  the  C^ommons  ;  Read  !•  ;  to  be 
printed  ;    and    referre<l    to    the    Examiners. 
(No.  81.) 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT      (iRELAND)      PRO- 
VISIONAL   ORDER   (no.  3)    BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  Read  !• ;  to  be 
printe<i  ;     an<i    referred    to    the    Bxaminera. 
(No.  32.) 

House  adjournetl  at  twenty  minutes  before 

Five  o'cloc'k,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 
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ROYAL  AS.SENT. 
Message  to  atteml  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners ; — 

The    House 
tlinieil  ; — 

Mr.    8rEAKER     reported     tlie     Roya! 
Assent  to, — 

L  Behriug  Sea  Award  Act,  1894, 

2.  Army  (Aumial)  Act,  J 894. 

Q  U E  S  J'  I  0  NS  . 


EMIGRATION    STATISTICS. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  he 
15  aware  that,  under  the  American  Immi- 
gratiou  and  Foreign  Labour  Law  of  the 
3rd  of  March,  1893^  the  master  and  sur- 
geon of  every  vessel  carrying  emigrants 
to  America  has  to  swear  before  the 
United  States  Consul  at  the  port  of  de- 
parture full  particnlars  as  to  the  age, 
sex,  aod  occiipatioo  of  all  emigrants 
carriod  in  their  ship,  as  well  as  other  de- 
tails with  regard  to  their  antecedents 
and  present  condition,  and  that  the  re- 
»dt  has  been  that,  of  7,637  brought 
^ring  the  past  year  before  the  Boaril 
of  Special  Inquiry,  1,6*53  were  refused 
admission  and  sent  back  to  England,  at 
tbe  expense  of  the  Steamship  Company 
oonveying  them,  ivs  unworthy  of  Ame* 
rican  citizenship  ;  and  if  Her  Maje?ityV 
Government  will  in  future  obtain  more 
accnmte  information  than  is  now  fur- 
nished concerning  the  increasing  augmen- 
tation from  abroad  of  the  labour  comj>e- 
tition  in  London  and  other  great  towns  ? 

The  president  or  the  BOARD 
OK  TRADE  (Mr,  Mcnuella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  ;  The  United  States  Immi- 
gration Law  of  the  3rd  of  March,  1893, 
reqilu'e^  the  master  or  first  or  second 
officer  and  the  surgeon  of  every  vessel 
carrying  emigrants  to  the  United  States 
to  verify  on  oatli  or  attirmatiorj  before 
the  United  States  Consul  ui  the  port  of 
departure  lists  contain ing  stieh   particu- 


lars regarding  the  emigrants  as  are  men- 
tioned in  the  question.  We  have  no 
Returns  showing  the  number  sent  back 
in  the  pust  calendar  year,  but  it  appears 
that  in  the  year  ending  June  30  last  the 
number  returned  to  nil  countries  was 
l,63t>,  but  from  inquiries  made  of  the 
Shipping  Companies  carrying  emigrants 
from  the  United  Kingdom  to  the  States, 
it  appears  that  only  340  wore  brought 
hack  to  this  country  from  all  causes  in 
the  year  1893.  The  Labour  Department 
are  preparing  a  Report  ou  the  cHiect  of 
alieti  immigration  on  the  demand  for 
laboon     This  is  nearly  read  v. 

INDITSTRIAL  ACCIDENTS. 

Mk.  tJACKS  (Stirtingshire)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  ol'  the  Board  of 
Trade  if  he  could,  in  order  to  add  to  the 
usefulness  of  T/tv  Ltthour  Gaze/ti',  under 
the  heading  **  Industrial  Accidents,''  give 
the  percentage  of  accidents  to  the  niiml>er 
of  persons  employed,  in  addition  to  tb» 
tigurcs  already  given  ? 

Mk,  MUNDELLA  :  The  Board  of 
Trade  have  no  hi  formation  as  to  how 
many  persons  are  employed  in  factories 
and  workshops,  and  consequently  the 
percentages  suggested  by  my  hou.  Friend 
cannot  he  given.  Such  particulars  as  are 
known  are  given  in  the  i?itroductory 
heading  to  the  taljle,  and  will  be  found 
in  this  month's  number  of  the  Gazette^  at 
page  123. 

THE  CASE  OF  SAXON,  THE  SAILOR. 

Mr,  DARLING  (Deptford)  :  I  beg  to 
nsk  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the 
case  of  S.  Saxon,  a  seaman,  who  was 
pensioned  on  tbe  3rd  of  January,  1893, 
having  been  lent  to  the  Japanese  Navy 
from  the  6th  of  March,  1890,  to  the  6th 
of  August,  1891  ;  wliether  this  man  be- 
came entitled  to  a  pension  on  tbe  17th  of 
January,  1891,  and  has  repeatedly 
applied  for  pension  due  to  him  from  t\\^ 
6tb  of  August,  1891,  to  the  24th  of 
February,  1892,  but,  failing  to  get  any 
answer  from  tbe  Admiralty,  continued  to 
serve  on  hoard  H.M»S.  Imperteuae  until 
the  3rd  of  January,  1893,  when  he  was 
pensioned  ;  whether  he  will  be  granted 
his  pension  as  from  the  6th  of  August, 
1891,  to  the  24th  of  February,  1892,  the 
time  during  which  he  was  unemployed, 
he  having  re-entered  the  Navy  ou  the 
latter  date   in  order  to  exist  while  the 
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inchidea  Annalong,  a  much  larger  fishing 
port.  The  statement  referred  to  in  para- 
graph 3  is  not  that  of  the  Inspectors  of 
Fisheries,  hut,  as  I  stated  on  the  2l8t  of 
July  last,  is  contained  in  a  summary  of 
Report?  from  Coast  Guard  officers,  and  is 
not  ascrihed  to  any  one  in  particular.  As 
I  stated  on  the  same  date,  there  are  no 
funds  available  for  improving  the  har- 
bour, and  it  could  therefore  only  give 
rise  to  unfounded  hopes  if  an  engineer 
were  sent  down  by  the  Board  of  Works. 
It  appears  ta  me  that  it  is  rather  for  the 
County  Authorities  to  take  action  in  the 
matter,  if  they  see  fit. 


Admiralty  considered  his  application  for 
pension  ;  and  why  his  letters  remained 
without  answer  ? 

The  civil  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Dundee) 
(who  replied)  said  :  This  case  was  care- 
fully investigated  in  1893,  the  result 
being  that  their  Lordships  allowed  the 
man  pay  for  the  period  6th  of  August, 
1891,  to  23rd  of  February,  1892.  This, 
of  course,  was  more  advantageous  to.  the 
man  than  pension.  A  bill  for  the  amount 
due  (£33  10s.)  was  sent  to  H.M.S. 
President^  in  March,  1893,  for  delivery 
to  Saxon,  but  was  returned  unpaid,  as 
the  man  had  been  discharged  to  the  shore 
and  his  address  was  unknown.  As  since 
that  date  no  application  was  received  in 
the  Admiralty  from  the  man,  the  money 
has  not  been  paid  over  to  him,  but  steps 
will  now  be  taken  to  do  this. 

Mr.  DARLING:  If  the  man's 
address  is  sent  to  the  Admiralty,  will  the 
money  be  paid  to  him  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  Certainly. 

COUNTY  DOWN  SEA  FISHERIES. 

Mr.  M*CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  last  Return  relating  to  the  Sea 
Fisheries  of  the  United  Kingdom,  from 
which  it  appears  that  266  tons  of  fish 
were  in  1S93  brought  inland  from  New- 
castle, County  Down  ;  whether,  with  the 
exception  of  Ardglass,  which  lies  to  the 
north-east  of  Dundrum  Bay,  on  which 
Newcastle  is  situate,  the  quantity  of  fish 
sent  inland  from  Newcastle  last  year  was 
greater  than  that  from  any  other  fishing 
place  in  Ulster  ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Inspectors  of  Fisheries,  in  their 
Report  for  1891,  state  that  boats  cannot 
get  in  or  out  of  Newcastle  Harbour 
without  great  risk  and  difficulty,  and  that 
the  difficulty  and  danger  have  consider- 
ably increased  since  then  ;  and  whether, 
considering  the  number  of  lives  already 
lost,  the  great  risk  to  the  fishermen  still 
living  there,  and  the  wealth  of  fish  in 
Dundrum  Bay,  he  will  send  an  engineer 
to  inspe(!t  and  YQ\^nt  what,  if  anything, 
can  be  done  in  the  matter  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Oldham)  : 
I  have  no  reason  to  question  the  state- 
ments in  the  first  two  paragraphs,  though 
I  am  informed  that  the  figures  are  for  the 
Newcastle  Coast  Guard  Division  which 

Mr.  Darling 


ASSAULT  ON  A  COUNTY  COURT  BAILIFF 
AT  PKMBRYN. 
Mr.  GRIFFITH  -  BOSCAWEN 
(Kent,  Tunbridge)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  any  proceedings  have  yet 
been  instituted  against  the  men  who 
assaulted  Robert  Lewis,  the  bailiff  of  the 
Newcastle  Emlyn  County  Court,  at 
Pembryn,  on  the  14th  of  March,  and  who 
he  had  stated  were  well  known  to  the 
police  ;  and,  if  not,  why  not ;  whether 
any  notice  of  the  sudden  withdrawal  of 
the  police  escort  on  the  16th  of  March 
was  given  by  the  Chief  Constable  to  the 
bailiff  till  the  actual  morning  of  the  IGth, 
when  the  bailiff  had  Started  on  his  duty  ; 
whether  last  week  the  Chief  Constable 
refused  to  give  Lewis  an  escort  sufficient 
to  protect  his  life,  and  in  consequence  uo 
further  attempts  have  been  made  to 
execute  the  118th  Order  of  the  County 
Court  still  unexecuted ;  and  whether  he 
can  take  any  steps  to  compel  the  Chief 
Constable  of  Cardiganshire  to  enforce  the 
law  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQuiTH,  Fife,  E.) :  1.  Proceedings 
have  been  instituted  by  the  bailiff.  2, 
Notice  was  given  on  the  16th  of  April 
not  of  immediate  withdrawal,  hut  that 
the  escort  would  have  to  return  to  its 
station  on  the  following  night,  the  I7th. 

3.  The  Chief  Constable  offered  10  men, 
to  bo  under  his  own  command,  but  the 
bailiff  refused  them.  The  Chief  Con- 
stable considers  such  an  escort  adequate. 

4.  I  have  no  reason  to  think  that  the 
Chief  Constable  is  not  taking  the 
necessary  steps  to  enforce  the  law. 
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STR0KE8T0WN  AND  ELPHIN  POSTAL 
ARllANGEMENTS. 
Mr.  bodkin  fRoacommon,  N/)  :  I 
beg  to  ttsk  the  Postmiister  General  if  lie 
is  Bwiiru  thiit  greftt  local  disj^atisfat'tion 
exists  regarding  the  postal  arrant^ements 
of  Strokestowu  aud  Elphiu,  wbiuli  are 
ooostderable  couufrv  towfis  m  theCoiiuty 
of  Rot^fomrnon  :  that  the  town  of  Strokee- 
tjovrn  has  got  im  henetit  whatever  from 
the  accelerated  mail  service,  because, 
though  most  of  the  eorresixnideoce  is  in 
the  Dublin  direction,  the  mail  car  pro- 
eeedd  in  exactly  the  oppoh*ite  route  to 
Castlerea,  thus  losing  two  honrs  of  time 
otherwise  avaihihle  for  answering  letters ; 
and  thai  Elphin  has  similar  reason  to 
eoQipliunof  the  exi?iti tig  defective  arrange- 
ments ;  aufl  wiU  he,  in  defereuee  to  tbe 
strong  local  wishes  on  this  s'lhject,  give 
his  favourable  consideration  to  a  iiew^ 
arrangeraent  by  which  the  mail  car  f^ball 
leave  Strokestown  at  9  o'clock  for  tbe 
town  of  Roscommon,  and  the  miildaycar 
from  Longford  to  Strokes? town  be  ex- 
tended to  Elphin  ;  or,  better  wtill,  a  car 
run  direct  'from  Carrick-f>n-Shannon  to 
that  town  ? 

The    postmaster  -  ( lEN ERAL 

(Mr,  A.  Mmklev,  Nottingham,  E/)  : 
The  question  of  rearrnnging  tbe  postal 
service  to  these  places  has  Ijeen  u«ore 
ibau  ouce  consideretl,  hut,  there  being 
already  a  considerable  loss  to  the 
Revemie,  no  imprfiveraent  has  hitherto 
ijeen  found  practicable,  except  at  an 
uddittonul  outlay,  wbicli  was  not  con- 
sidered to  be  warranted.  I  will  consider 
the  hou.  Member's'  suggestion  of  n  sor- 
Tiee  via  Roscommon  or  Carrick-ou- 
Shannou  aiul  let  him  know^  tbe  rej^ult  ; 
but  I  wish  to  point  ont  that,  as  the 
existing  day  mail  from  Longford  to 
Strokcstnwu  works  in  close  conticction 
with  the  Dublin  mail,  the  hoii.  Member 
10  under  n  misappreltension  in  stating 
that  Strokestown  has  derived  no  l^euefit 
whatever  frfim  the  accelerated  mail  ser- 
vicse. 

Mr,  bodkin  intimated  that  he 
would  forward  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  comiuuiiications  he  had  received  on 
the  sfihject. 

THK  ZANZIBAR  rROTECTORATE, 
SiU  R. TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston)  : 
I  beg    to  ask    the    Under    Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign   Affairs  whether    tlie 


Sultan  of  Zanzibar,  in  1886,  on  the  joint 
invitation  of  Great  Britain  and  Germany, 
in  adhering  to  the  Ik-rlin  Act,  specially 
reserved  Ids  fiscal  rigbtis  under  tbe  first 
Article  of  that  Act,  and  subsequently, 
in  pnrsuance  of  that  reservation,  for  a 
stipulated  aniiuul  payment  conceded  the 
entire  Customs  Revenue  so  reserved  of 
his  territories  within  tbe  British  sphere 
of  iniiuence  to  »  British  Company  ; 
whether,  acting  on  tbe  jidvice  of  ifer 
Majesty's  Government  subsequent  to 
the  dec  1  am t ion  of  a  British  Protectorate 
over  hie  dominions,  and  to  the  exclusive 
advantage  of  that  Protectorate  if  ex- 
tended to  the  interior,  the  Sultan  with- 
drew such  reservation,  on  which  the 
Company's  contract  of  rent  wtts 
based  ;  whetber  any  flaini  has  been 
made  against  the  Sultan  in  respect  of  the 
withdrawal  above-mentioned,'  and  whe- 
ther it  is  correct,  as  stated  iniWKeport 
issued  to  the  f?harehohlerM  of  the  Com- 
pany on  the  15tb  of  Fehnmry  last,  that 
the  Company,  in  virtue  of  Article  7  of 
tlie  Charter,  sougbt  the  intervention  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  on  tbe  6th  of 
October  hist,  lunl  ugiiin  on  tbe  16tb  of 
Januiiry  iHli:],  and  that  tbe  only  reply 
so  far  has  been  a  bare  acknowledgment 
(if  those  letters  ;  whether  tbe  Directors 
of  the  Imperial  British  East  Africa 
Company  submitted  an  offer  in  June, 
1893,  to' Her  Majesty's  Government  for 
the  re-absorption  of  the  Company's  con- 
cession and  righli^  by  the  Sultanate ; 
and  whether  Uer  Majesty's  Govermneut 
will  inforui  the  House,  before  the 
Ugarnla  Debute  takes  place,  of  tbe  terms 
of  any  iirrangement  come  to  with  tbe 
Imperiiil  British  Eai-t  Africa  Company  ? 
Thi:  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  Fon  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Ntjrtijumberhiud,  Berwick): 
It  is  not  possible  to  make  an  adequate 
statement  on  the  points  raised  in  the 
tirst  three  paragraphs  of  tbe  hon»  Mem- 
ber's qucistion  within  the  limits  of  an 
answer  to  a  (|Uej^tion.  It  is  tlie  ease 
that  tbe  Company  ^nl»[nitted  some  time 
ago  an  offer  to  Iler  Majesty*s  Govern- 
men  I  such  as  is  descrils^d  in  the  last 
paragraph  but  one,  but  it  was  not  posjpible 
to  discuss  the  projiosul  till  a  decision 
Lad  been  come  to  respecting  the  fntnre 
occupation  of  territory  which  tbe  Com- 
pany'had  evacuate,  lam  not  able  to 
say  whether  the  communictttjons  with 
the    Company    will    be   sufficiently    ad- 
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vanced  to  enable  me  to  auuounce  before 
the  Debate  that  an  arrangement  had 
been  come  to. 

GERMAN  PRISON-MADE  GOODS. 

Mr.  chamberlain  (Birmingham, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  he  is  aware  that 
goods  manufactured  in  German  Prisons 
bj  prison  labour  at  nominal  wages  are 
being  exported  to  England,  and  sold  in 
competition  with  English  manufactures  ; 
whether  he  can  obtain  any  information 
as  to  the  amount  and  value  of  such  im- 
portations, and  their  influence  on  the 
English  trades  affected  ;  whether  he  can 
state  the  number  of  prisoners  so  employed 
in  German  prisons  ;  and  whether  he  will 
endeavour  to  obtain  through  the  Foreign 
Office  a  Report  on  the  character  and 
extent  of  this  competition  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  We  have  been 
unable  to  obtain  any  evidence  of  the 
importation  of  goods  manufactured  in 
German  prisons  beyond  the  statements 
which  have  appeared  in  a  trade  news- 
paper ;  but  steps  are  being  taken  to 
obtain  through  the  Foreign  Office  all  the 
information  available  on  the  subject. 

THE  BRITISH  EAST  AFRICA  COMPANY 
Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool,  Kirkdale)  :  I  l>eg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  he  can  state  what  proportion  of 
the  Customs  Duties,  referred  to  in  the 
late  Sir  Gerald  Portal's  Report  (page  35, 
paragraph  3)  as  accruing  to  the  British 
East  Africa  Company,  has  been  appro- 
priated to  the  payment  of  rent  to  the 
Sultan  of  Zanzibar ;  and  what  other 
sources  of  revenue  (tax  or  otherwise) 
have  been  or  are  available  to  the  Com- 
pany for  the  purposes  of  administration 
mentioned  in  that  Report  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment cannot  give  information  as  to 
the  financial  arrangements  or  resources 
of  the  Company. 

RUNAWAY     SLAVE     SETTLP:MENT     ON 

THE   JTBA    RIVER. 

Mr.  ALBAN   GIBBS    (London):  I 

beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 

for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  district 

of  Gosha,  lying  on  the  right  bank  of  the 

Juba    River,   which    is   occupied    Hy  an 

agricultural    colony    of   runaway    slaves 

numbering  several  thousand  souls,  forms 

Sir  E.  Grey 


part  of  the  Protectorate  transferred  by  Ger- 
many to  Great  Britain  in  1890 ;  whether 
the  district  in  question  is  now  part  of  the 
same  Protectorate,  or  is  included  in  the 
territory  placed  under  the  administration 
of  the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar  along  with 
Witu  ;  and  whether  any,  and  if  so  what, 
measures  have  been  taken  since  the  terri- 
tory was  placed  under  the  Sultan  of 
Zanzibar  to  protect  the  people  of  Gosha 
from  the  lawless  tribes  of  the  country 
around,  and  to  secure  to  them  free  access 
to  the  coast  by  the  Juba  River  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  With  reference  to  the 
first  paragraph,  it  is  understood  that  a 
large  settlement,  composed  in  a  great 
measure  of  runaway  slaves,  exists  in 
territory  in  the  interior  near  the  Juba. 
That  territory  did  not  form  part  of  the 
protectorate  transferred  by  Germany  to 
Great  Britain  in  1890.  With  reference 
to  paragraphs  2  and  3,  it  is  not  included 
in  the  Protectorate  which  has  been  placed 
under  the  administration  of  the  Sultan  of 
Zanzibar,  who  has,  consequently,  not 
taken  measures  in  regard  to  it.  When 
the  territory  is  explored  and  access  to  it 
opened  information  will  be  obtained  as  to 
these  natives  of  whom  little  is  known  at 
present. 

SHIPWRECK  ON  FILEY  BRIGG. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
clifle)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  proceedings  at  an 
inquest  held  at  Filey  on  the  13th  of 
April  to  inquire  into  the  deaths  of  C9rtain 
persons  at  a  shipwreck  on  Filey  Brigg, 
when  it  was  stated  by  the  chief  officer  of 
the  Coastguard  that  the  bell  buoy  to 
warn  vessels  from  this  dangerous  reef  had 
been  allowed  to  fall  entirely  out  of  order, 
and  that  there  was  no  system  of  perio- 
dical inspection  into  its  condition  ;  and 
whether  he  will  cause  such  a  representa- 
tion to  l)e  made  to  the  Elder  Brethren  of 
the  Trinity  House  who  are  responsible  in 
the  matter  as  will  prevent  this  state  of 
things  in  future  ? 

Mu.  MUNDELLA  :  I  have  forwarded 
to  the  Trinity  House  a  communication 
made  to  me  by  the  Yorkshire  coroner  in 
the  case  of  loss  of  life  owing  to  the  strand- 
ing of  the  Chilian  on  Filey  Brigg,  and 
the  Elder  Brethren  informs  me  that  they 
have  given  instructions  for  another  bell 
buoy  to  be  placed  in  lieu  of  the  present 
one. 
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Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  :  Will  tbey  give 
iDdtruetioDS  that  it  shall  he  looked  after 
properly  ? 

Mr,  MUNDELLA:  No  doubt  thev 
will. 
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FBEE  SCHOOL  BOOKS  IN  SCOTTISH 
SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  D.CRAWFORD  ( Laimrk,  N.E.) : 
I  be^  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scothitid 
whether  in  reply  to  an  application  by  a 
parent  for  the  use  of  Wnks  free  of  char*io 
the  head  master  of  a  Board  school  is 
justified  in  ref rising  the  retpiest,  and  in 
adding,  "if  your  children  di»n'l  get  a 
proper  supply  of  Umks  tbey  I'un't  remain 
here";  and  whether,  considering  the 
prevailing  uncertainty  on  the  subject,  be 
will  be  good  enough  to  state  plainly 
what  the  rigiits  of  parentis  are  (either  by 
law  or  mider  the  Knlcs  of  the  Depart- 
ment) with  respect  to  a  free  supply  of 
school  hooks  ? 

Sir  C.  CAMERON  (Gla.'^gow,  Col- 
lege) :  At  I  be  same  time,  I  beg  to  ask  the 
right  fion.  Gentleman  if  he  will  !<tate  the 
Rules  of  the  Scotch  Edneadon  Depart- 
ment as  to  the  right  of  children  attending 
public  sfbool.-^  to  a  free  supply  of  books 
aod  stationery  ? 

The  SECRETARY  toit  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  TuKVKLVAN,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  The  reply  quoted  t>y  the 
hon.  Member  is  certainly  not  one  which 
a  teacher  was  justified  in  making  on  his 
own  authority.  If  it  represents  a  Ride 
laid  down  by  a  School  Jhmrd,  the  De- 
partment woidd,  iu  case  of  h  referetM'c  to 
them,  re<jaei*t  an  ex  plana  tiou,  and  woidd 
iuquire  into  the  cireumstances  uiuier 
which  such  a  Rule  was  imposed.  If,  In 
pursuance  of  8ucb  a  Ride,  eliildrcn  were 
excluded  from  a  kcIiooI,  the  legal  point 
might  easily  be  deckknl  by  a  prosecution 
for  non-attendance  ;  ami  unless  such  pro- 
secution were  forthwith  iiHtituteil,  and 
the  question  tluis  decisively  tested,  the 
Department  would  nor  hold  tlnit  the 
exclusion  wnis  justifio<f  utider  tlie  Code, 
and  would  consequently  refuse  the  grant. 
As  I  have  alreatly  stated,  the  Depart- 
ment holds  a  proper  supply  of  fiooks 
(and  I  include  iu  rhis  stationery)  to  be  a 
condition  of  efficiency,  upon  wliich  pay- 
ment of  the  Rarlian'entaiy  grant  de- 
pends ;  and  also  that  a  (^harj^e  for  the  use 
of  books  \»  inconsistent  wUh  relief  of 
fees,     liiit  it  does  not  rest  with  the  De- 


on  legal  points,  otLer  than  those  con- 
nected with  administration  wbieb  may 
arise  under  the  Ethication  Acls.  An 
authoritative  (lecisjon  on  such  points  can 
only  be  given  by  a  Court  of  Law.  Thin 
answer  applies  to  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  College 
Division  of  (Tlasgow, 

Dk.  FA RQUH ARSON  (Abenleen- 
shire,  W.)  :  Muy  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  it  is  the  case  that  in 
schools  irt  which  books  ai'e  thus  provided 
free,  the  children  are  allowed  to  take 
them  home  and  use  tbeni  iu  the  prepara- 
tion of  home  lessons  ? 

Sir  G,  T  rev  el  van  :  I  am  in- 
formed  ihal  in  rural  distrlt^ts  in  Scotland, 
ami  espetdally  iu  the  irigblands,  it  is  the 
prevailing  custom.  The  Departiuent,  in 
granting  or  refusing  the  Parliamentary 
gntnt,  takes  into  consideration  the  |>ro- 
visiorr  of  l»ooks  in  these  schools.  It  can- 
not go  further  than  thai. 

INDIAN    (UNTONMENT    REGULATIONS. 

Mu.  STANSFELD  (Halifax):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  Stale  for  ludia, 
with  reference  to  fbe  Indian  Cantonri,ent 
Regirlatioiis,  whether  the  Despatch  froiu 
India,  mentioned  in  one  of  the  telegrama 
that  were  read  to  the  House  by  the 
Under  Secretary  of  Slate  on  the  7th  of 
Nf»vember  last,  has  been  received  ;  and 
whar  action  has  been  taken  ujion  it  ? 

TriE  SECRETARY  uf  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  11.  IL  FoWLEri,  Wolver- 
hampton, E/)  :  IMie  Despatch  to  which 
my  right  Iron.  Friend  refers  was  duly 
recoiveil  and  most  careftrlly  consrderetl  by 
Lnrd  Kimberlev  in  Council.  Iu  his  reply, 
which  was  sent  on  the  1st  March  last,  he 
informed  the  Govertmient  of  India  that. 
In  his  opinion,  the  only  effective  method 
of  preventing  u  recurrence  of  any  prac- 
tices ittconsistent  with  their  Orders  and 
with  the  Resolutions  passed  by  the  House 
of  Commons  on  ibe  .1th  of  dune,  1HH8, 
was  to  proceed  l*y  means  of  legislation. 
He  reqrrested  them  acconlingly  lo  under- 
take the  necessary  legislatioir  as  soon  tis 
possible,  arrd  iudicate<l  the  form  in  which 
be  wis  I  led  this  to  be  effected.  Fyrtber, 
to  avoid  tiie  possibility  of  any  future  mis- 
conception of  Orders,  be  req (rested  the 
Government  ot  India  to  Issue  a  Rosoln- 
tinn  explaiuirrg  the  policy  of  that  legis- 
lation* and  probilutirrg  all  practices,  as 
distiugrjishe<l  from  Rules  or  Regulatiotis^ 
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Sir   R.  temple  :  May  I  ask  the 

right  hoD.  GeDtleman  if  he  has  uoticefl 
the  Return  presented  by  the  Secretary 
for  War  to  this  House"  in  January  last, 
showing  the  dreadful  increase  in  con- 
tagious diseases  in  several  of  the  Presi- 
dencies of  India  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  Yes,  Sir ;  a 
question  on  that  subject  was  answered 
last  week  by  the  Secretary  for  War,  who 
stated  that  this  Return  was  engaging  the 
consideration  of  both  of  us.  There  are 
explanatory  circumstances  which  I  need 
not  refer  to  now,  but  which  must  be 
taken  into  consideration  in  dealing  with 
the  Return. 

EXPERIMENTAL  MOBTLISATION  OF 
EQUIPMENT  AND  STORE  DEPOtS. 
Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Belfast, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  he  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  ordering  during  the  pre- 
sent year  an  experimental  mobilisation 
of  the  equipment  and  store  depots  of  the 
First  Army  Corps  at  Aldershot,  Warley, 
or  Colchester  ;  and  whether  he  will  also 
consider  the  possibility  of  mobilising 
during  the  present  year  one  or  more  of 
the  Army  Medical  Staff  Corps  bearer 
companies  attached  to  the  First  Army 
Corps  ? . 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell-Banxermax,  Stir- 
ling, &c.)  :  It  is  not  considered  advisable 
to  have  any  special  muster  of  the  equipment 
of  the  First  Army  Corps  ;  Reports  are 
periodically  furnished,  so  that  we  are  well 
aware  of  its  condition.  As  regards  the 
Medical  Staff  Corps,  arrangements  have 
been  made  to  train  this  summer  at  Aider- 
shot  four  field  hospitals  and  four  l)earer 
companies,  and  one  of  each  at  the  Cur- 
ragh.  These  units  will  be  on  a  war 
footing  both  as  regards  men  and  equip- 
ment, and,  except  in  respect  of  the 
number  of  horses,  the  process  will  be  as 

near  an  approach  to  a  mobilisation  as  can 
be  made  under  existing  conditions. 

LABOURERS*  COTTAGES  lY  THE 
COOTEHILL  UNION. 
Mr.  young  (Cavan,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  Local 
Government  Board  for  Ireland  have  re- 
ceived -the  documents  recently  referred 
to  by  him  from  the  Guardians  of  Coote- 
hill  Union  ;  whether  the  Local  Govern- 


ment Board  are  now  aware  that  tbree- 
fifths  of  the  elected  Guardians  are  in 
favour  of  promoting  a  scheme  for  cot- 
tages and  allotments  in  their  respective 
constituencies,  and  do  not  object  to  the 
expense  being  made  a  divisional  charge  ; 
whether  the  attention  of  the  Local  Gro- 
vernment  Board  has  been  drawn  by 
labourers  interested  to  Reports  of  the 
Board^s  proceedings  on  the  12th  of 
January  and  the  23rd  of  February  in  a 
local  newspaper  ;  and  whether  the  Local 
Government  Board  now  propose  to  order 
an  inquiry  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  MoRLET,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  documents  referred  to 
have  been  received  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  The  papers  do  not  contain  the 
information  required  by  the  second  para- 
graph of  the  question.  The  Board  have 
received  a  newspaper  report  of  the 
Guardians^  proceedings  on  the  12th  of 
January,  but  not  of  the  proceedings  on 
the  second  mentioned  date.  The  Board 
did  not  receive  until  the  2l8t  instant  the 
observations  of  the  solicitor  acting  for  the 
labourers,  and  the  question  of  holding  an 
inquiry  is  now  under  consideration. 

THE  IMPORTATION  OF  CANADIAN 
STORE  CATTLE. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  whether  repre- 
sentations have  been  made  to  him  by 
many  agriculturists  in  the  Eastern 
Counties,  both  of  England  and  Scotland, 
as  to  the  exceptionally  healthy  and  pro- 
fitable character  of  Canadian  store  cattle  ; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  the  necessity  for 
farmers  being  able  to  make  their  arrange- 
ments for  the  coming  season,  he  can  now 
state  the  result  of  the  representations 
made  to  him  by  the  Dominion  Govern- 
ment of  Canada  with  regard  to  the 
slaughtering  of  all  Canadian  cattle  at 
the  ports  where  they  are  landed  ? 

Mr.  CUOMBIE  (Kincardineshire)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  whether,  with  a  view  to 
allowing  cattle  feeders  to  make  arrange- 
ments for  the  coming  season,  he  will  now 
state  what  course  he  is  prepared  to  take 
with  regard  to  the  restrictions  at  present 
in  force  on  tlie  importation  of  Canadian 
cattle  ? 

Mr.  arch  (Norfolk,  N.W.)  :  I  beg 
to   ask  the   President   of  the   Board  of 
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A|^iculture  %irhetber  ho  has  received  a 
copy  of  the  resohitiou  of  the  Norfolk 
Chamber  of  A  gri  cult  lire,  proposed  by  a 
veteriuary  giirgeon  aud  seconded  by  a 
large  tenaut  fanner,  stating  that  while 
extremely  anxious  to  keep  out  all  animalsi 
from  the  eontiueut  of  Europe  and  from 
all  coiiutries  where  coutagiou.H  diseaFcs 
are  likely  to  exist,  they  would  heartily 
welcome  the  importation  of  Canadian 
store  cattle,  wlueh  liavc  been  found  to  be 
ereeptiooally  healthy  and  prolitablo  to 
the  grazier  ;  and  whether  he  is  prepared 
to  allow  the  hnportatiou  of  such  cattle  for 
the  benefit  of  graziers  in  the  Eastern 
Counties  of  England  ? 

Mii.  MAGUIRE  (Clare,  VV.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agricnltnre  whether,  in  the  montht*  of 
May  and  June  last,  the  lung8  of  cattle 
landed  in  this  t:ountry  from  Canada  were 
forwarded  to  the  Board  of  Agriculture  for 
examiuatif)ii  by  the  Inspeetoraof  tlie  port?, 
who  believed  them  to  he  affected  vvith 
contagious  pleuro-pneumonia  ;  whether 
in  three  of  these  ca^es  well-defitieil  and 
typical  signs  of  pleuro-pneunionia  were 
apparent,  and  tliey  were  prononnce<l  by 
the  expert^i  of  tbe  Board  to  be  infected 
with  the  disease  \  whether  he  13  aware 
that  it  was  j^tated  in  evidence  before  the 
Departmental  Commitfee  of  1888  that 
case^  had  been  knownof  the  development 
of  tin?  diseaiie  after  no  less  a  period  than  1 5 
months  :  and  whefher,  under  these  cir- 
Ciimstance.s,  and  considering  (he  length  of 
frontier  between  Canada  and  disfrii'ts 
where  the  disease  is  known  to  exist,  the 
pretfent  restrictions  which  the  slaughter 
of  Canadian  cattle  at  the  port  of  de- 
Imrkation  is  rei|uired  will  be  nniintained  ? 

CoLuX'EL  WARING  (Down,  "S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  whether,  in  view  of  the  long 
torm  of  incubation  of  the  dise4ise  of 
pJeuro-pnenmonia  in  cattle,  and  the  great 
difficulty  in  enforchig  quarantine  along 
the  extCDded  frontier  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada,  he  can  assure  the 
farmers  of  Great  Britain  that  the  pre- 
cautions taken  by  the  Canadian  Govern- 
ment are  sufficient  to  secure  them  from 
the  risk  of  this  disease  Ix^ing  iutrtKluced 
into  this  country  by  cattle  from  the 
United  States  (where  it  is  admittedly 
prevalent)  passing  through  the  Canadian 
ports  ? 

Mr,  STAVELEY  HILL  (Stafford- 
shu-e,   KingBwiuford)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the 
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President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
whether,  as  the  result  of  inquiries  with 
reference  to  tiie  presence  of  cattle  disease 
in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  he  has  any 
reason  to  believe  that  there  is  any  diffi- 
culty in  enforcing  Quarantine  Regulations 
as  between  the  Domiuiou  and  the  United 
States,  or  any  laxity  in  enforcing  those 
Regidations ;  and  whether  the  only 
access  for  cattle  to  the  grazing  lauds  of 
the  Dominion  is  from  Montana  by  three 
trails  ouly,  all  converging  upon  and 
under  the  supervision  of  the  North-West 
Mounted  Police  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
UF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr,  H.  Gardner, 
Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  Yes,  Sir ;  I 
have  received  many  representationa  from 
agriculturists  in  the  Eastern- Counties  of 
Scotland  as  to  the  advantages  attending 
tbe  importation  of  Canadian  store  cattle, 
and  I  have  also  received  the  resolution  to 
the  same  effect  to  which  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Norfolk  refers  in  the 
question  whicij  stands  in  his  name.  Upon 
a  most  anxious  review,  however,  of  the 
whole  sequence  of  events,  I  am  forced, 
with  much  regret,  to  the  conclusion  that 
I  should  not  he  justified  in  restoring  the 
privilege  of  free  admission  to  Canadian 
cattle  until  1  am  lu  possession  of  the  evi- 
dence which  would  be  afforded  by  a  further 
examination  of  the  lungs  of  the  animals 
slaughteretl  at  the  jwrt  of  landing.  The 
examination  will  not  be  of  a  protracted 
character,  and  if  the  result  confirm  the 
representations  made  to  rne  concerning 
the  absence  of  pleuro*pncumoiiia  in 
Canada,  and  no  adverse  circumstances 
arise,  I  should  then,  I  cuiLsider,  be  bound 
to  dispense  with  slaughter  at  the  port, 
although  soMiO  temporary  Regular  ions 
regarding  the  movement  of  animals  after 
landing  would  probably  be  requisite,  if 
conhdence  in  the  safety  of  the  trade  Is  to 
be  restored.  With  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion addressed  to  me  by  the  boa.  Member 
fur  County  Down,  I  would  say  that  the 
precautions  taken  by  the  Canadian  Go- 
vernment to  prevent  the  introduction  of 
diseased  animals  into  the  Dotninion  from 
the  United  States  were  very  materially 
strengthened  t*n^ly1"ast  year,  as  the  hon. 
Member  will 'j*ee  from  No*  16  of  the 
printed  Pap^i-i*  tjn  the  subject ;  and  if  it 
were  only  -^jecessary  for  me  10  consider 
thoques1,<on  of  the  admission  oj  Canadian 
animalsJfjoiii  ibi?*  point  of  view,  I  should 
not  hf^itate  to  conclude   that   rcasonablB 
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In  a  district  not  under  a  School  Board, 
the  supply  of  such  free  places  at  the 
various  schools  which  have  the  right  to 
charge  fees  is  a  matter  within  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  managers.  The  Depart- 
ment cannot  compel  any  such  school  to 
provide  any  free  places  at  all ;  hut  if  the 
free  places  claimed  are  not  supplied  hy 
voluntary  arrangement,  it  becomes  the 
duty  of  the  Department  to  order  the 
•  formation  of  a  School  Board  to  supply 
the  free  places  required. 

UGANDA. 

Mr.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool,  Aber- 
cromby)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether 
it  is  the  case,  as  stated  in  Sir  Gerald 
Portal's  Report  (page  33,  paragraph  5), 
that  the  Imperial  British  East  Africa 
Company  made  Treaties  in  Uganda  and 
the  neighbouring  countries  promising 
protection  in  return  for  certain  com- 
mercial advantages ;  if  so,  are  such 
Treaties  a  violation  of  Clause  16  of  the 
Company's  Charter,  prohibiting  any 
monopoly  of  trade  ;  whether,  in  accord- 
ance with  Clause  3  of  the  Charter,  the 
Treaties  in  question  have  received  the 
approval  of  Her  Majesty's  Secretary  of 
State ;  and  whether  Copies  of  the 
Treaties  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  before  the  Debate  on 
Uganda  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  (who  replied)  said  :  I 
must  ask  to  be  allowed  to  postpone  any 
statement  on  this  question  until  the 
Debate  comes  on. 

STAMP  DEEDS. 

Mr.  M*CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  he 
will  8tatc  the  number  of  offices  in  Eng- 
land in  which  instruments  and  counter- 
parts can  be  stamped  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  die  de- 
noting that  the  full  and  proper  duty  has 
been  paid  on  the  original  deeds  is  only 
impressed  in  the  London,  Edinburgh,  and 
Dublin  stamp  offices.  Belfast  already 
enjoys  the  utmost  facilities  that  have 
been  given  to  Liverpool,  Manchester, 
and  Bristol,  and  to  those  places  only, 
with  respect  to  the  transmission  of  counter- 
parts to  the  central  office. 

KILLARNEY  UNION. 
Mr.  T.  VV.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary^  the 

Mr,  Acland 


Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  is 
true,  as  stated  by  the  Local  Government 
Inspector,  that  whilst  the  liabilities  of  the 
Killarney  Union  amount  to  £5,652,  the 
Guardians  have  only  £565  to  their  credit 
in  the  bank ;  whether  unpaid  cheques 
to  the  amount  of  £2,183  have  been 
issued,  and  that  bills  amouDtioe  to 
£1,590  are  due  ;  and  if,  in  view  of  the 
serious  financial  state  of  the  Union,  he  will 
dismiss  the  Guardians  and  appoint  Vice 
Guardians  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  figures  given 
in  the  question  represent  with  substantial 
accuracy  the  financial  condition  of  this 
Union  on  the  11th  inst.,  when  the  In- 
spector made  his  statement  to  the 
Guardians,  which  was  duly  reported  it 
the  public  Press.  As  regards  the  con- 
clusion of  the  question,  I  can  only  say  at 
present  that  the  matter  is  engaging  my 
careful  consideration. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  Did  not  a 
similar  state  of  affairs  prevail  some  time 
ago  in  the  Tralee  Union  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  It  is  quite  trae 
that  in  consequence  of  the  financial  con- 
dition of  the  Tralee  Uni6n  the  elected 
Guardians  were  suspended  and  Vice 
Guardians  appointed,  and  the  result  has 
been  satisfactory. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
there  is  anything  very  extraordinary  in 
an  excess  of  the  liabilities  over  the  assets 
at  a  time  when  tbe  proceeds  of  the  old 
rate  are  exhausted,  and  the  collection  of 
the  new  rate  began  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  There  is  nothing 
extraordinary  in  the  matter  as  I  under- 
stand, and  I  hope  the  Killarney  Guardians 
will  soon  be  able  to  put  themselves  in 
order. 

Sir  T.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W.)  r  Is 
it  not  a  fact  tliat  the  elected  Guar- 
dians are  now  administering  in  Tralee 
Union  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Yes,  it  is  true 
that  the  Vice  Guardians  have  done 
their  work,  and  that  the  elected  Guar- 
dians arc  now  doing  duty. 

Mr.  BODKIN  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  Vice  Guardians  are  (laid  Guardians  ; 
if  so,  what  is  their  salary,  and  does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  consider  that  it 
tends  to  lighten  the  deficit  by  appointing 
Vice  Guardians,  who  are  paid  a  salary, 

I'  thereby  putting  an  additional  burden  on 
the  ratepayers  ? 
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Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  U  \t  usiml 
for  the^e  LTiiiotis  to  issue  cliec|H6s  for 
£2/X)f)  wliicli  are  after  wnnln  dis- 
hooourotl  bv  the  bauk  ? 

Mk.  MORLEY  :  I  am  afraid  tliat 
micb    proceed  I  ng^i>    are   uoi   etitirclj   un- 

Mr.  bodkin  :  Will  tlie  right  hon. 
Oeulknimri  nn.-^wor  my  question  ? 

Mr.  J.  MO  RLE  y':  I  cannot  say  off- 
hand what  are  the  salaries  of  the  Vice 
Guftrdiaos.  It  appears  tlnit  in  some 
cases  they  have  reduced  the  deht. 

WOilEN  IN  INDIAN  COAL  MINES. 

Mr.  PROYAND  (Glasgow,  Black- 
friars)  :  I  beg  to  ask  tlie  Secretary  of 
8tate  for  India  if  ho  has  received  any 
Report  from  the  Inspector  relating  to  the 
employment  of  women  in  coal  mines  in 
India ;  and,  if  noi,  when  we  may  ex- 
pect it  ? 

Mh.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  The  Iospcctor^« 
Report  npou  Coal  Mines  has  aotyet  heey 
rectiived.  The  Government  of  India  hope 
to  receive  his  firr^t  Report  in  July  next. 
And  they  will  »ead  it  home  soon  after. 

Sia  J.  GORST  (Camhridge  Univer- 
sity) :  May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Geiitle- 
man  whether,  in  the  meantime,  and  pend- 
ing the  presentation  of  the  Reporr,  any 
8t6p8  Will  lie  taken  to  put  a  stop  to 
tlie  employment  of  women  underground 
in  coal  mines  ? 

Mr.  IL  IL  FOWLER  :  I  mmi  ask  for 
notice  of  that  (pieytion. 

UALWAV  EXTRA  I'OLICK  FORCE. 

Mr.  ROCHE  (Galway,  E.)  :  I  heg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will  state  the 
number  of  extra  police  in  the  County  of 
G&lway  in  connection  with  the  Clanri- 
carde  estate  in  1893,  compared  with  the 
year  1885,  and  the  coat  of  maintaining 
Siame  ;  and  if  he  will  Btate  the  number 
and  c^ost  of  eictra  police  on  the  estate 
^inee  1885  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  In  1885  the  num- 
ber  of  extra  police  employetl  in  connec- 
tion with  this  estate  was  four,  at  an 
.annual  co!*t  of  £276.  In  Decomher,  1893, 
4he  number  80  employed  was  29,  and  the 
annual  cost  £1,999,  '  Between  1885  and 
the  1st  of  January  last  the  number  of 
extra  police  employed  on  the  estate 
averaged  23,  at  a  total  cost,  as  near  as 
•call  be  estimated^  of  £14,520. 
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CANADIAN  TEA  DUTIES. 
Mr.  HOWARD  (Middlesex,  Totten- 
ham) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colon le:*  whether  he  can 
state  what  the  intentions  of  the  Canadian 
Government  are  with  reference  to  the 
alteration  of  the  Tea  Duties  :  whether 
teas  bletided  in  bond  in  Great  Britain 
will  be  subject  to  any  and  wljat  duty  in 
the  new  tarift*;  and  whether  the  Cana- 
dian Government  can  legally  differentiate 
against  this  country  and  home  hihour  in 
favour  of  China  and  other  tea-exporting 
countries. 

Sir  R.  HANSON  (London):  May 
I  at  the  same  time  put  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  a  question  on  the  same  sub- 
ject which  I  have  had  on  the  Paper  on 
two  days  previously,  !»iit  which  has  un- 
fortunately not  appeared  to-day  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  for  toe  COLONIES  (Mr. 
S.  BtrxTOX,  Tower  Hatnlets,  Poplar)  : 
I  am  much  obliged  to  my  hon.  Friends 
for  having  postponed  these  questions. 
We  received  on  Saturday  the  following 
telegram  explanatory  of  the  proposal  in 
regard  to  tea  in  the  new  Canadian  tariff:— 

**  Dutieu  proposed  in  Canajdian  House  of  Com- 
mons as  to  t€4i  and  coffee  are  ex^pressed  in  follow- 
ing extmct  from  tariff.  Extract  begins: '  Tea  and 
green  coffee  imported  directly  from  the  country 
of  growth  and  proil action,  free.  This  item  shall 
include  tea  and  coflfee  purchased  in  bond  in  any 
country  where  tea  and  coffee  are  subject  to 
CuBtomu  DuticH,  [trovided  there  be  satisfactory 
proof  that  the  tea  or  coffee  so  purcha:*ed  in 
Fiond  is  audi  as  might  be  entered  for  home  con- 
sumption in  the  (joimtry  where  the  same  is  pur- 
chased.' Extract  ends.  The  above  item  is,  of 
couDiC,  !»ubject  to  amendment  by  the  Canadian 
Parliament.     Despatch  follu^vs  by  mail." 

I  trust  that  this  explanation  will  he  satis- 
factory to  my  hon.  Friouds  and  to  the 
trade* 

IRISH  CHUflCH  SURPLUS  FUNDS. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (Padding- 
too,  S.)  :  I  heg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  w^h ether  he  wmII  lay  upon 
the  Table  a  Return  showing  whether 
there  is  an  available  balance  of  seciintieH 
remaining  among  the  Iriah  Church  Sur- 
plus Funds  suAcient  to  guarantee  a 
Treasury  loan  ;  and,  if  so,  to  what 
amount  of  loan  ;  and,  if  he  will  show  in 
detail  all  the  itabilities  which  have  been 
imposed  ou  the  Irish  Church  Surplaa 
Funds  ? 
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Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  A  Return  is 
being  prepared,  and  1  hope  to  be  able  to 
lay  it  on  the  Table  in  a  few  days. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL:  In  the 
form  I  ask  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Yes. 

UGANDA. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether,  in  view  of  the 
indefinite  postponement  of  the  Debate  on 
the  Settlement  of  Uganda,  he  can  now 
make  a  further  statement  as  to  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  as  to  the 
exact  area  over  which  Imperial  adminis- 
tration is  to  prevail,  as  to  the  railway, 
and  means  of  communication  with 
Uganda  suggested  by  Sir  G.  Portal's  Re- 
port, and  as  to  the  abolition  of  the  legal 
status  of  slavery  in  Zanzibar  ? 

Sir  E.  GREY  :  In  answer  to  this  and 
other  questions,  I  have  to  say  that  it  is 
not  possible  to  deal  with  these  matters  in 
the  compass  of  an  answer  to  a  question, 
and  I  must  reserve  the  explanations  upon 
them  until  the  Debate,  when  a  full  state- 
ment will  be  made  on  this  and  other 
points. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  whether  he  will 
be  good  enough  to  consider  whether  it 
would  not  make  the  discussion  much 
more  yaluable  if  the  House  had  some  in- 
timation beforehand  as  to  the  decision  of 
the  Government  with  regard  to  the  main 
points  of  interest  connected  with  the 
subject  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.Harcourt,  Derby): 
I  will  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
once  what  our  position  is.  As  soon  as 
ever  we  can  make  arrangements  after  the 
conclusion  of  the  Debate  on  the  Motion 
for  the  appointment  of  the  Scotch  Grand 
Committee,  I  will  endeavour  to  fix  the 
Debate  on  Uganda  on  as  early  a  day  as 
possible,  when  I  will  make  a  statement 
on  the  subject. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  When  the 
Debate  comes  on,  and  after  the  state- 
ment has  been  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  will  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man allow  the  Debate  to  be  adjourned  in 
order  to  enable  the  House  to  consider 
that  statement  ? 

Sir  W.  H  ARCOURT  :  I  would  rather 
postpone  my  answer  to  that  question. 


Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  (Manchester, 
N.E.)  :  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
place  the  House  in  possession  of  the  facts 
of  what  the  Government  proposed  to  do 
with  the  money  asked  for  in  the  Esti- 
mate ?  That  Estimate  refers  to  particu- 
lars, but  gives  none.  Do  the  Govern- 
ment propose  in  the  Estimate  to  take  any 
sum  for  improved  communication  either 
by  railway  or  road,  or  the  tracts  referred 
to  in  the  Report,  which  are  often  cir- 
cuitous because  they  are  uncleared  and 
go  through  swamps  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Vote  is 
a  formal  one  intended  for  the  purpose  of 
raising  a  discussion  only,  and  does  not 
profess  to  give  particulars  at  ail. 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  The  Estimate 
says  there  are  particulars. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  No  definite 
statement  as  to  details  can  conveniently 
be  made  at  the  present  time. 

THE    IMPORTATION    OF    GERMAN 
PRISON-MADE  GOODS. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  if  he  has  received 
any  communication  from  the  Board  of 
Trade  with  reference  to  the  importation 
into  the  United  Kingdom  of  German 
prison-made  goods  ;  and  what  steps,  if 
any,  have  been  taken  in  the  matter ;  and 
if  the  Secretary  of  State  will  cause  in- 
quiries to  be  made  concerning  this  traffic 
of  Her  Majesty's  Consuls  in  Germany, 
and  particularly  of  those  in  Berlin  and 
Cologne  ? 

SirE.  grey  :  A  communication  has 
been  received,  and  Her  Majesty's  Am- 
bassador in  Germany  is  being  instructed 
to  furnish  a  general  Report  on  the 
subject. 

Colonel  H.  VINCENT  :  When  will 
the  Report  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  I  cannot  exactly  say. 

THB  BUDGET  AND  THE  NAVAL 
DEFENCE  FUND. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  (Middlesex, 
Ealing)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  if  the 
£289,000,  described  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  as  money  which  has  been 
paid  over  to  the  Naval  Defence  Account 
in  excess  of  the  authorised  expenditure 
of  £10,000,000,  is  the  proceeds  of  ad- 
vances made  by  the  Treasury  previous  to 
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the  eommea cement  of  tbe  present  fhiaD- 
i!Ukl  year  frora  the  CoufioHdatcd  Fniiil, 
under  Section  2  of  **  The  Ntivul  Defence 
Act,  1889'*;  iitid,  if  not,  from  what 
iwjurce,  mid  under  wbiit  itnthoritj,  has 
this  inonev  Iiecn  ohrained  ? 

SiH  W;  IIARCOUHT  (who  replied) 
paid  :  The  origin  of  the  tninnaction  is 
tliatmoiiey  was  wauftxl  and  wasailvanceri 
by  the  Treas^ury  nnder  the  Niivai  Defence 
Act. 

LuKD  G.  HAMILTON  :  Is  not  the 
result  of  the  trausaetioii  this  *  ihat  tbe 
Xational  Debt  Inis  been  int-reawed  by  the 
sum  of  £289,000  in  order  that"^  the 
Revenue  for  that  year  iiiiglit  apjiarently 
be  increased  by  that  amount,  although 
that  amount  doe^  not  proyierly  bch>rig  to 
tbe  Revenue  for  that  ve^r  ? 

•Siu  VV.  HARCOUHT  :  Tliis  is  otje 
of  tbe  beaiitifdl  conundrums  in  finance 
wbieb  ariise  out  of  the  National  Defence 
Act.  It  would  take  anybody  tw^o  days 
to  unUerstand  bow  tlie  matter  arose,  and 
half  a  day  for  him  to  explain  the  matter. 
It  arose  in  this  way  r  £3,146,tX)0  was 
borrowed  from  the  Trea^^ury  on  thi.s 
acconnt  two  years  ago  under  the  Statute, 
and  the  Treasury  were  bound  this  last 
year  fo  pay  over  £1,429,000,  which  w^an 
more  than  was  watited,  and  the  conse- 
quence is  tliat  the  money,  not  being  re- 
quired to  pay  off"  the  loan,  is  available  to 
\m  restored  to  tho  Exebequer.  I  do  not 
know  whether  that  is  intelligible  to  any- 
bodv,  as  it  is  barelv  intelligibte  to  me. 

Lord  ti.  HAMILTON  :  I  beg  to 
give  notice  that  I  shall  oppoge  tbe  Reso- 
lution, and  I  think  that  i  shall  l>e  able 
in  a  few  minutes  to  make  it  clear  to  the 
House  what  is  the  nature  of  the  transac- 
tion. 

RKPORTED  DISTURBANCE  IN 
BECHtlANALAND. 
Sir  G.  BADEN- POWELL  (Liver- 
pooU  Kirkdale)  r  I  l>eg  to  ask  tlie  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  whe- 
ther ho  can  give  any  ftirther  infonnatioii 
as  to  a  reported  attack  l»y  Namacpies 
on  Bechuanas,  resulting  in  the  slaughter 
of  many  natives,  men,  women,  and 
children,  and  alao  of  some  whites  ;  and 
wliether  or  no  these  Nauiaqnes  belong 
to  tbe  Germau  sphere  of  inflnenee  or 
protectorate  ? 

•Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  The  Secretary  of 
State  is  inquiring  into  the  matter,  about 
which  we  have  no  official  information* 


EMf*LOVMENT  FOE  EX-SOLDIERS. 
Mu.HANBrRY  (I'reston)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretaiy  of  State  for  War  if  he 
cjin  state  what  is  the  iinmber  of  non-com- 
iiiissioned  officers  and  men  at  homo 
stations  employ ch:!  oil  otiier  than  strictly 
uiilitary  duties,  and  struck  offtheordinar}- 
dnty  roster  ;  w lie t her,  at  the  date  of  tho 
Report  of  the  Wantage  Committee,  they 
imnibered  no  less  than  13,000  ;  and  whe* 
ther  the  practice  as  to  employed  men,  de- 
scribed by  Sir  A,  Ilaliburton  as  a  legacy 
from  the  long  service  system,  has  been 
modified  \  and,  if  so,  in  what  manner, 
since  the  Wantage  Committee  reporter! 
two  years  ago  ? 

•Mr*  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

Proposals  dealing  with  this  subject  are 
now  under  consideration.  The  number 
of  soldiers  employeil  on  duties  which  are 
not  strictly  military  caunot  ho  stated 
without  a  reference  to  the  General  Officers 
conmianding  in  the  several  districts. 

Mu.  HANBURY  ;  B«t  ra  it  not  a 
fact  that  x\X  tlie  date  of  the  Report  of  the 
Wautagc  Committee  the  number  w^tiS 
13,000? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMANi 

That  may  have  been  so. 

Ma.ior  ranch  (Essex,  S.E.):  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  take  into  cou- 
sideralion  tbe  desirability  of  employing 
tii'st-class  Army  Reserve  men  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 

The  whole  question  is  under  considera- 
tion. 

KEN.MARE    POOR  LAW  GUARDL\NS* 

EhEniroN. 

Mr.  KILBRIDE  (Kerry,  S.):  I  beg 
to  ask  tbe  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lonl 
Lien  tenant  of  Ireland  wdiethcr  the  Local 
Government  Board  have  yet  held  an  in- 
quiry into  the  proceevliugs  in  connection 
with  tbe  election  of  Poor  Law Guanlians 
in  the  Kenrnaro  Union  ;  and  whether  the 
alleged  irregnlarand  illegal  conduct  of  tho 
chairman,  on  the  occasion  of  tbe  election 
of  chairman,  will  also  he  inquired  into  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Board  on 
the  16th  instant  instructed  their  Inspector 
to  hold  a  sworn  inquiry  into  tins  matter, 
and  the  iuvesttgation  will  take  place  at 
tbe  earliest  possible  date.  The  matter 
referred  to  in  the  second  paragraph  has 
already  formed  the  subject  of  inquiry  by 
the    Local    Government    Board,  who  do 
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not  think  that  it  calls  for  further  inter- 
ference on  their  part. 

NEW     PARISH     HOUXDARTES. 

Mil.  RANKIN  (Herefordshire,  Leo- 
minster) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  what  will 
be  the  latest  possible  date  for  the  ar- 
rangement of  the  boundaries  under  "  The 
Local  Government  Act,  1894,"  if  the 
Government  proposals  for  deferring  the 
date  of  the  elections  of  Parish  and  Dis- 
trict Councils  are  adopted  ? 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre,  Bradford,  Central)  :  It  will 
be  seen  from  Section  84  (3)  (b)  of  the 
Local  Government  Act,  1894,  that  the 
30th  of  Angust  in  the  present  year  is  the 
date  before  which  the  re-arrangement  of 
boundaries  must  be  completed.  The  Bill 
before  the  House  for  accelerating  the 
registration  makes  no  alteration  in  this 
respect. 

CHILDREN   IN  LONDON  PRISONS. 

MK.PICKERSG1LL  (Bethual  Green, 
N.E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
fiis  attention  has  been  called  to  a  state- 
ment published  in  the  Press  by  Mr. 
William  Wheat  ley,  that  on  the  19th  in- 
stant he  found  two  children  undergoing 
A  sentence  of  five  days^  imprisonment  in 
Pentonville  Prison,  and  that  one  of  the 
children  said  he  would  be  11  next  birth- 
■day,  but  did  not  look  more  than  eight, 
and  the  other  stated  that  he  would  be  13 
next  birthday,  but  did  not  look  more  than 
nine  ;  for  what  offence,  from  what  Court, 
And  by  what  Magistrate  were  these 
children  committed  ;  and  whether  the 
•committal  to  prison  was  reported  to  the 
Home  Office  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  The  boys  referred 
to  were  sentenced  at  the  Marlborough 
Street  Police  Court  by  Mr.  Hannay  to  a 
iine  of  os.,  or  five  days'  imprisonment,  for 
throwing  bricks  and  stones  from  a  partly 
demolished  building  in  Nassau  Street,  at 
passengers  in  the  street,  about  which 
practice  many  complaints  had  been  made 
to  the  police.  There  were  four  boys  in 
all ;  one  over  14  was  remanded  for  a 
week,  and  the  three  others  were  fined  58. 
each  or  five  days.  Only  one  of  the  three 
fines  was  paid  ;  the  parents  of  two  of 
the  boys,  Baker  and  Smith,  wishing  them 
to  be  taught  a  lessoQ,  refused  to  pay  the 

Mr.  J.  Morley 


fines,  saying  that  they  could  do  nothing 
with  their  boys.  The  Governor  of  Pen- 
tonville informs  me  that  the  boys  were 
treated  in  the  ordinary  way  in  cells  set 
apart  for  juveniles.  The  matter  was  re- 
ported to  the  Home  Office. 

LONDON  PRISON  ACCOMMODATION. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  :  1  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  if  he  is  now  able  to  state 
what  questions  (in  addition  to  the  accom- 
modation in  London  prisons)  will  be  re- 
ferred to  the  proposed  Departmental 
Committee  of  Inquiry  into  our  prison 
system  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  No ;  I  am  not  at 
present  in  a  position  to  give  my  hon. 
Friend  the  information  he  asks. 

CLOGHER  VALLEY  TRAMWAY, 

Mr.  M'GILLIGAN  (Fermanagh,  S.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  he  is  aware  that  engioe- 
drivers  in  the  employment  of  the  Clogher 
Valley  Tramway  Company  are  obliged 
to  work  12  hours  daily,  and  occasionallj 
17  hours  a  day  ;  and  that  on  a  recent 
occasion  an  engine-driver  worked  on  the 
line  for  36  hours  without  rest ;  and  will  he 
have  inquiry  made  into  the  conditions 
and  hours  of  labour  of  engine-drivers, 
milesmen,  and  lamp-lighters  in  the  employ 
of  this  Company  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  have  made 
inquiry,  and  the  Company  infonn  the 
Board  of  Trade  that  their  engine-drivers 
work  60  hours  per  week  of  six  days  ; 
that  there  are  no  Sunday  trains  ;  thej 
add  that  in  case  of  breakdown  the  hours 
may  have  been  longer,  but  they  do  not 
admit  the  long  hours  referred  to  by  the 
hoD.  Member. 

Mr.  M'GILLIGAN  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  inquire  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  I  have  made  in- 
quiries, and  I  have  given  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber the  result.  If  the  hon.  Member  has 
particulars  of  any  specific  cases,  and  will 
lay  them  before  me,  I  will  inquire  further. 

VEHICULAR  LIGHTING  AT  NIGHT-TIMB. 
Mr.  mount  (Berks,  Newbury): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  a  Coantj 
Council  has  power  to  pass  a  bye-law  re- 
quiring every  vehicle  drawn  by  any 
animal  in  that  county  between  one  hour 
after  sunset  and  one  hour  before  sunrisa 
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to  have  a  lighted   tamp  attached  to  that 
vehicle  ? 

Mk.  SHAW  -  LEFEVUE  :  Tlie 
Secretary  of  Stale  has  held  tliat  such  a 
bye-law  may  be  made  under  Section  IB 
of  the  Local  Goveriimeut  Act,  1888,  pro- 
vided it8  terms  are  reaHoimblc.  The 
matter  is  one  which  has  iieen  considered 
to  fall  within  the  words  **i^ood  ru!e  and 
governmetit  "  of  a  county.  Monmouth - 
Bhire  is  a  connty  where  sncdi  a  hyc'Iaw 
b  to  force. 


SALMON  FLSHING  IN  THE  lUVER 
SLAXKV. 
Mr.  FFKENCH  (Wexford,  S.)  :  I  l»eg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Sceretajy  to  the  Lor*l 
Lieiiteiniutof  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  rod  fishermen  are  allowed  the 
priviletje  of  fishing  for  salmon  In  the 
River  Slaoey  six  week'*  inevioiitst  to  the 
time  aUoted  to  die  net  fishermen  ;  whe- 
ther a  like  cni^^lom  is  prevalent  (jn  all  the 
rivers  in  Ireland  where  salmon  are  taken  j 
iitii  whether  he  can  take  any  steps  to 
!?»imilate  the  times  for  the  beginning  of 
et  and  rod  tislung  'f 
MiE.  J.  MOKLEY  :  1  niidcrstand  tlie 
fact  is  as  statetl  in  the  fir:^t  para*;;ruph. 
The  difference  between  the  dates  on  wlncli 
net     fishiug     and     angling     commeTice 


Ijdepeodi  oo  local  ctrciimstauces,  and  the 
Inspectors  of  Fisheries  are  of  opinion  that 
the  interests  of  the  salmon  fisheries  would 
t3ot  admit  of  the  ast^imilation  of  dates 
for  the  commencement  of  net  and  rotl 
iisliiog. 

I  THE  KK\  ISKU  EDUCATIOX  CODE. 
\  Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  :  1  beg 
to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  tlie  Com- 
Snittoe  of  Council  on  Education  when 
the  Revised  Code  relating  to  evening 
pchools  will  be  priuietl  ami  circulated  ; 
p^iid  when  the  same  will  eome  into  opera* 
tion  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  The  Evening  School 
'  Code  will  be  printed  ami  circtilated  very 
shortly.     It  contains  a  provisioa  makiug 
tt  ofiply    to   all  schools,  the   grants    to 
diich  fall   due  after   the  30th  of  April, 
which   is  the   end  of  the  school- 
for   evening   schools ;     practically, 
ItLerefore,  it  affects  hut  few  schools  mitjl 
[they  begin  their  new  session  next  winter, 
will    undertake    that    plenty    of    time 
shall  He  given  for  tlie  consideration  of  the 
few  changes  which  ha%^e  been  made  from 
gt  year's  Code, 
VOL.  XXIII.  [fourth   series,] 


Sm  F.  S.  POWELL 
Code  become  law  ? 

Mil.  ACLAND  :  Practically  it  will 
not  take  effect  nnlil  next  antnmn. 

Sir  F.  8.  POWELL  :  Bttt  when  will 
it  become  law  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND:  It  was  laid  on  the 
Table  at  the  end  of  last  month.  It  be- 
comes law  a  m<mth  from  the  date  of  so 
laying  it. 

rH(ENLX  PARK  CJRAZIKGS. 

Mr.  field  (Dnhlin,  St.  PatricVa): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury whetlier  the  Board  of  Works  intend 
to  re-establish  the  old  system  of  letting 
the  grazing  in  Phcenix  Park  to  different 
ow^ners  of  cattle,  now  that  the  Veterinary 
Department  of  the  Privy  Council  have 
stated  in  reply  to  the  Dublin  Cowkeepers' 
Ast^ociatioii  that  there  was  no  hindrance 
to  their  cattle  being  grilled  upon  the  park  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  MIBBEHT  :  In  conse- 
quenee  of  the  witbdrawid  by  the  V'eteri- 
nary  Deparlnient  n{  the  objection  to  the 
aiknis^inn  of  grazing  mttle  to  the  PbcenliL 
Park  rhe  Hoard  of  Works  decide^l  to 
invite  tenders  for  the  grazing  of  the  pmrk 
by  cattle  the  jirDperty  of  om/  owner,  and 
thaf,  if  no  such  tender  were  made,  appli- 
cations from  owners  irrespective  of  num- 
bers shouhl  be  received.  No  tenders 
came  in^  and  accordingly  the  old  practice 
is  being  reverted  to. 

BIRKENHEAD  GUARDIANS  AND  THE 
NATIONAL  pnCK  LAUOUHERS^  UNION. 
Mr.  M.  AUSTIN  (Limerick,  W.) :  On 
behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Middles- 
brough, I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  refusal 
of  the  medical  ofK(;er  of  the  Birkenhead 
Board  of  Guardians  to  grant  sick  certifi- 
cates to  members  of  tlie  National  Dock 
Labourers'  Union  who  were  unable  to 
pay  for  the  same,  with  the  result  that 
they  are  deprived  of  the  sick  allowance 
from  that  organisation  ;  and  whether 
metlical  officers  of  such  Boards  are  justi- 
fied in  their  refusal  to  grant  such  certifi- 
cates ? 

Mr.  8HAW-LEFEVHE:  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  Guardians  of  the  Birken- 
ht-aJ  Union  that  application  was  mmie 
to  them  by  the  Branch  Secretary  of  the 
Dock  Labourers'  Union  to  direct  the 
medical  officer  of  the  workhouse  to  give 
to   manbers   of   that    organisation    who 
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were  io  the  workhouse  certificates  of 
illness,  not  for  the  purpose  of  obtain iug 
sick  pay  but  to  keep  the  members  in 
burial  benefit.  The  Guardians  were  of 
opinion  that  it  formed  no  part  of  the  duty 
of  the  medical  officer  of  the  workhouse 
to  give  these  certificates,  and  the  Local 
Government  Board  concur  in  the  view  of 
the  Guardians  that  there  is  no  legal  obli- 
gation attaching  to  the  medical  officer  in 
this  matter. 

TAXES  ON  LAND  VALUES. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy,  &c.):  I  bog 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  the  Government  will  consent  to 
the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee 
to  inquire  and  report  as  to  the  most  effi- 
cacious method  of  levying  a  tax  on  land 
values  ? 

Mr.  H.  L.  W.LAWSON  (Gloucester, 
Cirencester)  :  May  I  ask  whether  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  aware 
that  a  vast  amount  of  evidence  on  the 
subject  of  ground  values  was  taken 
during  the  late  Parliament  by  the  Town 
Holdings  Committee  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Yes.  I  was 
going  to  refer  to  the  fact  that  the  Town 
Holdings  Committee  have  already  col- 
lected a  large  amount  of  evidence  on  the 
subject.  I  can  hardly  understand  what 
my  hon.  Friend  wants  to  know. 

Mr.  DALZIEL:  I  wish  an  inquiry  into 
the  mode  of  levying  the  tax.  That  has 
not  been  gone  into. 

THE     NEW     ESTATE     DUTY. 

Mr.  W.  long  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  a  Return  of  some  few  typical 
estates,  showing  what  would  be  the 
average  payments  under  the  head  of  the 
existing  Succession  Duty,  and  what  he 
anticipates  would  be  the  payments  under 
the  new  Estate  Duty  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  do  not  think 
I  can  at  present  undertake  to  lay  before 
the  House  the  particulars  asked  for. 
When  the  Bill  is  before  the  House  the 
hon.  Member  and  his  friends  will,  with 
the  information  then  supplied,  have  no 
difficulty  in  forming  their  own  conclu- 
sions. 

Mr.  W.  long  :  Cannot  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  give  us  some  indication 
of  the  interpretation  the  Government 
will   place   on   the  words   '^  marketable 

Mr.  ShaW'Lefevre 


value,"  and  the  method  in  which  such 
value  will  l)e  arrived  at  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  afraid 
I  can  add  nothing  to  my  answer. 

UGANDA. 

Mr.  a.  smith  (Christchurch)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer whether  the  details  of  the  proposed 
arrangements  for  the  Protectorate  of 
Uganda  could  be  given  in  answer  to  a 
question,  in  order  to  allay  the  anxiety  on 
the  subject  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  That  ques- 
tion I  have  already  answered. 

Sir  G.  BADEN -POWELL  :  Can  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  give  us  any  idea 
when  the  Debate  will  be  taken  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  told  the 
hon.  Gentleman  it  would  be  taken  when 
we  had  got  the  Scotch  business  out  of 
the  House. 

MR.  DEENEY,  J.P. 

Mr.  butcher  (York)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  has 
been  brought  to  his  knowledge  that  Mr. 
Deeney,  of  Rathmullen,  in  the  County  of 
Donegal,  who  was  appointed  to  the  Com-* 
mission  of  the  Peace  for  County  Donegal 
in  January,  1893,  was  the  holder  of  a 
retail  licence  for  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors  in  Rathmullen,  and  that  he  trans- 
ferred his  licence  to  his  wife  ;  and  whe- 
ther, under  these  circumstances,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  proposes  to  take 
any  steps  to  revoke  such  appointment  ? 

Mr.  mains  (Donegal,  N.)  :  Before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers  the 
question,  may  I  ask  whether  the  late 
Conservative  Government  did  not  appoint 
persons  to  the  Commission  of  the  Peace 
for  the  Counties  of  Derry  and  Donegal 
who  then  held,  and  still  do,  common 
retail  public-house  licences;  whether  Mr, 
Deeney  gave  a  transfer  of  his  hotel  spirit 
licence  previously  to  his  appointment  to 
the  Commission  of  the  Peace  ;  whether 
from  the  date  of  his  appointment  anj 
fault  has  been  found  with  him  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  Magisterial  duties  ;  and 
whether  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
proposes  to  take  any  steps  to  revoke  the 
appointment  of  those  Magistrates  who 
at  present  hold  retail  licences  in  Count j 
Derry  and  County  Donegal  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  a  fact  that 
the  late  Government  did  appoint  holders 
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of  Hoe  DC  eft  to  the  Commission  of  the 
Peace.  Iti  am^vvcr  to  the  qii08tioii  on  llie 
Paper,  the  appoiiitiueiit  referred  to  vvjii* 
made  ou  the  recoimnetidtitiuti  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenuiit  of  the  Coiiotv,  iiiul  before 
aetiug  ou  the  reeommerniMtioti  the  Lord 
Chaueellor  remiiretl  Mr,  Deeiiey  to  give 
ati  iiiKiortakiiig  to  tnttisfer  lus  licenced 
busiuess*  The  Mngistrates  at  Quarter 
Sessions  in  the  county  gninted  the  Heeiice. 
Owing  to  the  laptse  of  time  that  had 
tttken  fdace  the  Lord  ChMUcellor  did  not 
propoti;e  interfering  witli  the  mutter  now  ; 
and  as  the  hon.  Member  will  see,  if  sm:h 
u  course  were  taken,  the  Lord  Clian(!ellor 
would  be  bound  to  caneelshailar  appoint- 
ments which  were  made  by  his  prede- 
cessor in  Ortice, 

Mh,  CAR80N  (Dublin  University)  : 
Will  the  right  hon,  (xentlenmo  consider 
the  advisability  of  teetiug  the  legality  of 
these  licences  under  the  circumstances  ? 

Mr,  J.  MOliLEY  :  I  will  lay  the 
|K)Uit  before  the  Lord  Chancellon 

THE  NKWFOUNDLAND  MIXLSTERIAL 
CRISIS. 
Sir  F,  EVANS  (Southampton) ;  I 
bog  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  the  Report 
cabled  from  St.  John's,  Newfoundland, 
whieh  appeared  iu  The  Dnilt/  News  and 
other  morning  papers  of  this  day,  to  the 
effect  that — 

"  Til©  L^ialftture  of  Xewfoumlland  ha^  beea 
farther  prorogued  until  the  2Hrd  of  Jlay  " 

is  correct ;  wvhether  the  Legislature  was 
iw)  further  prorogued  by  the  (Tovernor 
acting  under  instructions  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty ^s  Government  ;  and  whether  Her 
Majeety''^  Government  will  biy  upon  the 
Table  all  con-espondence  which  lias 
passed  between  the  Governor  of  New- 
foundland and  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment relating  to  a  demarid  for  dissolu- 
tion made  by  the  late  Governraeut  of 
Newfoundland,  of  which  Sir  William 
White  way  was  Premier  ? 

Mr,  S.  BUXTON  :  The  LegishUure 
uf  Newfoundland  has  been  prorogued  by 
the  Governor,  acting  on  the  advice  of 
his  responsible  advisers,  until  May  23. 
I  call  make  no  promise  as  to  what,  if  any, 
portion  of  the  correspondence  in  regard 
to  this  Ministerial  crisis  can  be  presented 
to  Parliament ;  but  I  say  at  ooce  that 
the  telegraphic  correspondence  that  has 
pasiiod  between  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and    the  Governor   of  Newfound- 


land has  been  necessarily  of  a  highly 
ennfidential  eharucter,  and,  of  course, 
will  not  he  published. 

Sir  F,  EVANS  :  Cannot  the  hon. 
Gentleman  answer  more  definitely  that 
part  of  my  question  as  to  whether  the 
Legishiture  was  further  prorogued  by  the 
Governor  under  inslrui'tions  from  Her 
Majesty's  Govoriimet>t  ? 

Mk/S.  BUXTON  :  1  have  said  that 
the  Governor  iictcd  on  the  advice  of  hi9 
responsible  advisers. 

THE  GLENLARA  MURDER,  CO.  CORK. 
Mr.  darling  (Deptford)  :  1  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  whether  he  can  give  any  in- 
formation as  to  the  reported  murder  of  a 
caretaker  in  Nortli  Cojk  :  whether  any- 
one has  been  arreste<l  for  the  murder  ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  he  will  use  all  the 
powers  eonferretl  upon  him  by  the  Crimes 
Act  in  order  to  ileteet  the  murderer  ? 

Mn.  FLY NN  (Cork,  N.)  x  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  this 
terrible  outrage  wus  denounced  vigorously 
from  all  the  altars  in  the  rieigijljourliood 
yesterday  \  that  a  strong  feeling  of  public 
iridig nation  has  been  aroused  iu  the 
locality,  and  that  to-day  the  shops  in 
Newmarket  are  shuttered  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  quite  true 
that  the  murder  was  denounced  yester- 
day from  all  the  altars  iu  the  district, 
and  that  to-day  the  town  of  Newmarket 
bears  signs  of  general  mourning.  I 
regret  to  sny  that  the  account  in  the 
morning  papers  is  suhstantjfilly  correct — 
that  Donovan  was  brntiilly  nttackcd  on 
the  morning  of  Saturday  hist  by  two 
men,  and  was  beaten  abotit  the  heud  %vith 
the  stock  of  a  gun.  He  then  scrambled 
back  to  his  room,  and,  about  three  or 
four  hours  afterwards,  died.  Of  course, 
it  is  not  desirable  that  I  should  state  in 
any  form  what  clue  the  police  have,  nor 
what  steps  they  are  taking  in  regard  to 
the  outrage.  As  to  the  question  about 
the  Crimes  Act,  1  do  not  thhik  that 
applies. 

Mr.  T.  VT.  RUSSELL  :  Was  Donovan 
under  jwlice  protection  at  the  time  of  the 
murder  ? 

Mr,  J,  MORLEY  :  He  was,  to  the 
extent  of  being  under  protection  by  police 
patrol,  which  frequent! v  passed  his  farm. 

Mr.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N.)  :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  the  man  was 
murdered  by  being  beaten  about  the  head 
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with  the  stock  of  a  gun.  Is  it  true,  as 
reported  in  some  of  the  papers,  that  he 
was  also  shot  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  My  report  is 
that  he  was  beaten  on  the  head  with  a 
gun  as  he  lay  in  bed,  and  afterwards 
dragged  into  the  yard  and  beaten  again. 
I  have  no  information  as  to  his  having 
been  shot. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say 
whether  this  is  one  of  those  eases  in 
relation  to  an  evicted  farm  where  an 
evicted  tenant  would  be  restored  under 
the  Evicted  Tenants'  Bill  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

Mr.  MACNEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  : 
May  I  ask  whether,  until  last  Sunday, 
there  had  been  any  agrarian  murder  in 
the  district  for  23  months,  the  period  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  administration 
in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  CARSON :  Was  there  not  a 
deplorable  outrage  only  last  week  ? 

•Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
last  two  questions  are  entirely  outside 
the  question  upon  the  Paper. 

ORDERS   OF   THE  DA^. 


WAYS  AND  MEANS. 
COMMITTEE. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

*The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
chequer  (Sir  W.Harcourt, Derby): 
I  have  understood  that  it  will  be  for  the 
convenience  of  the  House  to  deal  in  the 
following  manner  with  these  Resolutions. 
I  understand  that  right  hon.  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  desire  to  have  some 
further  explanation  of  the  first  Resolution, 
but  that,  having  had  that  explanation, 
they  desire  that  the  discussion  upon  it 
should  be  postponed  until  to-morrow.  I 
will,  therefore,  now  move  formally  the  first 
Resolution,  relating  to  the  Estate  Duty, 
and  I  will  then  renew  it  again  to-morrow. 
I  may  point  out  to  the  Committee  that 
it  is  of  the  greatest  consequence  that  the 
Bill  should  be  brought  forward  as  well 
us  the  Income  Tax  Resolutions,  so  that 
there  should  be  authority  from  the  House 
to  levy  the  Income  Tax  at  the  proposed 
increased   rate.     That   being    done,   to- 

Mr,  Jackson 


morrow  will  be  free  for  the  discttssion  on 
the  Estate  Duty.  I  do  not  know  that  I 
can  add  very  much  to  the  statement  I 
have  already  made.  It  is  impossible  to 
understand  the  question  until  you  have 
before  you  the  clauses  which  deal  in 
detail  with  this  matter,  and  when  you 
have  seen  the  Bill  you  will  find  that  the 
plans  of  the  Government  are  compara- 
tively simple.  There  is  a  good  deal  in 
the  machinery  clauses  which  cannot  be 
avoided  in  cases  of  this  kind  ;  bnt  the 
enacting  clause  provides  that  the  exist- 
ing Probate,  Account,  Estate,  and  addi- 
tional Succession  Duties  shall  cease  to 
exist,  and  in  their  place  there  will  bo  a 
new  Estate  Duty,  levied  upon  the  prin- 
cipal value  of  all  property  which  passes 
on  the  death  of  the  deceased,  whether 
real  or  personal,  settled  or  unsettled,  and 
the  principal  value  having  been  taken, 
the  duty  will  be  graduated  according  to 
the  scale  set  forth  in  the  Resolution. 
Property  passing  on  the  death  of  the 
deceased  may  be  of  different  kinds.  Of 
course,  I  am  not  now  speaking  of  realty 
and  personalty.  The  first  property 
which  will  be  dealt  with  is  property  of 
which  the  deceased  is  competent  at  the 
time  of  his  death  to  dispose.  That  in- 
cludes for  the  first  time  foreign  property 
l)elonging  to  persons  domiciled  Id  the 
United  Kingdom.  Such  property  is  al 
present  subject  to  Legacy  Duty.  The 
second  class  of  property  dealt  with  noder 
the  present  tax  is  property  which  the 
deceased  has  himself  settled  in  his  lifetime 
— that  is  to  say.  property  not  at  his  ditt- 
{)osal  at  the  time  of  his  death.  It 
will  also  include  all  those  classes  of 
gifts  which  are  now  taxable  under  the 
Account  Duty  such  as  donatio  mortis  causa 
— voluntary  gifts  made  within  12  months 
of  death,  life  insurances,  and  other  things 
now  chargeable  under  the  Account  Duty. 
At  present  the  Account  Duty  applies  only 
to  voluntary  settlements.  Hereafter  the 
principle  of  the  Account  Duty  will  he 
applied  to  all  settlements,  whether  volun- 
tary or  for  consideration.  I  cometoanother 
class  of  property  in  which,  by  the  dis- 
position of  some  other  person,  the  deceased 
had  only  a  life  interest — that  is  to  say,  a 
settlement  made  by  A  upon  B,  bat  which 
property  passes  from  B's  family  upqa  B*s 
death.  That  property  will  pay  Estate 
Duty,  but  it  will  be  treated  for  the  par- 
poses  of  graduating  the  duty  in  a  different 
manner  from    property   settled    by  the 
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«leceiiBed  himself.  These  are  the  throe 
ma  ID  cliisses  of  property  which  will  be- 
come the  subject  of  the  proposed  Estate 
Duty,  ttud  all  tliOHe  hevenil  kiiuli*  of 
property^  taken  upon  thoir  principal 
falue,  will  be  freatetl  at?  one  estate  for 
the  pur|K>Be  of  Jetornjiniti^  thegradnatat 
rate.  That  h  to  ^ay,  if  a  tnnn  has 
£oO,tX>0  in  personalty  and  £51>,0(K)  in 
realty,  settled  or  unsettled,  tliey  will  be 
pat  together  and  treated  as  one  estate  for 
tbe  determination  of  the  graduated  rute  to 
be  placed  iijiou  them,  except  when  the 
property,  settled  by  the  disposition  of 
«oiiie  other  person  than  tbe  deceased, 
passes  away  from  the  descendants  or  the 
lainily  of  the  deceased  to  some  other 
person,  in  which  ca^e  it  will  not  be 
valued  with  his*  own  property  for  the 
purposes  of  trraduutioji.  Therefore,  that 
£100,000  will  under  those  circunistauce8 
pay  the  Estate  Duty  at  the  rate  belonging 
lo  £1(K>,00(J,  but  will  liot  pay  more, 
lieeause  there  may  he  another  £50,0tK) 
passing  away  from  the  deceased  at  his 
death,  but  uot  to  hts  own  family. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  (Snrrey,  Guild- 
ford): Will  the  rigljt  hon.  Qeutleman 
say  whether  by  '*  family"  he  meant* 
liDea)  descendants  ? 

SiK  W.  HARCOl  RT  :  I  will  ^ive 
further  details  on  that  ]>oint  to-morrow. 
We  now  come  to  the  f|ncstioii  of  settle- 
ment, which  is  tlio  most  difficult  matter 
iti  the  Bill,  A  settlement  covers  several 
Itve-s,  butat  present  Probate  Duty  is  paid 
only  once  on  property^  settled  by  will.  Tbe 
question  we  have  to  consider  is  this  :  What 
principle  !^haU  we  apply  to  settlements  by 
will  or  otherwise  ?  Will  yon  allow  one 
payment  to  cover  setflement,  or  will  you 
take,  as  in  cases  where  there  are  no 
settlements,  full  payment  on  every  death? 
Take  the  case  of  pro[)erty  in  coniiectiou 
with  which  there  is  no  settlement.  The 
property  goes  to  A,  and  he  j>ays  full 
duty  :  il  I  hen  goes  tn  B,  hts  brother,  and 
he  pay-^  full  duty  \  then  it  goes  by  will 
to  C,  and  he  pays  full  duty  likewise.  In 
this  case  A,  B,  and  C  have  free  disposal 
of  the  property,  wiiereas  if  the  property 
were  settle*!  each  would  only  have  a  life 
itj teres t.  Therefore,  after  much  reflf^e- 
tion,  1  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
we  onght  to  follow  the  principle  now  in 
force  imder  the  Probate  Duty,  nntl  allow 
one  payment  to  cover  the  settlements 
Some  people  think  that  is  a  very  great 
aaeriOce,    becnusd    of    the     number    of 
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lives    in    the     settlement.       You    may 
have    a   number   of    lives,    but  you    can 
only    have    one    generation.       It     may 
well     be    that    a    young    hfe    in    free 
testacy  may  cover  a   longer  period  than 
all  the  lives  in  the  settlement,  aiid  there- 
fore it  is  not  certain   that  tn  every  case  a 
settlement  will  cover  more  tbati  a  single 
life,  but  on  the  whole  and  on  the  average 
there  might  he  a  loss.     We  canuot  esti- 
niate  exactly  what  that  loss  will  be,   but, 
following   the  scheme  of  tbe  right  bon, 
rTcntleman  tbe  Member  for  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square,  wo  propose,   us  I  men- 
tioned in  my  Butlget  statement,  that  an 
additional    I    per    cent,  shall    be    placed 
upon  settlements,  to  cover  the  average  loss 
arising   through    one    of    those    circum- 
stances.      If  this  |>ercentage  is  found  to 
be  too  mncdi  it  will  be   discontinued  ;    if 
it  is  fonnil  to  l>c  too  little,  it  may  be  in- 
creasoil.     A  ipiestion  has  been  suggestcil 
to  me  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber  for  the  Forest   of    Dean  :    *'  W^hat 
are   you  going    to   do    in     eases    wdiere 
Probate  Duty  has  been  paid  upon  a  dejith 
occurring  before  the  passing  of  the  Bill  ?  " 
We  have  considered  it  only  fair  to  allow 
that  duty    to   cover  the  settlement,  and 
not    to     require    payment    of    the    ne^v 
Estate    Duty    in    res}>ect    of    it,     Now, 
I    should    like    to    say  a    word    or    two 
upon  small  estates  under  £1,000.      That 
is  a    very  material   question    under   this 
Bilb       At  present  these  estates  in  the 
case  of  personalty  pay  liotb  Probate  and 
Legacy  Duty,     In  the  case  of  realty  they 
pay  only  Succession   Duty.       In   future 
they   will    only  pay    Estate  Duty,  and, 
generally  speaking,  tlio  charge  on   them 
will  be  less  than  it  U  at  present,     I  need 
not  repeat  wbnt  I    have  already  said  ou 
that    matter        I    went    into    it    hi    my 
Budget  speech.    I  have  been  asked  as  lo 
the  mode  of  valuation.     I   would  remind 
all  hon.  Gentlemen  who  must  be  familiar 
with  the  practice  in  these   matters   that 
the  first   valuer  in  all   these  matters  is 
tbe    successor    himself.       I    know    the 
ordinary  practice,  having  had  to  do  with 
a  great  many  deeds  of  administration— 
liecause  when  a  man  has   the  misfortune 
to  belong  to   the  Bar  his  family  always 
insist  ou  making  him  executor  and  trus- 
tee, and   therefore   he    beconies  familiar 
with  tbe  adjninistratiou  of  estates.       In 
99  cases  out  of  100  what  happens  is  this  : 
The  executor  sends  for  tbe  most  respect- 
able  and    well-kuowr     urveyor   in    the 
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imff\\\H)nThiH}(\  aiKl  tc')l«  bim  to  value  the 
profKfrty.  If  it  in  a  r{Uf;Htioii  of  plate,  he 
MtfidH  for  themoMt  renpected  and  emiiient 
ftilveminitli  in  LomJou,  and  in  the  caKe 
of  jcwelfi  he  rloen  the  name  thing  ;  and 
I  ran  nny  from  my  knowledge  and  from 
information  received  from  the  Inland 
lievenue  that  in  the  far  greater  nnmher 
of  eaneH  the  valuation  Ih  aecepted,  unlepH 
there  in  hohk;  reaHon  to  h(;lieve  that  it  ik 
outrageounly  inadequate  and  improper. 
That  i'm  the  iirni  nyHtem  of  valuation. 
J*eopIe  are  in  moHt  eaneH  their  own 
valuerH. 

Lnin»  H.  (ilUHCilILL  (Padding- 
ton,  S.)  I   Whnt  iihout  workn  of  iirt  ? 

Slit  W.  IIAKCOUKT  :  I  know  that 
works  of  nrt,  when  valued  to  the  nation, 
are  very  often  valued  at  a  very  hif^h  iwice 
indectl,  antl  I  nhould  he  extremely  happy 
if  workn  of  nrt  were  alwnyn  valued  on 
that  Heale.  I  helieve  the  renult  to  the 
Kxehecjuer  would  he  far  gn^ater  than  it 
in  at  the  prenent  time.  1  nay  the  parties 
themH<»lveH  are,  generally  speaking,  the 
first  valuers.  It  is  not  the  interest  or  the 
poliey  of  the  Department  to  extraet  the 
uttermost  farthing,  and  they  do  not  do 
no.  Any  moderate  and  fair  valuation  is 
taken  and  aeeepted  hy  the  Inland  Re- 
venue. There  are  eases  whieh  would 
astonish  the  Committee  if  1  told  them 
the  vahuitinn  that  has  been  made. 
1  would  ask  the  Committee  to  con- 
sider the  disadvantage  of  what  some 
ptM>ple,  I  know,  favour,  and  that  is 
establishing  a  tixed  rule  of  valuation.  In 
the  (irst  ]daee,  under  the  existing  system, 
ospoeinlly  with  regantto  land,  the  annual 
>Mlue  is  taken.  The  pn"»posal  of  the 
iJovernmeut  is  that  the  Counnissioners 
nball  take  nu^tlunls,  subject  to  ap|H'al  to 
the  Court,  as  they  think  U^st  to  ascertain 
the  value.  They  will  not  exclude  annual 
value  as  one  of  the  weUunls  for  arriving 
at  pnnci|Mil  >alue;  but  I  think  that  tl)e 
mon^  discretion  ibai  is  lofi  to  the  Com- 
missioners as  lo  the  mefhiv)  of  a#eor^ 
taininc  ihe  \aluo  of  anv  i^^mmiHiitv   the 


lea<!eho]dF,  and  I  would  ask  gentlemen 
who  say  there  is  great  diflBculty  in  ascer- 
taining the  principal  value  of  freeholds 
why  there  should  be  more  difficulty  in 
their  case  than  in  the  case  of  leaseholds  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  was 
driven  into  arriving  at  principal  value  by 
capitalising  the  rent  on  certain  tables  ; 
but  I  would  point  out  to  gentlemen 
interested  in  the  land  that  that  is  a 
principle  extremely  to  the  disadvantage 
of  properties  falling  in  value  and  to  the 
advantage  of  properties  rising  in  value. 
Therefore  it  is  the  worst  of  all  principles 
to  be  adopted.  In  future  the  charge  will 
be  upon  the  capital  value,  not  on  the 
capitalised  rent,  and  will  therefore  be 
juster  as  between  different  kinds  of  landed 
property  than  it  is  at  present.  Proper- 
ties of  great  prospective  value  will  pay 
on  a  much  larger  figure,  and  properties 
with  a  less  bright  future  may,  in  a  good 
many  cases,  pay  on  a  lower  figure  than 
they  do  at  present.  Any  attempt  to  lay 
down  a  hard-and-fast  principle  of  valua- 
tion would  in  my  opinion  be  imprac- 
ticable. It  would  lead  to  injustice  to 
properties  which  have  the  poorest  out- 
look. Any  fixed  number  of  years'  pur- 
chase, not  too  low  for  the  State  to  accept, 
would  be  far  too  high  for  these  distressed 
properties  to  bear.  But  the  State  ought 
not  to  accept  20  or  24  years'  purchase  on 
property  like  that  near  London.  It  is 
worth  more.  Why  should  you  fix  too 
low  a  standard  on  the  most  valuable 
property,  and  consequently  oppress  pro- 
l^erties  less  able  to  bear  it  ?  Surely  it 
is  far  better  to  endeavour  in  each  case 
to  assess  the  tax  upon  the  value  which 
rt^ally  pertains  to  the  property.  I 
venture  to  ask  the  Committee  to  con* 
sider  this  matter,  because  I  know 
it  occupies  a  great  deal  of  attention, 
espei*ially  amongst  those  interested  in 
land.  I  a^tk  the  House  to  consider  what 
I  have  said  in  reganl  to  leaseholds  and 
the  Estate  Inity,  and  to  l^wr  in  mind  that 
where  this  has  l>eon  in   practical  opera- 


wiser  will  it  U\     l>ne  hoars  souie  |HH>ple  ;  tion   there  has    been  no  real  ground  of 


talk  a>  if  thort*  >*ert»  difficulties  in  aseer- 
faie.it^j:  prinoi|>al  vahie.  IVineijxal  value 
x^a*  nur^H^uot\l  by  the  right  hon.  l^entU^ 
wvnu  opjs^sifo :  and  for  tivo  yt>«rs  the 
Ksf^te  Puty  has  Uvn  |viid  on  j>rsrc;|^l 
vahjc  ".v,  *NYta:n  casos^  ai>tl  liviv  ba# 
K>rn  :%>  diffior.hy  whafovw.  l>iro:|>a4 
\aW  h*#    for  a    long    limo    boon    tho 

fvt^irTO  of  vahmnon  in  OHinection  with 

* 

Sir  IV,  Hiire^mri 


complaint.  Now,  1  pa5s  to  another  snb- 
i<vt,  also  of  gnmt  interest  to  the  owners 
of  rt^l  property,  and  that  is  how  ihm 
money  is  to  be  raised.  First  of  alL  as  I 
have  said  alnmdy,  1  have  reserrcd  ihm 
eight  years*  insralmerts  in  order  not  to 
ft^rv^  a  sale.  I  have  taken  the  lenfctk  of 
i:mo  given  by  the  right  hon.  GcntleBaa 
oppcis::o.     But  the  moser  will  haTe  to 
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lie  rfti^ed  ia  some  foiTu  or  another  if  it  is 
not  paid  otf  iu  these  yearly  instalmeuti^. 
The  life  tenant  will  have  |K>wer  to  chiirge 
the  estate.  He  will  have  power  in 
respect  of  this  duty  to  make  a  mortgag*.^ 
OD  the  estate,  and  if  he  prefers  tr»  jiay  It 
out  of  his  pocket,  he  will  himself  be  in 
the  position  of  a  mortgagee.  It  is  said, 
•*  How  are  you  to  borrow  money  at  all  in 
the  CAse  of  heavily  naortgag&tl  estates  ?  *' 
People  do  not  bear  in  mind  that  the 
charge  will  only  lie  on  what  remains  after 
yon  have  dednctetl  the  mortcrage.  That 
will  \}e  the  marj^iu  and  the  reisidne  npon 
which  the  char^^e  will  he  made. 

•SiE  M,  lUCKS-BEACH  (Bris^tul, 
W,)  !  Will  the  charge  take  ]>recedence 
of  existing  mortgages  ? 

8iK  VV,  IIAKCOUHT:  Existing 
mortgages,  no.  Snbftet|iient  mortgages, 
yes.  The  State  does  not  rhuni  to  take 
precedence  of  exihtin*^  mortgage!^*  There 
will  be  further  jvssistaiice  which  we  pro- 
pose to  give  in  reference  to  the  raising 
of  the  money,  and  that  is  that  any  moacy 
out  of  the  aetfled  funds  may  be  employed 
for  the  purpojie  of  paying  this  charge. 
That  ih  all  1  have  to  say  about  the  Eistale 
Duty,  I  com e  no  w  to  th  e  8 u cc es  s  io  n  D  u  ty » 
I  find  that,  oddly  enough,  in  the  public 
mind  there  is  a  wnmt  of  appreciation  of 
the  fact  that  there  have  always  bec^n 
two  kinds  of  Death  Duties  payable. 
I  now  refer  to  the  seouid  class  iif  these 
duties.  These  are  the  Legacy  and  Succes- 
gion  Duties.  Tlie  Legacy  Duty  is  paid 
in  all  events  by  the  individual  to  whom 
the  property  comes.  The  Legacy  and 
8ucee*<8ion  Duties  are  subject  to  the 
consanguinity  scale.  The  Legacy 
Duty  under  the  Bill  will  remain 
entirely  unchauge*b  The  Succession 
Duty  will  Im  payalde  as  dow,  except— 
fiud  it  is  a  large  exception — in  the  case 
of  lineals,  who  will  Ihj  exempt.  It  will 
be  levied  at  the  old  rates,  before  the 
acblitious  of  H  arul  ^  ^ler  cent,  imule  by 
the  right  hon,  (xcntiemati  (Mn  Goschon). 
We  go  back  lo  the  old  rates  of  Succession 
Duly.  Where  the  sticcessor  takes  an 
absolute  interest,  this  duty  will  m 
future  b©  payable  on  the  principal  value, 
and  not  upon  the  life  interest  as  at 
present ,  That,  of  courfte,  is  a  great 
change,  and  will  put  it  ujion  precieely 
the  same  fo«tting  as  tlie  Legacy  Duty.  It 
will  be  a  charge  upoe»  the  property,  and 
it  will  not  lapse  with  the  life  of  the 
pereon   liable,  and   it    will  carry  interest 
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on  the  unpaid  Instalments.  With 
these  changes,  the  Legacy  and  8uc- 
cession  Duties  will  become  practically 
identical.  You  will  have  the  Estate 
Duly  levied  like  what  I  may  call  an  en- 
larged ami  universal  Probate  Duty  iipou 
all  classes  of  property,  and  you  will  have 
an  identical  Legacy  and  Succession  Duty, 
cliarged  practicidly,  as  in  the  present 
Legacy  Duty,  upon  the  benetieiaries  of 
the  property.  These  are  changes  which, 
I  admit,  are  of  large  character,  btit  simple 
in  their  plan. 

Mte.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Boib 
min)  :  As  to  the  Succession  Duty  pay- 
able l>y  a  person  wdio  s«cireeds  to  a  life 
estate,  that  will  only  be  on  the  valtie  of 
the  lif»?  estate.  In  that  case  would  not 
the  Succession  Duty  lapse  with  the  life 
estate  P 

SiK  W.  IIARCOURT  :  Yes.  Great 
interest  is  attacheil  to  the  question,  how 
will  these  changes  affect  the  relation 
between  the  charges  upon  personalty  and 
upon  realty  ?  I  will  give  the  House 
some  important  figures.  At  present  the 
total  yield  of  the  Death  Duties  of  alt 
kinds  is,  in  round  numbers,  t* 1 0,000,000, 
Of  that  at  present  £8,900,000 — I  nuiy  say 
£9,<X)0,00() — is  paid  by  personalty,  and 
£1,1 5 0,000  i s  pa i d  by  rea 1 1 y .  And  ma rk , 
when  1  say  realty  I  am  not  speaking  of 
agricidtural  laud;  I  am  speaking  of  land 
and  freehold  houses  throughout  the 
country.  You  may  say,  therefore,  that 
at  present  the  land  and  freehold  houses — 
the  realty  of  the  country — pay  a 
little  more  than  one-tenth  of  the 
Death  Duty.  Personalty  nnder  Probate 
pays  now  £4,800,000 ;  the  Estate  Duty, 
£l,KiO,(XX>  ;  Legacy  Duty,  £2,720,000; 
Succcssiun  Duty,  £260,000  ^  total, 
£H,^IHUH)0.  Novv  we  go  to  realty.  Pro- 
bate Duty,  nothing ;  Estate  Duty, 
£110,tKX) ;  Legacy  Duty,  nothing  ;  Sue- 
ceisiou  Duly,  £1,040,000— altogether, 
£1,150,000,  as  against  £8,910,000  for 
fM^rsonalty. 

Mh. BHODliICK  ;  What  is  the  capital 
value  ? 

Sir  W.  MAKCOL'KT:  1  should 
rather  advise  the  hon,  Keotlernan  not  In 
pursue  that  inf|uiry.  I  will  now  state 
how  tlie  case  will  stand  on  the  plan  pro- 
]»osed  by  the  tiovernmeut.  liy  our  plan 
the  total  yield  of  the  Death  Duties  will 
be  £i:io500,lHX)as  against  £10,000.0<M) 
at  present. 


h^ 


a  burden 
bear  it. 
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Sir  M.  hicks-beach  :  This  year  ? 
Sir   W.  HARCOURT:    No;    I  am 
speaking  of  the   final  result.     Of  that, 
personalty  will    pay  £11,000,000;   and 
realty,    land    and    houses,     £2,500,000. 
That  is  to  say,  that  under  the  plan  of  the 
Government  the  increase  of  the  Death 
Duties  upon  personalty  will  be  £2,1 30,000, 
and  upon   realty   £1,320,000— -total   in- 
crease, about  £3,500,000.     That  is  not 
all.     I  have  shown  that  the   additional 
charge  upon  realty  under  this  plan  will 
be  £1,300,000.     Of  that,  less  than  one- 
half   will   fall  upon  agricultural  land — 
that  is  to  say,  as  far  as  we  can  calculate, 
the  additional  charge  upon  agricultural 
land  will  be  about   £600,000.     But  for 
that  total  of  £1,300,000  put  upon  realty 
we  have    given    a   compensation    under 
Schedule     "A"    of    the    Income    Tax 
amounting    to    £600,000    applicable    to 
realty.    I  ought  to  tell  the  Committee  that 
the  total  allowance  under  Schedule  "  A  " 
is  £800,000,  but  of  that  at  least  £200,000 
will  go  to  leaseholds,  which  are  reckoned 
as  personalty,  and,  therefore,  what  has  to 
be  deducted  from  the  charge  upon  realty 
is  £600,000.    Now,  that  will  leave  the 
net   additional    charge    imposed   by  the 
Budget,  upon  all  realty,  including  agricul- 
tural land  and  land  and  houses,  at  £700,000. 
Of   this   sum   £350,000   or  £400,000  is 
asked    of    the    landed    interest    of    the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain   and 
Ireland  as  their  contribution  towards  the 
cost  of  the  defence  of  this  country,  and 
also   as  a   means  of  placing  taxation  on 
an  equitable  basis.     I  see  to-night  that  a 
right  hon.  Gentleman  goes  down  into  the 
country,  and  says  that  it  will  be  the  ruin 
of  his    ancestral    home,  and    that  hence- 
forth   the    Connty    of   Kent    will   grow 
thistles  instead  of  strawberries.     I  hope 
that  such  will   not  be  the  result  of  pro- 
posals of  this  character.     I  confess  that 
when  I  come  to  examine  these  Resolu- 
tions I  am  astonished  at  the  moderation 
of   the  change  that   is   made   by   them. 
I  hope  that   this  statement  of  mine  will 
tend   to  re-assure  those  who  have  been 
alarmed   by  the  rumours  that  have  l>een 
put  forward   that  we  are  going  to  inflict 
universal  ruin  upon   the  landed  interest 
of  this  country.     I  think  it  will  be  some 
satisfaction    to    them    that    an    act    of 
justice  which    has   long  been  desired — 
that  of  placing  all  property  on  an  equal 
footing — can     be    accomplished     itt     so 
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upon  those  who  are  asked  to 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 

Estate  Duty. 
"That,  towards  raising  the  Supply  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  there  shall  be  levied  and  paid 
to  Her  Majesty,  in  the  case  of  every  person 
dying  on  or  after  the  first  day  of  June,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety-four,  upon 
the  principal  value  of  the  property,  real  or 
personal,  settled  or  not  settled,  which  passes,  or 
IS  to  be  deemed  to  pass,  on  or  with  reference  to 
his  death,  a  Duty  at  the  graduated  rates  follow- 
ing (that  is  to  say)  : — 
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small    a   cost   and    by  placing   so   shi^all    ing  (that  is  to  say)  :— 


g    H 

And,  where  proi>erty  subject  to  Duty  at  the 
graduated  rates  to  Ix;  imi)ose(l  in  conformity 
with  this  Resolution  is  settled,  there  shall  be 
levied  and  \m\d  to  Her  Majesty  upon  the 
principal  value  thereof  a  further  Duty  of  one 
pound  for  every  full  sum  of  €100,  and  for  any 
fractional  part  of  £100  over  any  multiple  of 
£100. 

In  respect  of  property  chargeable  with  Duty 
to  be  imposed  in  conformity  with  this  Resolu- 
tion there  shall  not  be  levied  the  Duties  follow- 
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1 ,  The  Stamp  But  lea  imiMjsed  by  '  The  Customs 
ami  Inland  llereaue  Act,  1 88 1/  nn  die  affidavit  to 
be  reqnired  and  reciiived  from  the  perst^n  apply- 
ing for  Probate  or  Letters  of  AdmiuiBtiation  in 
Eti^land  or  Ireland^  or  on  the  inventory  to  be 
crhibited  and  recordetl  in  Scratland, 

2.  The  Stamp  duties  imposed  by  section  58 
of  •  Thti  Customs  and  Inlaml  Iteveiujc  Act^  lS8i; 
as  amended  and  extended  by  nertion  11  of  "The 
Cust'i:>ms  and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1889/  un 
tlie  value  of  pernonal  or  move«ible  proyiierty  Ui 
beinciude<l  iu  accounts*  tb  o  re  t>y  directed  lobe 
delivertsL 

X  The  additional  Buccesjuion  Duties  itnpoHerl 
by  section  21  of  *  The  Customs  and  Inland 
KeTcnue  Act,  1«88.' 

4.  The  temporary  Estate  EVuties  inipttsejl  by 
iseetions  5  an<l  *i  of  *  The  Custnuis  and  Inland 
Rerenue  Act,  ltH?9/ 

5.  The  duty  at  the  rate  of  one  jioimd  per 
centum  which  wonhl^  by  virtue  of  tne  Acts  in 
force  relftting^  to  Legncy  Duty  or  Snccession 
Duty,  have  been  payable  under  the  will  or 
intestacy  of  the  deeenscd.  or  on  or  hy  reference 
to  his  death,  un«ler  \\U  «lisfH:»sition  or  any  devolu- 
tion from  him." — {^Tftt  Cknm^ellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer^ 

•Sir  M,HICK8-BE  AC  II  (Bristol,  W.) : 
I  think  a  good  deal  niij^^ht  bo  smd^  and  i\ 
good  deiil  virtll  have  to  be  said  when  we 
come  lo  dbcU3a  thl^  question,  in  replj  to 
the  conetiidiog  observations  of  the  Clmu- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer^  but  I  do  uot  at 
all  intetid  to  eoter  tuto  ar^^Jimcnt.^  eitlior 
on  tliat  or  any  other  subject  now.  I 
uudcrstfind  that  tlieri^ht  hon.  Gentlemjiu 
stattH^  at  tlie  eommeticcment  of  hi:*'  re- 
mark?*  that  it  was  hU  iufeutioti  to  with- 
draw tbijt  Resolution  after  replying  lo 
any  question  that  might  l>o  askerl  liim, 
ami  to  take  a  dt«cui*siori  oti  the  other 
Re^ohUiou.  In  the  first  place,  I  under' 
stand  that  the  right  hon.  Gontleuuin  does 
not  inlend  that  the  charge  to  be  iinposod 
on  an  estate  by  the  new  Estate  Duty 
shall  take  procedui*e  of  ex is^ ting  raort* 
^ages.  That  being  so,  I  do  not  gather 
fn>m  him  any  expiauutiou  of  how  it  would 
be  possible  for  the  owner  of  sueh  an  estate 
to  raise  the  money  required.  1  will 
assume  that  an  estate  is  mortgaged,  as  I  am 
afroul  is  the  ea«e  in  verv  many  instances, 
nearly  up  to,  even  if  uot  beyond,  its  full 
value.  How  many  people  are  there  to 
lie  found  nowadays  who  will  lend  money 
on  second  mortgages  ?  And  if  the  money 
is  not  fourul  by  means  of  a  second 
inorfgage,  where  is  it  to  eomo  from  for 
meeting  the  large  tucreasc  th^  right  hon. 
Gentleman  propose^^  iti  the  duty? 
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Siu  W.  H  ARCOURT  ;  It  can  be  paid 

by  iostalmeuts. 

Sill  M.  HICKS-BEACH:  Yes,  but  sup- 
posing that  the  net  income  at  the  owner's 
dispowal,  after  paying  the  lu teres t  on  his 
mortgage,  is  uot  sufficient  to  enable  him 
to  pay  the  instalments  f  In  that  case  he 
will  have  to  attempt  to  raise  the  money 
by  mortgage  on  the  residue  of  the  estate. 
1  holieve  that  he  will  lind  it  impossible 
to  do  so,  having  regard  to  the  present 
depressed  value  of  laud  and  to  the  reluo- 
tance  of  investors  to  lend  money  on  a 
second  mortgage,  and  the  presumption  in 
that  ease  h  that  the  State  will  have  to 
take  the  property  in  plaee  of  the  tax. 
The  next  point  I  will  put  to  the  right 
hon,  Gentleman  is  this:  I  understand  his 
explamttion  of  the  changes  he  proposes 
to  make  in  the  Suecessioti  Duty,  but  I 
wish  to  know  whetlier  he  intends  that 
the  Succession  Duty  shall  be  payable 
where  a  life  estate  is  taken  on  that  life 
estate  only,  as  at  present,  or  on  the 
capital  value. 

StH  W.  HARCOURT:  I  understand 
ou  the  life  estate. 

SiK  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  Then  all 
the  alteration  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposes  to  make  is  that,  whereas  the 
Succession  Duty  is  now  invariably  ebnrge- 
uble  ou  the  life  interest  only,  the  right 
hou.  Geutioman  proposes  where  the  full 
estate  is  takeu  to  charge  it  on  the  full 
estate  ?  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man imposes  the  new  Estate  Duty 
upon  personalty  abroad  belonging  to 
a  person  domicilei!  in  England,  hut  I 
gather  that  he  makes  no  alteration 
in  the  law  by  which  personalty  in 
England,  belonging  to  a  person  domiciled 
nbromb  escapes  the  payment  of  Death 
Duty  altogether. 

Slit  W.  HARCOURT  :  There  are 
great  diffieuUies. 

♦Snt  M.  HICKS-BEACII  :  T  know 
there  are  ditfieiilties,  but  I  think  the  uu- 
fairuess  of  the  system  proposed  is  obvious, 
auil  what^ner  argmneut  there  miiy  he  for 
imposing  tlie  Estate  Duty  as  well  as ' 
the  Legacy  Duty  on  property  abroad 
lielonging      to     persons     domiciled      iu 
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England,  it  seems  to  me  unfair  to  make 
such  persons  liable,  without  making  an 
attempt  to  prevent  the  escape  of  those 
who  happened  to  be  domiciled  abroad. 
There  is  another  matter  I  wish  to  refer 
to.  What  the  proportions  of  the  pro- 
posed increased  Death  Duties  maj  be, 
which  will  be  borne  in  the  future  by 
realty  and  personalty  is  rather,  I  think,  a 
matter  of  argument,  but  no  doubt  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  proposes  a  very 
considerable  increase  in  the  existing 
Death  Duties  upon  individuals.  I  asked 
him  a  question  the  other  evening  with 
reference  to  the  Corporations  Duty  im- 
posed in  1885.  The  Committee  are 
aware  that  that  duty  is  5  percent,  on  the 
net  annual  value  on  certain  classes  of 
property  belonging  to  Corporations.  The 
duty  payable  produces  about  £36,000  a 
year,  owing  to  the  very  large  exemptions 
that  were  made  at  the  time  the  Act  was 
passed.  I  think  it  was  admitted  at  the  time 
that  5  per  cent,  per  annum  was  by  no  means 
a  large  payment  to  be  made  by  these  Cor- 
porations to  set  against  the  then  existing 
Death  Duties  on  individuals.  Now  that 
this  large  increase  is  made  in  the  Death 
Duties  on  individuals,  does  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  also  propose  to  increase 
the  5  per  cent.  Stamp  Duty  in  propor- 
tion ?  There  are  several  points  conne<;ted 
with  the  Corporations  Tax  that  are 
worth  consideration — notably  some  ex- 
emptions which  were  certainly  not 
intended  by  Parliament  when  the  tax  was 
imposed,  but  which  have  crept  into 
existence  owing  to  the  decision  of  the 
Law  Courts.  In  fact,  the  whole 
Corporation  Duty  requires  dealing 
with,  and  I  regret  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  made  an  attempt  to 
put  it  on  a  fairer  and  more  equitable 
basis  as  contrasted  with  the  Death 
Duties. 

Mk.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  wished  to  know  how  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  who  proposed 
to  tax  foreign  property  belonging  to  a 
person  domiciled  in  this  country,  would 
l)e  able  to  impose  such  a  tax  ?  If  the 
whole  property  of  a  person  domiciled 
in  this  country  consisted  of  foreign 
Stock,  how  was  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man going  to  lay  his  hands  on  that 
Stock  ? 

Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach 


Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  We  can  do  so 
if  the  House  gives  us  power. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  asked  how 
the  House  could  give  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  power  to  deal  with  property 
in  a  foreign  country  where  he  had  no 
jurisdiction  ?  He  noticed  that  the  increase 
in  the  charge  on  landed  property  amounted 
to  double  the  present  tax.  The  present 
tax  and  the  Succession  Duty  amounted 
to  £1,160,000,  and  the  new  tax  would 
eventually  amount  to  £2,500,000.  This 
was  an  extremely  serious  matter,  and  in 
his  opinion  it  was  made  far  more  serious 
by  the  method  proposed  to  be  adopted  for 
obtaining  the  value  of  all  this  property. 
The  story  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  told  the  House  about  a 
picture  which  might  have  been  worth 
£5,000,  but  was  only  worth  £500,  showed 
the  extreme  difficulty  of  valuing.  Other 
cases  might  be  cited  on  the  point.  In 
1883  a  testator  bequeathed  six  pictures 
by  Sir  Joshua  Reynolds  and  Gainsborough, 
and  for  purposes  of  Probate  Duty  thej 
were  valued  at  something  over  £1,150, 
but  five  years  afterwards  they  realised 
£14,000  at  a  sale.  A  more  striking 
instance  occurred  in  1876.  Certain 
pictures  and  effects  were  valued  for 
Probate  Duty  at  less  than  £3,000  in 
February,  1875,  and  in  May  of  the  same 
)ear  the  same  property  was  sold  for 
£31,000.  He  mentioned  these  cases  as 
showing  the  vagaries  of  valuation,  and  he 
submitted  that  this  method  of  valuation 
was  an  extremely  improper  method  to 
apply  to  landed  estates.  He  believed  the 
right  hon.  (Tcntleman  would  Rnd  in  manj 
cases  if  the  valuation  was  fairly  made 
and  the  mortgages  were  deducted,  the 
deductions  would  amount  to  more  than 
the  estimated  value  of  the  estate.  It 
was  notorious  that  in  many  cases  estates 
were  mortgageil  not  only  up  to 
the  hilt,  but  far  beyond  the  hilt. 
There  was  another  point  which  he  was 
not  quite  clear  about.  As  he  made  it 
out,  according  to  the  Resolution,  taking 
the  case  of  property  worth  over 
£1,000,000,  it  would  pay  8  per  cent. ;  if 
it  passed  under  settlement  it  was  to  pay 
an  additional  1  per  cent.,  and,  according 
to  the  Resolution,  if  it  went  to  a  stranger 
it  «vonld  pay  an  additional  10  per  cent., 
making  19  ]>er  cent,  in  all,  which  was  a 
very  high  percentage. 
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Sm  W,  HARCOUKT  was  understood 
U>  aay  tbut  that  wab  in  plaoe  of  14  per 
cent,  at  present, 

Mk.  GIB80N  BOWLES  mud,  nm- 
ibignity  eame  in  with  regnnl  to  the  word 
"^fumily.''  lie  did  tjot  know  whether 
rthiit  word  WHS  to  apply  to  lineaLs.  He 
Iftlpo  noted  thiit  tlie  word»*  in  the  Kenolu- 
Ition  OS  to  Estate  Duty  were  extremely 
Marge.  It  was  to  ap|»ly  to  all  prtjperty 
ifieUled  or  not  settled  *^  which  passes  or 
I  IB  to  be  deemed  to  pas8."  Therefore,  it 
[applied  to  property  wldi?h  did  not  pass, 
but  which  came  in  another  eategory. 

Sir  W.  IIAUCOURT  snid,  that  this 

showed  the  great   mij^take  of  dtscnrtf?ing 

ibe4^e  matters  upon   a  Keeoliition.     The 

Rasohitton  was  always?  madelarj^eenougij 

I  to     emhnice    every  things        What     wai* 

jiictually    embraced    was    shown    by   the 

[Bin,  and  that  was  whv  he  was  ho  anxious 

[for  f be  Bill. 

Mk.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
I  was  only  asking  for  information  upon 
[matters  whieh  seemed  to  require  an  ex- 
Iplanalion.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
Iterujs  were  very  ambignoris  with  reg^ard 
tlo  the  passing  of  prof>ert\\ 

Sm  W.  HAKCOURT  :  They  are  the 
[wordi*  of  the  Sneeessioii  Duties  Act, 

Kii,  GIBSON  BOWLES  thought 
I  that  was  not  so;  V»nt,  at  any  rate,  the 
I  words  were  very  wide. 

Mr.  a.  J.   BALFOUR:  I  only  rise 
)  to  make  a  suggestion  lu  the  Committee. 
[It   i?  to  the  efi'ei't  that  we    ahould  pass 
I  from  this  Resolution  now,  and  enter  upon 
,  general  discnttjsion  upon  the  Budget,  of 
which  my   right    hon.  Friend    near    me 
(Mr.  Goseben)  wie^hes   to  take  a  survey. 
Of    course,  that    will    not  prevent    any 
questions   being  raised   at  a   huer   stage 
[either  on  the  Resohition   now  before  us, 
or  on  another  Resolution.     It  is  a  well- 
understood  principle  that  the  Budget,  m^ 
&  whole,  may  l*e  discussed  on  any  of  the 
Hesolntions. 

Sm    W.    HAUCOl'RT  :    I    propose 
I  now  to  withdraw  this  Resohition,  in  oider 
to  bring  it  on  first  thing   to-morrow,  and 
we  can  then  proceed  witli  the  others. 

Mk.  COURTNEY  (CornwaH,  Bod- 
min), wlio  was  indistinctly  heard, said,  that 
L  an  answer  which  had  been  given  to  his 
j  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
I  Bristol  appeared  to  require  an  explana- 
[iion.  His  right  hon.  Friend  asked  whe- 
^iher,  in  the  case  of  an  estate  devised  in 
tticttient,  the  first  person   who  took  an 


interest,  taking  a  life  interest,  the  Suc- 
cession Duty  obtained  upon  the  life  in- 
terest ought  to  be  on  the  capital  value  of 
the  estate.  The  answer  was  that  the 
Succession  Duty  was  paid  on  the  life  in- 
terest. To  give  an  instance  : — A.  B. 
devised  an  estate  to  bis  eldest  son  for 
life,  with  remainder  to  his  eldest  son  for 
life — a  strict  settlement,  A.  B.  died. 
What  was  to  he  paid  on  the  death  of 
A.  B.  ?  He  iindtrstfwd  thnt  the  son  and 
grandson  of  A,  B.,  and  otherH  coming  in 
lineal  succession  under  the  settlement, 
would  be  clear  of  all  Succession  Duty 
because  of  the  1  per  cent,  paid  on  the 
capital  vahie,  according  to  the  Eesolu- 
tion. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  RjGiiv,  Forfar)  was  understood  to  say 
that  he  hadtmswered  the  question  before. 
On  the  death  of  a  person  who  so  settled 
the  estate  by  will  the  Estate  Duty  would 
be  charged,  and,  of  course,  would  be 
charged  ypou  the  whole  property  settled* 
Taking  the  L-ase  where  lineals  were  in 
the  first  instance  being  dealt  with,  the 
payment  of  the  Estate  Duty  on  the  whole 
principal  value  of  the  pro[Hrry  would 
clear  the  duty  wliich  otherwise  would  be 
payable  before  llio  Bill  becutne  taw.  The 
I  per  cent,  uncpiestionably  would  be  put 
upon  the  settlement  as  an  additional 
duty,  and  wo  old  cover  all  dc  volutions 
under  the  settlement  until  the  property 
became  vested  in  a  person  competent  to 
dispose  of  it,  not  for  the  limited  interest 
but  for  the  whole  value  of  the  property, 

♦Sm  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said,  that 
his  question  bail  no  reference  to  the  case 
of  liueab  put  by  the  Solicitor  General. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Motion  made,  an<l  Question  proposed. 

Income  Tax. 
"  That,  to  wan  1^  raisin  p:  the  Supply  granted  to 
lU'j  Majewty,  there  shall  be  charged,  collected^ 
aud  |>ftid  fur  the  year  which  commenced  on  the 
sixth  day  uf  April,  one  thoueund  d^hi  hundred 
and  ninety-four,  in  respect  of  all  Property, 
Profit©,  and  Gains  nientioaetl  or  describwl  aa 
chargeable  in  the  *Jne<jme  Tax  Act,  LS'tiV  the 
following  Duties  of  Income  Tax  (that  is  to 
my)  :— 

For  every  Twenty  Shillioffs  of  the  nnnnal 
value  on  amount  of  Property,  Profits, 
■  and  Uaina  f^har^^eable  under  Schedules 
(A),  (C),  (D).  <>i^  (fi)  of  the  said  Act, 
the  Duty  of  Eight  Pence  ; 
And  for  every  Twenty  ShillingH  of  the 
annual  va!ut!  of  the  occa]*ation  of  Lands, 
Tenements,  Heroditament«,anil  Heritages 
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chargeable  under  Schedule  (B)  of  the 

said  Act, — 
In  England,  the  Duty  of  Four  Pence  ; 
In  Scotland  and  Ireland  respectively,  the 

Duty  of  Three  Pence."— (7^«  Chancellor 

(/  the  Exchequer.^ 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over  Square)  :  I  will  ask  the  House  to 
pass  from  the  extremely  important  sub- 
ject with  which  we  have  just  been  deal- 
ing, and  from  questions  of  detail,  to  the 
ooDsideratiou  of  the  general  Budget 
proposals  as  a  whole.  With  regard  to 
what  has  fallen  from  the  right  Hon. 
Gentleman  to-night,  I  will  only  say  that 
he  appears  to  have  pricked  a  gigantic 
bubble.  Until  now  it  has  been  believed 
in  every  Radical  quarter  that  realty  was 
paying  millions  too  little,  and  that  the  in- 
justice to  personalty  was  extreme.  Now, 
if  the  figures  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man are  correct  (but  they  will  have  to 
be  subjected  to  a  most  rigorous  analysis), 
after  you  have  put  realty  and  personalty 
on  the  same  footing,  after  you  have  re- 
moved every  possible  injustice,  there 
remains  £300,000  too  little  which  the 
landed  interest  has  paid  in  the  past 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  £400,000. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Well,  £400,000. 
I  put  it  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
whether  that  adequately  represents  what 
they  have  believed  to  be  the  injustice 
of  the  present  system  ?  They  will  further 
remark  that  it  is  in  order  to  remove  this 
alleged  injustice — because  the  matter 
will  have  to  be  carefully  considered — 
that  these  gigantic  proposals  are  to  be 
made  which  will  employ  all  the  lawyers 
in  England  in  re-casting  the  wills  of 
almost  every  person  during  the  next 
three  or  four  years.  In  reviewing  the 
Budget  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, I  think  hon.  Members  will  have 
to  find  their  way  through  a  multitude 
of  lofty  precepts  to  the  considera- 
tion of  proposals  which  are  large 
and  ingenious,  but  which,  I  think,  are 
not  free  from  some  financial  frailty.  I 
do  not  remember  any  speech  made  on  a 
similar  occasion  when  the  sternest  doc- 
trines of  high  morality  in  finance  have 
been  inculcated  with  such  magnificence. 
I  do  not  intend  to  comment  on  the  pro- 
posals of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  any 
censorious  or  unfriendly  spirit.  Every- 
one must  have  sympathised  with  a 
Minister  who  has  had  to  face  so  large  a 
deficit  as  that  which  it  is  the  unfortunate 


fate  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  have 
to  deal  with.  But  I  think  he  must  expect 
that  here  and  there  his  proposals  will  be 
tested  by  that  high  standard  of  ortho- 
doxy on  which  he  has  himself  expatiated 
with  so  much  eloquent  emphasis.  I  need 
not  detain  the  Committee  many  minutes 
in  regard  to  the  Expenditure  and  Revenue 
of  the  past  year.  Nor,  indeed,  do  I  pro- 
pose, considering  the  largeness  of  the 
proposals,  to  spend  much  time  on  the 
preliminary  parts  of  the  Budget  state- 
ment. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke 
at  length  on  expenditure,  and  repeated, 
to  a  great  extent,  his  protest  against  the 
growing  amount  of  expenditure  on  all 
our  Services.  I  reminded  him  last  year, 
and  I  must  remind  him  again,  that  it 
appears  now  that  neither  Party  can  claim 
any  distinction  as  to  economy.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  have  charged  Con- 
servative finance,  in  times  past,  with 
being  extravagant.  But  they  have  now 
been  in  Office  two  years,  and  under  no' 
single  head  of  expenditure  is  there  any 
symptom  of  any  decline  in  the  charges 
that  are  put  upon  the  taxpayers  of  the 
country.  Therefore,  although  there  is 
plenty  of  other  kinds  of  bunkum,  I  think 
that  that  particular  form  of  bunkum  had 
better  be  avoided  in  future  in  election 
speeches.  Now  that  we  have  reached  A 
time  when  State  action  is  to  be  extended 
in  so  many  directions,  when  the  State  is 
apparently  to  undertake  so  many  new 
duties,  when  there  are  to  be  increased 
legions  of  Inspectors,  for  example — now 
that  all  this  is  to  be  done,  of  course  the 
Estimates  must  rise  from  year  to  year. 
The  circumstances  are  too  strong  for  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  just  as  they 
have  been  too  strong  for  Chancellors  of 
the  Exchequer  in  the  past.  But  the  fact 
is,  that  if  the  new  doctrine  is  to  prevail 
in  many  quarters — it  does  not  prevail  in 
the  mind  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer— if  the  new  doctrine  is  to  be  that 
there  is  to  be  expenditure  for  the  masses 
and  payment  by  the  classes,  we  shall  see 
our  expenditure  increase  by  leaps  and 
bounds.  With  regard  to  Revenue,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  congratulated  him- 
self and  the  country  on  the  fact  that  in  a 
year  like  the  past  there  was  no  falling  off 
in  Revenue,  which  afforded  so  much  evi- 
dence of  the  general  solidity  and  tax- 
paying  power  of  the  country.  I  associate 
myself  entirely  with  his  satisfaction  as 
regards  that  point.   It  is,  no  doubt,  won* 
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f 'derf  ul  that  iti  the  year  whit'h  has  piis>?ed  t  he 
Reveuiie  reu^beJ  the  point  which  it  diiL 
^AccordiiJg  to  the  rij^ht  hou,  GeDtleiimu 
[118  is  politicftlly  said  socially  siiti?*- 
factory.  As  far  aw  it  ahows  the  great 
couftumio^  power  of  the  working  rhissej^, 
BO  doiiht  it  is  sutisfactory.  But  the 
right  bou.  Gentleman  did  uot  dntw 
^fttteutioij  to  the  fact  that  out  of 
}  £45,000,000  conirihtited  by  indirect 
Itaxatioti  £30,DOO,(K>0  were  eoufributetl 
|by  the  drinkers  of  alcohol.  I  con- 
jratuhite  fbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
lis  official  e£i[)aeity  that  the  coiisiiniption 
tof  alcohol  still  remains  preeieely  the  same 
as  il  waj«,  but  the  same  eongratnlation 
BiLii  liardly  be  extended  to  the  riglit  hou, 
lOeritleriiftii  as  the  ardent  patron  of  the 
""-ocal  Veto  Bill,  So  far  tliere  ts  no  de- 
'creai^  in  the  modcnite  desire  of  the 
people  to  report  to  alcoholic  drink. 
^B  Among  the  proofs  of  jjrosperity  to  wbieli 
^Btbe  right  bon.  Gentleman  allnded  tlicre 
^H|ft  oue  to  which  I  wi^h  to  cull  attention. 
^^P  share  his  !<at if' faction  at  the  existence 
f       of  thi.s   proof,  Imt   I   doubt   whether  we 

I  ought  to  draw  preci^ielY   the  .^ame  infer- 
[etiee  from  it  that  he  drew.     1    alhide  to 
khe    increased    depot^it^     ift   ttie  savings 
ptinks  as  ghowing  the  growing  prosperity 
f>f  the  country.      The  right  lion.  Gentle- 
man   dwelt    on    the   effect  of  fbe    Bill  of 
IU^r  year  by   wbicb   the  limit  of   deposits 
^a^    raised,  atnl    no   don  lit    tliat    liiul   a 
K rea t  etf  ec t ,     1 1  1 1? ,  1  lo w  e v er ,  i m [ mr in 1 1 1 1 o 
Icuow    how    far    the     increase    is    to    be 
fccconnfed    for    hy  a    transfer  of  dej posits 
from    other   qnarterB,    and   how  far  it  is 
due  to   au    increase    of  thrift  amiMig  the 
people.     In  so  far  as  it  shows  an  increase 
Df  the  power  of  de[)Ositing,  of  course  it 
au   unlimited    blessing.     I   look  upon 
tie«e    deposits    as    forming    a    kind  of 
artoership  l»etweeu  the  masses  and  the 
State,  and  they  seem   to  show  that  in  a 
rast  number  of  ca*ies  by  self-reliance  and 
ersonal  effort    people  are  making  some 
provision  for    their  old  age.      But  there 
one    financial    aspect    of    the    ques- 
tion   to    which    I    would    call  attention. 
J      Asi   you     iucrefise    the    enormous     mass 
^^bof  deposits  in  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
^^Knent,    now  amounting   to  £  1 2f\00<),(MX) 
^Blterlingf  and  as  you  extend  the  limit  of 
^^KtliesG  deposits,  yon  are  perhaps  exposing 
yourselves  to  the  danger  of  withdrawals 
nt  timeg  when  it  woutd  be  most  iuLt^uvc- 
uient  to  the  State  to  meet  such  demands. 
Hitherto  the  depositors  have  uot  belonged 
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to  the  classes  that  suffer  most  from  in- 
thistiial  or  commercial  depression.  Wlieii 
they  do  come  from  those  classes,  you  will 
run  the  risk  of  fluctuations  in  thetleposits 
ill  your  hands  at  most  iucouveuient 
uioments.  I  triisit  ttie  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  will  accept  that  suggestion  in 
the  ^pirit  in  which  it  is  intended.  There 
is,  1  know,  a  constant  desire  at  the  Post 
Office  to  increase  its  husiness.  In  fact,  I 
believe  the  office  would  be  prepared  to 
^•run  ■'  the  business  of  the  whole  country, 
as  the  jdirasc  goes,  but  its  anibitiou 
ought  to  be  restrained  within  reasonable 
boiiuds.  With  regard  to  I  lie  He  venue, 
1  do  not  quite  understand  why  the  re- 
venue of  the  Post  Office  has  shown  a 
certain  want  of  elasticity,  I  know  the 
telegraphs  compete  with  the  telephones  ; 
but  as  regards  the  Post  Otfiee  itself,  I 
rather  galher  there  is  a  falliug  off  in  the 
natural  advance  we  might  expect,  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man agrees  with  that.  In  the  case  of 
expenditure,  tlie  right  hou,  Gentlcmati 
called  attciition  to  tlic  fact  that  the  total 
had  increased  iu  20  years  liy  £24,000,0<X>, 
an<l  education  had  increaseil  hy £6,000,000. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  contrasted 
direct  and  indirect  taxation,  the  remiB- 
sious  that  have  been  made  in  the  case  of 
each  and  the  burdeus  which  liavo  Jieeu 
imposed.  In  taking  into  account  what 
lias  been  done  Un-  the  wage-earning 
classes,  this  increased  expenditure  on 
edncatiou  ought  to  be  put  ou  the  credit 
side*  because  the  grejiter  part  of  these 
£(d,0(X),(XK>,  differing  in  rids  resiiect  fmm 
other  parts  of  our  expenditure,  may  he 
viewe^l  as  going  either  directly  into  the 
pockets  of  tlie  working  classes,  or,  if  I 
nuiy  use  the  phnise,  into  the  heads  of 
their  ehihlrec.  This  expenditure  is  a 
distinct  boon  to  them,  perhaps  a  greater 
Ikjou  tlian  if  the  money  had  heeii  spent 
in  giving  them  a  free  breakfast  table,  for 
in  that  case  the  middleman  vvould  have 
secured  a  certain  amount  of  the  remjssiou  ; 
but  in  this  case  the  working  classes  have 
got  the  whole  of  the  advantage  of  the 
£t>,000,000,  and  I  hope,  therefore,  that 
in  future,  when  hoii.  Members  contrast 
what  has  been  done  in  the  last  six 
years  in  respect  of  direct  and  of 
indirect  taxation,  they  will  uot  omit  to 
take  into  account  the  large  suiu  voted 
for  tbe  establishment  of  free  edueatioD. 
Tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  drew  a  Imlance 
sheet,  after  his  comments  upon  Expecdi- 
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ture  and  Revenne,  and  he  showed  a 
deficit  of  £4,502,000.  lu  unfoldiug 
it,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  used  most 
eloquent  language  respecting  financial 
morality.  He  intoned  in  solemn  accents 
the  articles  of  his  financial  creed,  saying — 

"  This  is  a  very  formidable  sum.  How  is  this 
vast  deficit  to  be  met  ]  Not  by  Iwrrowinp: ;  not 
by  abandoning  the  fixed  and  iMjrmanent  pro- 
visions for  the  liquidation  of  the  Debt.'' 

Yes,  not  by  abandoning  those  provisions, 
but  by  tampering  with  them.  The  Com- 
mittee will  remember  how  startled  we 
all  were  when,  after  his  declarations  on 
the  subject  of  financial  morality,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  us  that  he  was 
going  to  diminish  this  year  the  amount 
fixed  by  Statute  for  the  reduction  of  the 
Debt  by  £2,000,000.  I  think  this  stern 
financial  purist,  when  he  made  up  his 
mind  to  come  to  such  a  conclusion  as 
that,  must  have  entered  in  his  private 
diary  on  that  day,  "  I  was  tempted  and 
fell."  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  cast  a 
kind  of  cloud  over  this  transaction,  but 
it  is  as  clear  as  daylight.  I  do  not  con- 
demn the  action  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ;  I  only  condole  with  him  on  his 
lapse  from  his  own  standard  of  financial 
purity.  This  is  the  position.  At  the 
commencement  of  this  year  the  amount 
fixed  for  the  discharge  of  the  permanent 
Debt  was  £25,000,000.  Besides  that, 
there  was  an  amount  of  £1,400,000, 
which  ought  by  Statute  to  be  paid  out  of 
the  Revenue  of  this  year,  and  an  amount 
of  £500,000,  likewise  by  Statute,  which 
ought  to  be  paid  out  of  the  Suez  Canal 
dividends,  both  applicable  to  the  discharge 
of  debt.  But  these  statutory  provisions 
are  not  convenient  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  ho  is  going  to  repeal  so 
much  of  them  as  will  enable  him  to  dis- 
pense with  the  payment  of  £1,400,000 
and  to  annex  the  Suez  Canal  dividends 
as  a  windfall.  [Sir  W.  Harcourt  : 
Not  as  a  windfall.]  I  will  gladly  with- 
draw the  word.  The  effect  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  proposal  is  that  the 
£25,000,000  set  aside  for  the  payment  of 
the  permanent  Debt  will  be  diminished  this 
year  by  £2,000,000,  which  have  to  be  ap- 
plied towards  the  payment  of  other  debt. 
I  trust  we  shall  hear  no  more  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemau  of  these  high 
doctrines ;  but  if  we  do,  I  shall  be  very  happy 
to  meet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  upon  that 
ground  ;  and  if  he  thinks  we  are  to  hear 
more  upon  this,  then  there  i3  a  temp- 

Mr.  Goschen 


tation  for  me  to  go  more  fully  into 
the  matter.  However,  for  the  present, 
I  will  refrain  from  doing  so,  and  will 
only  put  one  point  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  evaded  and  avoided.  He 
has  in  this  year,  irrespective  of  his  new 
proposals,  an  Estate  Duty  of  I  per 
cent.  How  does  it  come  to  figure 
in  the  Revenue  ?  It  was  a  tempo- 
rary tax  put  on  to  discharge  the  annuity 
under  the  Naval  Defence  Act.  We  did  not 
put  that  annuity  upon  our  successors  in 
the  ordinary  sense.  We  established  a  tax 
which  should  last  so  long  only  as  the 
annuity  lasted,  and  no  longer ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  discharges  the 
annuity  out  of  the  provisions  made  for 
the  permanent  Debt,  and  annexes  the  par- 
ticular tax  imposed  by  Parliament  for  a 
particular  purpose  and  diverts  it  to  his 
own  use  in  meeting  the  ordinary  expendi- 
ture of  the  year.  That  is  the  story  of 
the  financial  expedient  by  which  he  pro- 
poses to  reduce  his  deficit  to  a  sum  of, 
I  think,  £2,390,000.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  then  began  to  lay  down  fresh 
principles,  and  said  that  in  order  to  deal 
with  a  sum  of  that  magnitude  it  would  be 
necessary  to  have  recourse  to  the  great 
staple  branches  of  Revenue,  and  he 
stated  his  views  that  no  small  taxes 
should  be  imposed.  I  do  not  blame  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemau  for  not  imposing 
small  taxes 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  meant  for 
a  large  deficit. 

Mr.  goschen  :  Yes,  and  he  said 
that  for  large  deficits  you  must  go  to 
the  larger  sources  of  Revenue.  I  know 
that  there  exists  in  the  mind  of  the  public 
lie  a  certain  prejudice  against  any  fiscal 
changes  which  disturb  certain  trades  or 
give  trouble.  I  enter  my  protest  against 
that.  The  Committee  will,  I  hope,  allow 
me  to  put  this  view  before  them.  In  my 
judgment,  our  total  fiscal  system  rests 
upon  a  very  narrow  foundation.  The 
whole  Revenue  is  derived  from  a  com- 
paratively small  number  of  sources.  Any 
one,  indeed,  who  can  broaden  the  basis 
and  find  new  sources  of  Revenue  by 
which  you  can  avoid  a  constant  recur- 
rence, for  example,  to  the  Income  Tax, 
will  render  and  does  render  a  public 
service.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
to  meet  a  heavy  deficit,  but  it  is  not  such 
a  one  as  could  not  possibly  have  been 
met  by  far  less  financial  changes  than  he 
has  thought  wise  to  introduce.    I  think 
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e  rigbt  lioiK  Gentleman  has,  this  jear, 

f erred  tkaling  witli  larf^e  Jioaucial  re- 

rms  to  dealing  with  other  measures,  and 

curing  the  certainty  of  other  measuren 

siog.     Last    year    lie  was  nnahle   to 

1  with  the   Death   Duties  bet^anse  he 

ad  no  time*     The  Honse   was  eiiga^cil 

with    other   considerahle    and    very    iin- 

rtanr  hn.^ine!^!«,  and  the  right  hon.  Geii- 

emnii  (found  he  had  no  elbow  room.  Every 

ne   who  listened   to  tlie  speech   of  the 

ght  hou.  Gentleman  on  the  occasion  of 

troducing  the  Budj^et  and  who  Hsf  enec!  to 

is  speeidi  thi«  evening,  when  lie  told  us  he 

lad  been  in  50  miods  on  one  partieitlar 

iDt,  will  recognise  that  he  may  hud  that 

the  Committee  only  bful  50  mi  mis  on 

he  subject,  and — I   will   not  say  if  the 

whole  of  «a  who  had  dillerent   minds  on 

e  subject  were  to  give  expressiou   r.o 

inr  views,  hut  If  a  few  of  us  were^ — the 

iscussion  of  thej^e  proposals  would  ah  sorb 

a  period  of  time  which  would  leave  very 

little    margin    for    the    consideration     of 

the    general    legislative    programme    of 

e    Government.     Tiie    proposed  s    are 

ixtremely  compHeated,  as  the  right  hon. 

"enfleman  has  iuimitted,  and,  with  every 

^iesire  to  sift  tbem  fairly,  it   is  clear  we 

shall  have  to  spend  a  very  large  amount 

of    time    upon    them.      The    right    hou. 

Gentleman  deals  with  the  Death  Duties,  I 

do  not  propose  to  discuss  the  Death  Duties 

to-night  ill  any  sense  except  one,  and  tliat 

is  as  regards  the  question  of  graduation. 

That  is  tioancial,  and  is  a  point   which 

lieB  outaide  of  the  legal  questions  involved 

in  a  re-arraugenient  of  the  Death  Dutiea. 

system    of    graduation    may    not    he 

pplied    to  Probate    Duty  alone,  and  it 

itand^s  on  a  totally  difFerent  footing  from 

e  other  questions.     Let  me  point  out 

X    this    stage    that,   so   far  as   securing 

ouey  is  concerned,  the  right  lion.  Gen- 

ieman    is   only    going    to    improve   his 

leficit    within    the    year    by    £300,000 

hrough  the  means  of  the  Death   Duties, 

e  expects  them  to  yield  £  1  ,aOO,t)OG,   IIo 

going  to  put  the  Income  Tax  upon  the 

et  instead  of  the  gross,  which  will  cost 

im  £700^000,  so  that  his   net  gain  by 

is  immense  operation  he  is  undertaking 

IS   only  £300,000    this   year.     [Sir    W. 

Harcoitrt    was   tinders tood   to  indicate 

di*»scnt.]     I  am  showing  what  he  gains. 

^  y  tlie  change  in  the  Death  Duties  alone 

lie  ^oe%  not  gain  £1^000,000,  because  if 

he  did  not  imix>se  Deatli  Duties  he  would 

»ot  give  the  relief  of  this  £700,000,  which 


would  remain  over  to  the  Income  Tax» 
and  lie  would  he  only  £300,000  short. 
If  be  bad  contineil  himself  to  the  Income 
Tax,  and  left  Death  Duties  alone,  the 
result  of  the  loss  to  the  Budget  would  l*e 
£300,000.  There  is  the  whole  result  of 
ttic  operation  for  sectiriug  £3(K),(K>0. 
The  regulation  of  the  Death  Dutie,'^  has 
been  imposed  upoti  tlie  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  a  task  i\  hich  be  was  bound  to 
perform  as  soon  as  he  could  find  time. 
I  frankly  admit  that  it  has  bee  a 
part  of  the  creed  of  the  Liberal  and 
liadical  Paity  for  many  years^  and  it  was 
right  that  he  should  undertake  it.  But 
it  was  not  right  to  undertake  it  simply 
from  tiie  tiuancial  point  of  view^  As 
regards  the  question  of  graduation,  we 
come  there  upon  what  is,  no  doubt,  the 
newest  part  of  tlje  scheme  brought  for- 
w^ard  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
— new  in  the  sense  that  such  a  scheme 
lias  never  before  been  projiosed  to  Par- 
liament, The  Committee  must  therefore 
regard  it  witli  very  great  gravity  and 
seriousness.  It  would  be  impossible  in  a 
Debate  of  this  kind — one  upon  general 
proposals  of  the  Government' — to  exhaust 
the  subject  of  this  seriotis  graduation. 
But  I  should  like  to  open  up  the  subject, 
and  I  am  sure  it  will  be  felt  to  be  per- 
fectly right  that  some  of  the  views  we 
entertain  on  this  question  should  be 
placed  before  the  Committee.  Schemes 
for  graduatiojj  have  been  placed  before 
Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer  by  the 
Inland  Revenue  Authorities  for  some 
yeurs  past,  I  myself  have  had  a  tenta- 
tive proposal  in  my  hand  which  did  not 
ditier  Vi'vj  much  from  the  scheme  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  in  fact  bore  a 
remarkable  resemblance  to  it.  Thatscheme 
eased  oif  properties  under  £1,000  ;  it  put 
3  per  cent,  on  properties  between  £1,000 
and  £5,000  ;  4  percent^on  those  between 
£5,000  and  £25,000;  and  \\  per  cent, 
on  properties  between  that  value  and 
£50,000.  This  tentative  proposal  pre- 
cisely resembled  that  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  up  to  this  point.  On 
properties  ranging  in  value  from  £50,000 
to  £100,000  it  was  to  be  5  per  cent*  Then, 
from  £100,000  to  £500,000,  o\  per  cent., 
and  properties  valuetl  at  over  £500,000 
had  to  pay  the  maximum  amount,  which 
ivas  put  at  6  per  cent.  This  scheme  was 
in  my  hands  at  the  time  that  the  Estate 
Duty  was  proposed,  but  I  did  not  see  my 
way   to  propose  even  a  scheme  of  that 


1131  Ways  and  Means.—       {COMMONS} 


Committee. 


1132 


character,  which  was  2  per  cent,  below  the 
maximum  of  the  present  ChaDcellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  to  my  colleagues  or  to  Parlia- 
ment. The  Estate  Duty  gave  me  suffi- 
cieut  money  at  that  time,  and  because  I 
imposed  a  scheme  increasing  the  duty  on 
estates  above  £10,000  by  1  per  cent.,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  quoted  me  as 
an  authority  for  a  graduated  scheme  of 
this  kind,  but  it 'is  not  fair  to  quote  a 
step  such  as  I  took  as  a  justification 
for  the  step  that  has  now  been  taken  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  done  me  the 
honour  to  quote  me  a  good  many  times. 
Well,  imitation  is  said  to  be  a  form 
of  flattery,  but  exaggeration  is  a  form 
of  caricature — and  I  would  rather 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
turned  his  attention  to  quoting  the  views 
which  have  been  expressed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian upon  this  question.  What  are 
the  views  of  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
upon  graduation  ?  The  Member  for 
Midlothian  has  for  years  presided  over 
the  finances  of  this  country,  and  he 
has  never  submitted  a  scheme  of  this 
kind,  so  far  as  I  remember,  or  even  dis- 
cussed a  scheme  of  this  kind,  unless  it  has 
been  within  the  last  two  or  three  years, 
and  as  to  that  I  have  no  knowledge.  But 
I  shall  give  evidence  presently  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  there 
was  a  time  when  certainly  the  sentiments 
enunciated  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Midlothian  would  have  been  contrary  to 
a  scheme  of  this  kind.  We  must  all 
admit  that  there  is  something  in  the 
doctrine  that  increased  burdens  should  be 
placed  upon  those  who  are  best  able 
to  pay.  Graduation  introduces  this  prin- 
ciple and  establishes  the  standard  of  taxa- 
tion, not  only  by  the  ability  of  the  man  to 
pay,  but  by  the  extent  of  the  sacri- 
fice, and  it  is  felt  by  everyone  that  there 
is  a  greater  sacrifice  in  the  case  of  a  man 
having  but  £1,000  a  year  who  is  called 
upon  to  pay  £100  than  there  is  in  the 
ease  of  a  man  with  an  income  of  £10,000 
a  year,  who  would  now  be  required  to 
pay  £1,000.  There  is,  no  dqubt,  much 
to  be  said  in  favour  of  taxing  those 
who  are  best  able  to  pay,  without 
undue  sacrifice,  if  you  can  do  so  fairly 
and  on  equitable  grounds.  I  wish  it 
distinctly  to  be  understood  that  I  am  not 
discussing  this  subject  in  any  final  or 
dogmatic  spirit,  but  I  am  simply  anxious 

Mr.  Goschen 


to  point  out  some  of  the  points  involved. 
Tou  get  launched  here  on  a  new  Held 
altogether,  where  you  have  no  standards 
to  guide  you.  That  is  where  I  see  the 
greatest  possible  difficulty.  You  can 
gauge  an  extra  1  per  cent. ;  but  wheu  yon 
say  that  estates  are  to  pay  10  per  cent., 
or  15  per  cent.,  everyone  will  ask  why 
not  20  or  25  per  cent  ?  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
will  be  met  in  Committee  with  Amend- 
ments pro|)osing  that  a  millionaire  should 
be  taxed  10  per  cent,  instead  of  8  per 
cent.  But  where  are  you  going  to  find 
a  standard  of  what  is  right  to  take  when 
you  go  up  to  the  higher  figures  ?  I  think 
that  the  standanls  will  vary  from  Pari  la- 
ment to  Parliament,  and  from  majority  to 
majority  ;  and  the  principle  of  taxatiou 
will  depend  on  the  wave  of  public  opinion, 
and  not  on  that  equality  of  taxation  which 
has  been  insisted  upon  in  our  finance. 
The  House  of  Commons  should  take 
that  point  into  consideration.  The  ex- 
ample of  Victoria  has  been  quoted  bj 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman;  but  are  we 
seriously  asked  to  accept  the  colony  of 
Victoria  as  a  specimen  of  financial  ortho- 
doxy with  its  protective  tariff,  'v^ith  the 
working  classes  defending  themselves  as 
they  do  through  their  tariff  ?  I  ask  the 
House  to  remember  that  the  whole 
structure  of  our  society,  as  well  as  the 
accumulation  of  wealth  here,  is  different 
from  that  in  a  new  country  and  in  any  of 
our  colonies.  I  know  that  in  many  quarters 
there  is  a  hostility  to  capital,  but  It  is 
largely  by  capital  that  you  are  able  to 
find  the  immense  sums  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  requires  now  for 
discharging  the  duties  of  the  State. 
I  am  anxious  that  this  graduation 
should  not  become  a  kind  of  scaffolding  for 
plunder.  I  am  quite  certain  the  idea  is 
not  in  the  mind  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  or  of  the  Government  as  a 
whole.  Possibly  it  is  not  in  the  minds 
of  many  hon.  Members ;  but  there  is  the 
possibility  of  inflicting  injustice  after  in- 
justice because  you  will  have  no  standard 
to  guide  you — no  landmarks  to  place  along 
this  road  of  taxation.  On  the  principle  of 
prudence,  therefore,  it  behoves  the  House 
to  look  very  carefully  at  the  scheme  of 
graduation.  On  another  point,  that  of 
evasion,  I  have  to  say  that  I  was  ad* 
vised  by  the  Inland  Revenue  that  after 
you  had  reached  a  certain  point  in  patting 
on  Death  Duties  yon  would  then  easily 
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reiich  the  point  where  the  iucreai^e  of 
duty  would  not  necessarily  bring  you  iu 
au  iufreuse  of  revenue  in  tlio  eoureie 
of    the    year — not    in    coDSf3qneiice    of 

■  fraud,  but  in  cont^eqnence  of  yielding 
to  one  very  natural  huniim  impulse 
iDstead  of  yielding  to  another.  What 
18  the  bunnin  inipube  under  wbieh 
£1,000,(XK)  is  acLnimnlateil  ?  Tbe  hon. 
Member  for  Leieester  said  tliat  no  man 
ought  to  possess  £l,(KX),00O.  I  do  not 
understand  how  lio  could  work  that  out. 

I  Does  Jie  menu  thnt  »uiAi  a  man  is   not  to  | 
earn  it,  or  doe?*  he  mean  that  he  ought  to  ^ 
give  it  away  ?     He  must  mean  tliat  lie  is  ^ 
to  spend  it  in  his  lifetime,  to  distribute  it ; 
and  in  distriburinof  it,  he  gives  it  to  his 
600S  during  his  lifetime  iiml   withdraws 
it  from    the   elutches  of  the  Chaueellor 

kof  tbe  Exchequer,  The  objeetion  to 
this  accumulation  may  be  a  good  one  ; 
but  what  is,  tljen,  to  hecotue  of  the 
Death  Duties  ?  The  money,  on  this 
assumption,  h  not  to  be  distributed 
i;*  articulo  mortis  — not  at  tbe  vc^y 
laiit  moment — -hut  the  possesj^ors  might 
distribute  it  to  their  scms  as  soon 
as  they  have  secured  that  amount  of 
wealth  wliieh  is  ample  for  themselves. 
A  man  now  says,  **  J  tliink  it  better  to 
retaiu  the  control  of  the  money  in  my 
own  hands,  and  I  will  leave  Jt  to  my  sons 
when  1  die ; "  but  if  you  are  going 
to  take  several  tliousauds  of  pounds 
from  the  family  money,  and  waste 
it  by   paying   it    to    the    Exchequer,    it 

■  would    form  a   very    potent    motive    for 
distributing  the  money  during   the  life- 
time of  the  testator.       Not  only,  there- 
fore, considerations  of  prudence,  but  the 
amount   of    taxation    which  will  be   re- 
^  covered*  must  induce  the  House  to  pause 
^m  before  it  fixes  the  Death   Duties  at  too 
^"  high  a  figure*     I  have  beard  it  discussed 
withio  the  last  two  or   three  days  how 

■  this    duty   would    be    evaded,    and    how 
arrangenjents  would  be  made  the  upshot 
of    which    would    lie    that    the     Chan- 
cellor   of    the    Exchequer     would    not 
benelit.      It   is  suggested  that   in  some 
,        cases     families     woulcl    establish    their 
H  businesses  on  the  limited   liability  prin- 
^f  ciple    and    give    »hare8    to     their    sons. 
This  would  ensure  the   money   remaiu- 
iug  iu   the   business,   but,  belonging    as 
it  did  to  the  sons,  the  possessors  would 
uot  be  taxed  at  death.  Those  are  matters 
which   ought  to  be  studied,  and  no  one 
would  he  discharging  his  duty  unless  be 
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examined  a  great  and  serious  change  like 
this  with  all  the  cure  he  can  bring  to  bear 
on  it.  I  go  back  now  to  the  iinaucial 
point  that  the  Death  Duties  are  to 
supply  an  additional  £1,000,000,  and 
that  the  Chaneellor  of  the  Exchequer 
then  proposej^  an  increase  in  the  Income 
Tux»  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  recourse  again  to  the  penny,  hut 
he  does  not  get  much  value  out  of  it, 
owing  to  the  further  changes  which  he 
proposes.  Taken  together  he  will  gain 
£1,300,000  through  the  imposition  of  a 
penny  and  the  change  in  the  Death 
Duties,  the  enormous  change  which  is 
Diadc  by  placing  realty  and  personalty 
on  the  same  footing,  and  by  this 
graduation  scheme,  I  give  every  credit 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  tuat 
in  dealing  with  the  Death  Duties  he  was 
l>ouud  to  put  the  Income  Tax  on  the  net 
instead  of  on  the  gross  amount.  It  will 
be  necessary,  however,  to  ex  amine  whether 
the  proposed  deductions  of  one-six  tli  in  the 
case  of  houses  and  one-tenth  in  the  case 
of  land  are  fair  or  not.  1  have  heard  a 
great  deal  during  ihe  past  year  from 
house- owners  in  the  Metropolis  showing 
that  what  they  lost  through  the  Income 
Tax  being  put  on  the  gross  instead  of  the 
net  T^vas  very  mucii  more  than  the  16  per 
cent,  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  consented.  This  point  will  have  to 
be  examined  very  uarefully.  It  was 
held  at  one  time  that  a  Valuation  Bill 
would  be  necessary  to  carry  out  such 
a  scheme;  but  I  am  glad  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  waited  for  a  Valuati^yu 
Bill,  and  that  he  sees  a  way  to  deal^-^vith 
the  question  in  some  other  fornu  I  now 
come  to  the  last  of  the  chaiwes  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  wbin^n  is  the  re- 
duction of  the  Income  Tax  to  the  incomes 
of  the  poorer  people,  ^h^  Committee 
wiJl  feel  that  there  is  no  point  on  mbieh, 
so  far  as  sympathy  goes,  objection  will  bo 
taken  to  the  action/'  of  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  in  his  elrfbrt  to  relieve  those 
who  pay  Income  Tax  on  the  lower 
scale,  I  have  ailways  felt  that  they 
are  people  w\io  bear  very  heavy 
burdens,  and  everyone  would  wish  to  see 
them  relieved./  Carrying  out  that  view, 
we  proposed  tind  carried  a  reduction  in 
the  rate  of^'  dut}  upon  houses  occupied 
by  the  poorer  classes,  a  measure  which  I 
think  was  not  exposed  to  tbe  same  diffi- 
culties/aud  possible  dangers  which  may 
be  s^eu  in  the  preseut  proposal    of  the 
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Governnient.  I  do  not  liiarae  tbo  ri^bt 
bon.  Gentleman  perponallj  for  baviag 
made  tbis  proposal,  but  bo  wijl  remember 
tbat  what  be  is  doing  is  to  give  relief  to 
a  very  large  class  at  the  very  momeDt 
tbat  he  is  imposing  ao  additional  bnrdeii 
OD  other  classes  by  the  same  tax.  It  i^ 
not  a  remission  of  taxatioti  simply,  but 
the  biurdening  of  a  certain  uuraber  of 
other  taxpayers  of  the  country. 

Mr,  storey  (SuuderlaDd)  :  If  it 
IS  just. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  But  is  it  just  ? 

Mr.  storey  :  Tbat  is  the  point. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  Meml>6r  represents  the 
new  Radicalism  or  the  old  \  but  I  recall 
an  interesrtug  circiirai^tance  to  the  Com- 
mittee, In  iy76  the  then  Conservative 
Chancellor  of  the  Exebecjiier  (Sir  S. 
Northeote)  proposed  and  carried  chaugt 
which  were  in  one  respect  leased  on  the 
same  priociplc  as  those  of  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman.  He  raised  the  limits  of 
of  exemption  and  the  amonnt  of  aiiate- 
roent,  and  he  was  denounced  In  the 
House  in  the  strongest  tonus  which  a 
man  con  id  use  by  tbo  right  bon.  Member 
for  Midlothian,  I  myself  took  the  view 
that  file  change  was  of  a  qnestionable 
character  to  give  relief  in  order,  as  it 
were,  to  ease  the  passage  of  a  scheme 
putting  the  burden  on  the  minority.  Tbi^ 
is  what  the  right  bon.  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian thought  of  a  proposal  which  was 
on  alMours  with  tbat  now  proposed  by 
the  ChaDcellor  of  the  Exchequer — 

"  It  is  aniloybtciUy  not  as  Liberal  Memberfi 
of  Parliament  in  partieular  that  we  are  called 
UTK>D  to  ojiposc  ft  measure  the  obvious  purjiosc 
01  which  is  to  relieve  the  larpfcr  and  mare 
tittinerouB  closse-s  of  nocicty  at  the  cxpeope  of 
the  more  hmited  aud  wcaltliier.  That  duty 
belongs  to  ub  as  men  of  honour  and,  [  tbiiik, 
as  prudent  men,*'  , 

Now,  that  is  a  pretty  strong  declaration 
for  the  right  hon.  Meml>er  for  Mid- 
lothian to  have  made.     Ho  contioued — 
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*^  It  is  truly  stated  thttt  this  is  a  proposal  by 
which  I  will  not  say  yon  bribe  the  majority, 
but  by  which  you  induce  the  majority  of  the 
actual  taxpayers  to  acquiesce  in  the  increase  of 
a  tax  by  making  that  increase  positively  and 
absolutely  beneficial  to  them,  You  encourage 
thero  to  run  in  upon  the  minority  ;  for  you  are 
going  to  make  the  increase  of  the  taxation  of 
the  minority  rcimhurRC  and  cOmpenMate  the 
State  for  the  relief  you  give  to  the  majority, 
la  that  a  safe  principle?  I  h^ve  pcrioufl 
doubt*  whether  we  were  right  in  18^2  ro  rais- 
ings the  maximum  up  to  which  detruction  ia 
allowerl  from  £200  to  £S00.  But  tbat  ik^totally 
different  from  what  my  right  hon.  FricSt\d  has 

Mr,  Goschen 


done,  which  fs  to  purchaee^  in  the  same  Act 
and  law,  the  relief  of  one  man  at  the  expense 
of  another  who  is  (.x>mpellci]  to  \my  for  the 
relief  as  well  aa  bis  own  sihare  of  the  tax." 

Therefore,  the  bon.  Member  for  Sunder- 
land will  see  that  there  is  somethiog  to  be 
eaid  on  the  other  aide.  At  tbat  time  the 
whole  Liberal  Party  voted  agaiiiBt  Sir 
Stafford  Northeote,  holdiug  as  they  did 
the  views  expressed  with  such  strength 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Midlothian. 
This  moment  seems  to  be  particularly  in- 
opportune for  the  form  of  reHef  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
devised  for  a  body  whom  we  are  all 
anxious  to  relievo.  As  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Midlothian  pointed  out,  you 

in-  V,  <  :ikt'iiint(  tlic  grcatf  st  engine  of  our 
nntioual  taxation.  He  said,  in  etFect, 
tbat    if   you    proceed    in    these    lines  of 

vr.pt ion,  yon  wruken  and  encroac 
upon  the  possibilities  of  that  gi 
piece  of  machinery  for  any  emergency. 
Au{\  remember,  when  the  exemptions  are 
once  made,  you  can  never  retrace  your 
steps.  How  much  more  by  the  pro- 
posal of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  do 
you  weaken  the  machinery  than  was  the 
case  when  the  right  hon.  Memlwr  for 
Midlothian  made  tbe  speech  which  I  have 
quoted?  This  may  have  been  forced 
upon  tbe  right  bon.  Gentleman.  In  his 
speech  he  expressed  sympathy.  But 
(said  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian), wo  must  not  be  led  away  In 
this  matter  by  our  sympathies,  however 
much  we  may  desire  to  help  this 
particular  class.  It  is  by  other  means 
that  relief  ought  to  be  given.  Tin* 
is  another  instance  in  which  I  would 
point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer  he 
baa  lapsed  from  tbe  high  doctrines  of 
finaucinl  orthodoxy,  or  from  the 
doctriues  of  his  right  bon.  Friend. 
I  think  the  total  which  the  right  hou^ 
Gentleman  gave  ns  as  the  result  of  his 
enormous  changes  up  to  this  pmint  was 
£l,33(),(KK);  and  then  bo  Fays  that  be 
must  find  another  £1,000,000.  Again, 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman  is  good  enough 
to  resort  to  what  he  calls  a  *' flattering 
imitation."  He  deals  with  the  Beer  and 
Spirit  Duties ;  and  because  one  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  at  one  time  pro- 
posed a  tax  on  a  particular  indufttry,  ho 
thinks  that  be  must  select  this  same  in* 
dustry  to  contribute  to  the  Revenne  of 
the  State  again* 
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Sir  W.  HAKCOURT  ;  It  contributes 
least. 

]VIr,  GOSCHEN  :  I  do  not  uiitler. 
tstand  the  iiiterjeetian  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  What  is  he  goiu^ 
to  get  out  of  tilts  Beer  and 
Spirit  Duty  ?  I  congratulate  him  here 
upon  one  fact — that  he  cotints  amoug  his 
gupporters  a  majority  of  the  Scotch 
Members  and  a  majority  of  the  Irish 
Members.  I  presume  that  he  will  not 
have  to  encounter  that  opposition  from 
them  which  was  extended  over  tiigbts 
and  nighta  at  the  time  of  the  discussion 
upon  the  increased  Spirit  Duty  which  I 
proposed.  I  do  uot  know  what  arrange- 
ments have  yet  been  made  by  tlie  right 
hon.  Gentleman  with  regard  to  the  con- 
tinuance of  this  tax.  Kumours  have 
been  abroad  that  it  is  to  be  made  a  tax 
which  is  to  end  with  the  present  financial 
year. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  stated  that 
it  was  to  end  with  the  present  financial 
year. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  write  otl* 
£1,000,0(X)  from  his  Budget.  lo  this 
announcement  I  will  prove  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  tliat  be  has  struck  a 
blow  at  his  Budget  of  which  he  has  uot 
yet  calculated  the  consequences.  When 
I  proposed  a  Beer  Duty  my  friends 
behind  me  pressed  me  extremely  hard  to 
limit  the  duty  to  one  year.  They  were 
very  angry,  and  they  put  considerable 
pressure  upon  me  ;  but  I  thought  tt  im- 
possible to  make  that  conce&ijion,  be- 
eauBe  if  you  impose  a  tax  and  you  make 
it  known  on  what  particular  day  that  tax 
will  cease,  there  will  be  no  deliveries  of 
the  article  taxed  for  a  long  period,  an*! 
you  will  be  unable  to  secure  your  Revenue. 
So  I  did  not  impose  the  tax  simply  for 
one  year,  but  simply  said  that  beer  must 
take  its  fair  chance  of  remission  with 
other  articles,  and  I  would  not  give  way. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  some* 
thing  about  this,  too,  because  if  the 
lirewers  had  joined  with  the  Liberal 
Party  at  that  time,  the  Conserva- 
tive Government  might  have  been 
turned  out  on  the  Beer  Duty. 
But  they  supported  the  Governnieut  of 
the  day,  and  the  tax  stiU  exists.  I  mtist 
press  this  {mint  with  regard  to  the  tax 
ending  with  the  present  year.  But  that 
is  not  the  only  ditiiculty.  I  ask  this 
question.     Is  this  direct  or  indirect  taxa- 


tion ?  There  is  a  confusion  in  the  minds 
of  everyone  on  this  point,  a«id  I  am  not 
sure  that  I  have  not  shared  the  confusion 
myself.  Tiro  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
say  whether  he  considers  it  to  be  direct  or 
indirect  taxation.  The  general  rule  seems 
to  he  that,  at  the  time  when  you  are 
persuading  the  House  to  impose  a  duty, 
it  is  a  direct  tax  on  the  profits  of  the 
brewers  ;  but  that  after  the  tax  is  im- 
posed, it  forms  a  portion  of  the  indirect 
taxation  which  has  been  levied  on  the 
country.  But  I  understand  and  believe 
that  in  thin  case,  as  regards  spirits  at  any 
rate— I  am  uot  sure  about  beer- — the  tax 
will  be  borne  by  the  consumer.  That  is 
to  say,  the  consumer  will  not  pay  it,  but 
win  onh'ibnre  it  to  the  Revfnn<"*  through 
drinking  more  diluteil  lic|iii>r.  1  will  read 
a  communication  which  has  just  been 
ha^  ^^^1  to  me^  which  states  the  case  very 
clearly  and  forcibly — 

"  For  argument'a  sake,  hitherto^  of  every  100 
gal  Ion  H  of  whisky  wAd,  85  gallons  have  been 
pjtMjf  ipidt  and  15  gallonsi  water.  Now,  of 
every  ino  gallons  soltb  82  gallons  will  be  proof 
spirit,  and  ]8  gallons  water.  Therefore,  if  tbo 
t^onaurnption  of  spirits  remains  the  aame  in 
quantity^  the  amount  of  proof  s[>irit  going  out 
will  \m  3  iwr  cent.  le»s»  and  I  do  not  aee  how 
the  trade  can  expect  to  sell  more,  as  the  cnn- 
Bumer  will  miike  a  quart  or  bottle  go  as  far 
as  before.'* 

That  the  smaller  quantity  of  whisky 
should  go  lis  far  as  the  greater  is, 
socially,  extremely  desirable^  hut  fiuan- 
eially  very  disastrous — 

"  Eighty-tive  gallons  at  a  d\iiy  of  10a,  QA^ 
briDga  to  the  Exchequer  £14  128.  Od. ;  and  ft2 
gallons  at  a  duty  of  lis.  brings  in  £458.  2sm  «o 
that  on  every  100  gnllonB  solil  the  Revenue  wiJl 
benefit  only  by  9a.  Bd»»  jnsteail  of,  a^  the  Go- 
vernuiiL^nt  hope,  by  'jOs." 

That  is  not  a  very  pleasant  prospect  for 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Excbequen  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  must  have  taken 
that  more  or  less  into  consideration  ;  but 
it  is  as  nothitag  compared  with  what  im 
has  don<j  by  this  bargain  of  limiting  this 
tax  to  the  end  of  the  present  financial  year. 
Has  he  any  precedent  for  such  a  course  ? 
Has  it  ever  been  done  before  ?  Or  is  it  » 
new  form  of  the  high  financial  morality  in 
reference  to  this  article,  another  case  of 
that  "tiBCal  orthodoxy  '*  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  so  often  burla  at  ua  ?  I 
will  refer  bim  to  the  occasion  in  1885 
when  Mr.  Childers  proposed  an  increased 
Spirit  Duty.  Then  the  brewers  and  the 
spirit  dealers  pressed  Mr.  Childors  to 
3  A  2 
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limit  the  imposition  of  the  duty  to  one 
year.     Mr.  Childers  said — 

**In  Committee  we  shall  provide  that  the  duty 
(the  Beer  Duty)  will  only  last  till  the  31st  of 
May  next  year,  so  that  in  the  first  Session  of 
the  new  Parliament  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer will  have  to  propose  a  Resolution  as  to 
beer  precisely  as  he  will  have  to  do  with  regard 
to  tea,  which  is  only  an  annual  duty." 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Hear,  hear  ! 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  That  cheer  is  un- 
fortunately premature,  because  Mr. 
Childerb  went  on  to  say — 

"  But  that  could  not  be  done  as  to  the  Spirit 
Duty.  Practically,  if  the  duty  on  spirits  were 
left  only  determined  to  a  particular  day  next 
year  the  trade  and  the  Ke venue  would  be  in  a 
complete  state  of  disorganisation." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  extends  to 
spirits  what  Mr.  Childers  was  content 
only  to  apply  to  beer,  and  the  result 
is  that  every  gallon  of  whisky  that  is 
taken  out  of  bond  after  the  1st  of 
April  will  pay  less  duty  than  if  it  had 
been  taken  out  on  March  31.  Of 
course,  it  is  plain  that  every  effort  will 
be  made  to  reduce  the  stock  of  whisky 
during  the  present  financial  year.  I 
congratulate  the  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  on  their  ingenuity  and  sagacity 
in  having  extracted  a  promise  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  this 
subject,  because  they  will  actually  pay 
less  duty  this  year  with  an  increased 
duty  on  whisky  than  they  did  last  year 
with  a  lower  duty.  He  is  going  to  lose 
10s.  6d.  per  gallon  on  every  cask  of 
whisky  which  remains  in  bond,  and 
therefore  you  must  calculate  what  diminu- 
tion there  will  be  in  the  revenue  from 
spirits  throughout  the  United  Kingdom. 
What  is  the  amount  of  the  revenue  on 
spirits  ?  It  is  really  in  round  numbers 
£16,000,000  from  the  Excise  alone,  which 
is  about  £300,000  a  week.  Now,  if  the 
consumption  and  stock  are  reduced  by 
one-twelfth — and  it  is  by  no  means  a 
violent  supposition  that  it  will  be 
so  reduced  in  regard  to  such  an 
article  as  whisky — it  is  equal  to  a 
loss  of  revenue  of  £1,200,000,  or 
within  £100,000  of  the  tax  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes  to  put  on. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  would  in 
the  most  friendly  spirit  recommend  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  consider  whether 
it  is  worth  while  to  press  the  tax,  which 
will  disturb  the  whole  organisation  of 
the  trade  and  give  rise  to  great  friction  ? 
There  will  be  every  kind  of  difficulty 

Mr.  Goschen 


towards  the  end  of  the  financial  year^ 
and  how  will  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer prevent  the  trade  working  np  to 
that  particular  day  ?  The  prospect  of  ito 
approach  will  be  enough  to  induce  persons 
to  withhold  payments.  There  will  be  end- 
less uncertainty.  The  fact  is,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  granted  a  concession 
to  his  Irish  friends  which  will  destroy  the 
balance  of  his  Budget ;  and  supposing 
that  the  Home  Rule  Bill  had  passed,  how- 
would  matters  have  stood  then  ?  I  con- 
gratulate the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
under  present  circumstances  he  is  able 
to  bargain  with  the  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland,  whereas  if  the  Home  Rule  Bill 
had  passed,  does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man think  that  there  is  anything  that 
would  have  induced  80  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland  to  have  passed  a  Resolation 
for  an  increase  in  the  Spirit  Duties  when 
they  had  nothing  to  gain  by  it  ?  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  to  be 
congratulate  upon  that  point,  and,  while 
I  am  about  it,  I  may  as  well  congratulate 
him  on  the  fact  that  he  has  not  in  his 
Budget  to  provide  an  extra  £500,000  in 
order  to  set  up  a  Home  Rule  Parliament* 
In  regard  to  a  great  part  of  this  Budget, 
I  have  not  been  anxious  to  approach  it  in 
any  partisan  spirit,  although,  of  course,  I 
was  bound  to  refer  to  the  historical  points 
mentioned  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  I  have 
frankly  endeavoured  to  avoid  Party  spurit, 
but  all  these  proposals  will  have  to  be 
examined  with  the  greatest  possible 
care,  because  they  establish  a  number 
of  new  principles,  as  to  which  it 
is  difficult  to  calculate  how  they 
will  affect  the  springs  of  our  national 
prosperity.  I  therefore  hope  that  both 
sides  of  the  House  will  approach  them 
with  a  candid  desire  to  sift  all  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  present  financial  situation 
to  the  utmost,  and  with  an  impartiality 
which  will  ensure  to  the  nation  that  these 
proposals  have  been  properly  considered 
by  their  Representatives  in  this  House. 
•Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  have 
nothing  to  complain  of  in  the  tone  of  the 
criticisms  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
upon  the  financial  proposals  of  the  Go- 
vernment. I  do  not  grudge  him  the 
little  gallop  in  Party  references  which 
he  has  made  on  the  subject  of  Home 
Rule,  which  he  thought  it  necessary  to 
introduce  into  this  Debate.  I  will  very 
briefly  notice  one  or  two  of  the  principal 
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points  to  which  rhc  right  hon.  Geutlemftti 
has  referred.  First  of  ti%  he  spoke  of  tlie 
saviogg  hiuiks,  The  vl^hi  hoii.  Geti tie- 
man  is  rather  timitl  upon  nmiiy  subjects, 
and  his  timidity  is  in  excess  tipoti  this 
subject.  He  is  dreadfully  afraid  lest  the 
people  of  this  country  s^houltl  put  too  much 
money  into  the  savings  hanks,  and  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  i^houlrJ 
have  exaggerated  rcspoutsibilitiea  in  re- 
gard to  thosje  deposits, 

•Mr.  G08CHEN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  uuderstaiid  that  it  is 
**on  demand."  That  is  the  main  poiut. 
I  have  nothing  to  say  in  regard  to  the 
amount  of  the  deposits ;  what  I  com- 
mented upon  was  tlje  enormous  amount 
withdrawable  on  dettuuid. 

Sib  W.  HAUCOUKT  :  I  cannot 
entertain  the  o  phi  ion  that  anyone  occu- 
pying the  position  of  Chancellor  of  the 
Excherjuer  should  disfouragc  and  re- 
strain the  amount  put  into  the  savings 
hanks  bv  the  masses  of  the  country. 

Mr.  GOSCIIEN  :  I  never  said  any- 
thing of  the  kind. 

Siu  W.  HAHCOURT  :  1  am  at  a  loss, 
theu,  to  nnderstantl  what  was  meant  by 
the  observation  of  the  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man, I  cannot  nnderstand  wliy  the  right 
hon*  Gentleman  warned  me  of  the  danger 
of  the  vast  and  rapid  increase  ru  the  de- 
posits in  the  savings  banks  payable  on 
ileniand,  I  do  not  regard  that  increase 
with  apprehension,  but,  on  the  contrary, 
I  regard  it  with  the  highest  satisfaction. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to 
the  great  growth  of  the  expenditnre 
during  the  last  23  years  and  spoke  of  the 
£6,(K)(),00()  which  bad  been  added  on 
Hcconnt  of  edncrytioii.  But  there  is 
another  £6,000,000  of  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  took  no  notice — that. 
wae  the  amount  of  the  subsidy  to  the 
rates  which  was  withdrawn  from  the 
Revenues  of  this  country.  Then  my 
right  hon.  Friend  referred  to  financia! 
purists.  That  is  a  subject  on  which  I 
am  somewhat  sensitive.  1  agree  that  my 
Anancinl  principles  are  exactly  the  oppo- 
site of  those  of  the  right  hon,  (icntle- 
man.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  finan- 
cial purity  consisted  in  this  :  He  began 
bis  finance  of  five  years  by  diminishing 
by  £2,000,OtM)  the  Navy  Estimates  \  then 
he  diminished  permanently  the  provision 
for  the  payment  of  the  National  Debt  ; 
then,  having  engaged  in  a  large  expendi 
ture,    he    carried    it   out    by 
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money.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  meet  the  Expenditure  of  the  year  by 
the  Revenue  of  the  year,  and  having 
borrowed  the  money  which  he  left  others 
to  pay  he  declared  surpluses  out  of 
burrowed  money.  These  are  the 
the    right    hon. 


borrowing 


financial    principles    of 
Gentlemaiu 

Mr.  G08CHEN:  The  right  lion. 
Gentleman  again  omits  the  fact  that  I 
imposed  £K400,000  of  additional  taxa- 
tion, 

•Sir  W.  HAIiCOURT  :  That  does 
not  alter  the  fact.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  may  have  imposeil  that 
additional  taxation,  but  he  left  a  debt  of 
£o,0O0,(XK>  behind  him,  and  had  every 
year  a  deficit,  although  he  declared  a 
snrphis.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
crietl  **  Peccavi  **  the  other  ntght,  and 
said  that  if  he  had  known  that  what  had 
happened  was  going  to  happen  be  would 
never  have  done  what  he  did.  One  does 
not  rerjinre  to  he  a  great  financier  to  say 
tlnit,  hut  there  was  one  sentence  w^hich 
appeared  in  some  of  the  newspapers 
which  I  Tvill  quote*  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said — 

'vlftlie  right  Hon.  Gentleman  sbould  think 
it  right  that  the  aniniitlcH  for  these  two  years, 
which  amount  to  £i.500,lMJ0,  should  be  capital- 
ised he  would  be  ptirfeetlj'  ready  to  bear  nil  the 
QtUum    of    having     increased     the    debt     by 

If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  only 
done  that,  it  would  not  have  been  ne(*es- 
sary  for  me  to  suspend  the  New  Sinking 
Fund,  because  the  iiabiiity  won  Id  have 
been  discharged  liy  the  ordinary  Debt 
Fund .  But  the  right  hon .  Gentleman,  with 
his  ingenuity  and  his  financial  jvrincipies, 
instead  of  aiJmitting  that  he  had  done 
what  he  did,  which  was  to  create  a  part 
of  the  permanent  Debt  of  the  conn  try, 
by  ingenions  devices  endeavoured  to 
conceal  from  the  public  what,  in  fact,  he 
was  doing  ;  and  the  reason  why  I  have 
beeu  obliged  to  make  these  arrange- 
ments is  because  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman invented  the,  financially  speaking, 
abominable  machinery  of  the  Naval  De- 
fence Act  and  bid  from  the  worhl  that  he 
had  borrow eii  £5,000»0(>0  of  money  and 
had  left  it  as  a  debt  to  those  who  came 
after  him  to  pay.  That  is  the  reason  I 
have  bad  to  do  this.  What  is  it  thai  I 
am  going  to  do  ?  I  am  going  to  meet 
the  Expenditure  of  this  year  out  of  the 
Revenue  of  this  year^     As  b>ug  as  I  bold 
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^H  the  Office  I  haye  tbe  booour  to  fill,  I  gliall 
^H  never  resort  to  any  other  expedient.  1 
^H  have,  in  point  of  fact,  treated  thif^ 
^H  £5^0(X>,(K>t)  as  it  ought  to  have  heeo 
^^^  treateil,  and  vlb  the  right  bon.  Gcntlemao 
^H  has  now  admitted  that  it  ought  to  have 
^H  been  treated — namely,  as  part  of  the 
^H  regular  permanent  Debt  of  the  coutitry 
^V  to  be  diacbarged  out  of  that  fund. 
■  Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  1  do  not  admit  it 

at  all.  What  I  nieaat  was  rhat  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  order  to  help 
himself  out  of  a  difficiiUj,  chose  to  do 
that^  I  would  not  oppose  his  doing  80  ; 
but  I  said  nothing  with  regard  to  tbe 
original  condition  of  tbe  Debt* 

•Sir  W.  HARCOUHT  :  If  the  right 
hoa.  Gentleinan  bad  done  what  be  ought 
to  have  done  at  the  time  of  the  transac- 
tion every  thiug  won  Id  have  been  per- 
fectly regular.  He  borrowed  the  money; 
it  was  part  of  the  Debt,  and  I  am  now 
discharging  it  as  part  of  the  Debt,  1 
maintain  that  what  I  asserted  in  my 
Bpeech  on  the  Budget  is  true.  I  have 
not  suspended  the  Pennanent  Debt  Fund, 
but  have  used  it  for  it8  proper  purpose, 
and  that  is  tbe  dii^charging  of  debt. 
Compare  that  with  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did.  He  sot^pended  the  Debt 
Fund,  not  for  one  year,  not  for  two  years, 
but  for  ever.  He  abandoned  for  ever 
£2,CKK),D0O  of  the  Fund  set  apart  for  the 
pnymeut  of  the  Debt^not  for  the  pay- 
ment of  tbe  Debt,  but  for  tbe  purpose  of 
using  it  as  annual  Revenue.  He  used  it 
for  the  purpose  of  reducing  tbe  Income 
Tax  in  order  to  obtain  |iopuIarity  by  that 
eourse.  That  was  the  tiuanuial  purity  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentlenmti.  Then,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  agree 
with  me  on  the  snbject  of  small 
tAxes,  and  he  wants  new  sources  of 
revenue.  When  the  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man succeeds  me  as  Chancellor  of  tbe 
Exchequer — which  I  understiind  wiU  be 
some  time  in  the  course  of  this  montb — he 
will  tell  us  what  the  small  taxes  are 
from  which  he  desires  to  derive  revenue. 
That  is  the  view  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. I  have  often  heard  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
denounce  that  doctrine.  It  wan  stated  20 
years  ago  by  Sir  George  Cornewall 
Lewis  and  was  then  attacked  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian. For  my  part,  I  believe  that  for 
great  variety  of  revenue  you  must  rely  on 
great  taxes,  aod  not  harass  the  intereeU  of 
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the  country  by  the  multiplication  of  email 
tuxes.  The  wbole  tinancial  policy  of 
this  country  since  the  time  of  my  rtgbt 
hou.  Friend  tbe  Member  for  Midlothian 
has  been  tbe  reduction  of  the  number  of 
taxes  and  not  the  multiplication  of  small 
taxes.  The  right  lion,  Genlleman  ob- 
jects to  ray  quotations  from  hrm,  and 
complains  that  I  cpioted  him  as  an  autho- 
rity for  the  germ  of  graduation*  1  am 
glad  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  has  had 
the  opporttmity  of  telling  \i»  what  he 
thiaks  on  that  subject.  He  says  that 
the  question  of  graduation  w^aa  pro- 
pounded to  him  in  a  more  moderate  form 
while  he  wa8  at  the  Exchequer,  and  that 
be  rejected  it.  That  reminds  me  of  some 
lines  by  a  great  poet  *.• — 

**  Che  fece  per  viltade  il  gran  rifiuto  I  '* 
I  think  tbe  time  will  come  when  this 
question  of  graduation  will  surely  take 
it:^  place  in  the  taxation  of  this  country, 
and  then  it  will  be  remembered  that  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  had  that  proposal 
before  him,  that  he  deliberately  refused 
it,  and  that  to-day,  ou  behalf  of  the 
Pfirty  he  represents,  he  repudiated  the 
principle  of  graduation, 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  must  say  thai 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  attempting 
to  make  a  Party  advantage  out  of  this, 
which  is  totidly  unjustified  by  anything 
I  said.  It  would  he  impossible  for  me, 
without  any  communieatioD,  to  speak 
authoritatively  on  behalf  of  the  Party  ; 
and,  besides^  I  invited  hon.  Members 
on  both  sides  not  to  reject  the  scheme, 
but  to  ejcamine  it.  Still,  1  thought 
it  my  duty  to  point  out  the  many 
dithcukies  involved  in  it  and  tbe 
eoueideratious  which  ought  to  be  borne 
in  miud.  I  repudiate  entirely  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that 
as  the  representative  of  the  Partjr^ 
repudiated  the  principle  of  graduatioi 

•Sir  W.    HARCOURT:    I  am  verj 

glad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
made  up  his  mind  against  this  principle. 
The  truth  is,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's mind  is  so  evenly  balanced  that  it 
is  always  difficult  to  discover  on  which 
side  he  is  in  regard  to  a  particular  quee* 
lion.  At  this  moment,  whether  he  ia  far 
graduation  or  against  it,  I  do  not  know. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said 
there  are  methods  of  evasion.  I  under- 
stand it  to  be  suggested  that  families  ans 
to  be  formed  into  Joint  Stock  Companies 
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for  the  purpose  of  evading  payment  of 
the  Death  Duties.  Whether  they  are  to 
be  formed  for  the  purpose  of  escapitig 
death  itself  I  do  -not  know.  The  right 
hoo.  Geptleman  thinks  that  methods  of 
evasion  will  he  adopted.  Do  you  tliink 
there  has  been  no  distposition,  do  tempta- 
tion, to  avoid  payment  of  these  duties  up 
to  the  present  ?  I  admit  that  in  questions 
of  this  kind — and  ej^pecially  in  new 
questions — you  ought  to  \m  moderate, 
I  think  it  wouhl  be  a  great  mistake  to 
introduce  a  prineiple  of  tfus  kind  at  a 
very  high  figure,  Tliat  would  ahirm 
people,  and  drive  them  into  methods  of 
evasion  whieh,  I  think,  it  wouitl  not  be 
right  to  eDcournge,  1  have  received 
largo  numbers  of  letters — and,  to  my 
astonishment,  more  from  Conservatives 
thaa  Liberals — expres^sing  satisfaction 
with  the  proposals  made  iiy  me  in  the 
Budget,  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
next  said  that  it  was  a  perfectly  new 
departure,  and  contrary  to  sound  Hnaneial 
principles  t^  impose  taxes  in  order  to 
take  others  off.  What  is  the  history  of 
the  great  financial  refonas  of  Sir  Robert 
Peel  ?  Why,  the  whole  thing  was  based 
ou  his  taking  taxes  off  poorer  people 
who  could  not  aiJbrd  to  pay  them»  Jn 
1841  he  imposed  the  Income  Tax,  which 
had  not  existed  since  1 H 1 6,  in  order  to  take 
t4ixes  off  the  poorer  people.  All  the 
financial  policy  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  and  of 
my  right  lion.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian was  based  upon  no  other  prin- 
ciple than  that.  They  had,  throughout, 
used  the  great  engine  of  the  Income 
Tax  and  other  direct  taxation  in  order  to 
relieve  the  liumblcr  classes  of  the  com- 
muuity  from  a  multitude  of  taxej^  which 
they  were  not  able  to  l>car.  That  is  the 
principle  of  all  sound  finance  in  this 
country.  The  next  point  upon  which 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  expresses  his 
dissent  is  the  methoil  of  relaxation^  by 
way  of  exemption  and  ahatenient,  pro- 
posed in  reference  to  the  Income  Tax. 
There  is,  however,  one  allowance  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  ob- 
jected t-o,  an<l  that  is  the  allowance  nnder 
Schediile  A  to  the  landlords.  Not  one 
word  of  objection  has  he  raised  to  that, 

Mu*  GOSCHEN  :  That  is  eounter- 
bulance«b 

Sir  W.  HARCOL  RT  :  The  ahandon- 
ment  of  a  portion  of  the  Income  Tax  to 
men  under  £300  a  year  does  not  cora- 
meud  it«elf  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 


That  is,  I  suppose,  a  dangerous  pro* 
posal,  hecanse  it  would  be  a  relief  to  the 
himihler  classes  of  the  commtinity. 
[*'  Oh  I  "]  If  that  was  not  so.  what  is 
the  meaning  of  all  this  criticism  ?  I 
should  like,  incidental ly,  to  mention  a 
point  which  has  been  strongly  urged 
upon  me.  I  have  been  asked,  wdien  I 
spoke  of  £500  a  year  and  £400  a  year, 
whether  the  abatement  was  meant  to 
cover  the  fall  fignres  of  £400  and  £500, 
or  whether  1  only  meant  to  speak  of 
sums  nnder  £400  and  nuder  £oOO.  As 
this  will  apply  to  a  large  number  of  per- 
sons wdiose  salaries  are  exactly  those 
figures,  I  think  the  allowances  should  be 
made  n\}  to  those  figures,  and  not  stop 
beloTv  them.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man asked  what  was  so  dangerous  as  to 
carry  out  these  abatements  to  a  large 
portion  of  the  community.  Does  he 
object  or  does  he  apj>rove  of  those  pro- 
posals ?  Will  he  oppose  or  will  he  sup- 
port them  ? 

Mr,  GOSCTIEN  :  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  might  have  listened  to 
my  speech.  I  told  htm  my  own  view  and 
the  course  the  Fartv  would  take, 

HiR  W.  HARCdUKT  :  Then  what  is 
the  meaning  of  this  carping  criticism  ? 
If  these  are  proposals  you  are  going  to 
support,  why  does  the  right  hon.  Geutle- 
man  disparage  them  ?  Why  these  ap- 
prehensions as  to  all  that  is  going  to 
follow  the  passing  of  them  ?  Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  *^  I  did 
something  in  this  way  ;  I  diminisheil  the 
llonse  Dnty,''  Ye.s,  Imt  that  is  no  good 
to  anybody  hut  householders.  What  is  the 
good  of  that  to  clerks  wlio  are  not  house- 
holders— men  with  incomes  between  £200 
and  £300  a  year  ?  What  is  this  prin- 
ciple of  finance  which  is  "  willing  to 
wouufl  and  yet  afraid  to  strike"  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  in  favour  of 
financial  purity.  He  is  opposed  to  the 
relief  we  give,  He  dislikes  it,  hut  he  is 
not  prepared  to  opjmse.  Then,  he  says, 
we  have  weakened  the  Income  Tax,  He 
says  that  in  the  time  of  w^ar  or  when 
stress  comes  we  shall  repent  having 
given  this  relief  to  the  humbler  clasaes. 
No,  Sir,  In  my  opinion,  our  aelion  will 
strengthen,  not  weaken  the  Income  Tax* 
In  my  opinion,  the  weakness  consists  in 
putting  undue  pressure  upon  those  who 
are  little  able  to  bear  it.  I  gladly  have 
given  these  two  remissions  because  I 
thought  they  were  just  to  the  two  classeg 
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affected,  and  because  I  thought  it  was  a 
souud  priuciple  of  fiuauce  to  remove  the 
pressure  and  thus  make  the  tax  less  un- 
popular than  it  is.  Therefore,  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tells  me  that  I  have 
weakened  the  Income  Tax  by  making  it 
more  tolerable  to  the  humbler  classes,  I 
again  say  my  financial  principles  are 
directly  opposed  to  that  theory.  I  be- 
lieve my  policy  has  a  tendency  not  to 
weaken  but  to  strengthen  the  tax.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  little  hesi- 
tating and  ambiguous  in  his  treatment  of 
these  matters,  but  when  he  came  to  the 
Beer  and  Spirit  Duties  then  he  revelled 
in  his  subject.  He  told  us  the  amount 
which  should  be  taken  off  the  Spirit 
Duties  by  methods  which  he  endeavoured 
to  indicate.  Here  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  can  assist  me  very  much. 
First  of  all,  he  can  take  my 
place  and  make  the  duty  perpetual. 
He  has  advised  me  not  to  make  it  tem- 
porary for  a  single  year.  I  shall  be  glad 
of  his  assistance  in  resisting  the  brewers 
and  the  spirit  merchants,  and  in  making 
it  perpetual.  [An  hon.  Member  :  Your 
Irish  friends.]  Yes  ;  but  gentlemen 
opposite  may  assist  me  in  that  matter ; 
and  if  they  are  prepared  on  behalf  of 
their  friends,  the  brewers  and  spirit  mer- 
chants, to  propose  that  the  Spirit  Duty 
shall  be  made  perpetual,  I  will  take  their 
offer  into  very  serious  consideration.  If 
I  can  only  get  a  pledge  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  I  shall  consider  it.  It 
is  the  only  part  of  the  Budget  on  which 
he  has  really  expressed  an  opinion.  He 
has  not  ventured  to  have  an  opinion  on 
any  other  part  of  the  Budget.  The  only 
outcome  of  his  speech,  as  it  appears  to 
me,  is  that  the  Beer  and  Spirit  Duty 
shall  be  perpetual.  If  he  will  give  me 
time  to  reflect,  as  he  himself  took  time  to 
reflect,  upon  this  question  I  shall  recon- 
sider the  question  of  the  perpetuity  of 
the  duty.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  he  is  perfectly  clear  as  to  his  views. 
I  do  not  know  whether  he  came  to  the 
conclusion  whether  these  duties  were  a 
direct  or  an  indirect  tax.  Whether  he 
has  an  opinion  on  that  subject  I  do  not 
know,  but  gentlemen  most  interested  in 
it  have  a  very  clear  opinion.  I  have 
read  utterances  on  this  subject  by  men  of 
high  authority  in  the  trade.  I  find 
now  that  one  of  the  speakers  at  a  meet- 
ing in  Glasgow,  held  the  other  day  to 
consider  this  subject,  said  that — 

Sir  fV.  Harcourt 


"  In  approaching  this  question  he  wished  to 
draw  attention  to  the  fact  that  it  was  most  un- 
fair and  unjust,  because  the  manuftbcturer  might 
not  get  the  buyer  to  give  the  increased  duty, 
and  it  was  now  admitted  that  it  was  to  be  ex- 
acted from  him.  The  6d.  on  spirits  could  not 
be  divided  into  fractions.  If  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  put  a  larger  sum  upon  a 
barrel  of  beer  it  might  have  been  divided  into 
fractions,  and  then  the  consumer  would  have  to 
pay  the  tax,  but  this  nimble  sixpence  was  Uke 
a  grain  of  sand  in  one's  eye— it  was  irritating 
until  got  rid  of." 

That  is  the  trade  opinion  on  the  iocidenee 
of  the  tax.  I  suppose  the  gentleman  who 
seconded  the  resolution  at  the  Glasgow 
meeting  understood  the  subject.  I  do 
not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wishes  to  oppose  any  of  these  proposals 
— any  of  these  particular  taxes.  It  is 
quite  true  I  have  put  on  several  taxes.  I 
was  bound  to  deal  with  the  Income  Tax, 
because  I  was  bound  to  deal  with 
Schedule  A.  Being,  as  I  say,  bound  to 
increase  the  Income  Tax,  in  my  opinion 
it  was  desirable  to  give  relief  at  the 
lower  end,  which  I  think  a  justifiable 
proceeding.  As  far  as  that  goes,  I  have 
only  to  thank  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  his  sympathy.  Reference  has  been 
made  to  the  purity  of  beer  and  spirits. 
How  much  has  the  strength  diminished 
at  present  ?  What  do  you  think  one  of 
the  best  known  spirit  merchants  ad- 
vertises— one  of  the  most  respectable  of 
the  dealers  ?  Why,  52  per  cent,  below 
proof.  ["  No  !  "]  Yes.  I  have  the 
document  in  my  box,  and  it  is  in  vain 
for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  shake  his 
head. 

Mk.  USBORXE  (Essex,  Chelmsford): 
If  anyone  sold  spirits  at  52  per  cent, 
below  proof,  he  would  be  prosecuted  for 
adulteration  and  convicted. 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  I  am  com- 
polled  to  inform  the  hon.  Member  that 
he  is  not  acquainted  with  the  law.  The 
Adulteration  Act  states  what  is  the 
amount  of  adulteration  permitted  ;  but  if 
you  tell  your  customer,  you  may  pat 
whatever  amount  of  water  you  like. 

Mr.  USBORNE  :  I  admit  that. 
•Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  Then  the 
hon.  Gentleman  does  not  understand  his 
own  business.  I  have  here  Mr.  Gilbey*8 
published  list,  and  he  does  what  everj 
man  should  do  ;  he  states  on  each  bottle 
what  is  the  strength.  The  hon.  Member 
will  find  it  in  this  list,  where  the  price  of 
each  commodity  is  given..  Here  is  ds.  Id. 
for  a  bottle  of  spirits.     I  find  in  one  case 


1  U9        fFai/s  and  Means,—       {23  Apkil  IHM} 


Committee, 


1150 


the  ttiftrk  "  52  U,P./'  which  I  understand 
ineane  under  proof.  1  hope  the  hoii. 
Member  will  thauk  me  for  giving  bim 
8ome  iustniution  in  the  business  iti  which 
I  understand  he  is  interested.  Here  is 
the  printed  lint,  which  1ms  been  supplied 
to  me  bj  a  friend  of  mine*  I  have  also 
ttu  amnsiDg  docnmeut  here  which  T  maj 
glance  at,  if  the  Committee  m  interested 
in  the  matter.  I  caused  to  be  tested  iu 
different  parts  of  the  town  what  these 
**  twopeuQorths  ^^  of  spirit!^  were  like  as 
sold  over  the  counter,  Tlie  tests  were, 
as  I  have  said,  made  m  different  parts 
of  London,  We  took  poor  ueighbour- 
hooild  and  weiiithy  neighbourhoods.  In 
Bcthnal  Green  on  rum  the  profit  on  the 
selling  price  is  108  per  cent.  ;  in  Mile 
End,  91  per  cent  ;  in  Whiteelmpel,  fH3 
per  cent.  ;  Walworth  Road^  91  per  cent. 
It  seems  to  be  on  a  graduated  scale,  for 
when  you  go  to  Oxford  Street  it  is  136 
per  cent.,  and  in  Piccadilly  it  is  230  per 
cent.  W*hen  we  come  to  brandy  you  get 
A  higher  class  of  consumer.  In  Bcthnal 
Green  the  profit  Is  152  per  cent.; 
dewing  ton  Causeway,  164  per  cent.; 
Whitechapel,  155  per  cenf,  I  do  not 
know  that  brnndy  is  treated  on  k  different 
^cale  in  wealtliy  local  it  ies  ;  but  in  Oxford 
Street  the  profit  is  only  80  per  cent.,  am! 
ID  the  City  in  a  first -class  restaurant  it 
Is  only  142  per  cent.  On  Genevas  the 
profit  is— in  Bethnal  Green  lOB  per 
cent.,  in  Oxford  Street  165  per 
cent*^  in  Walworth  Rot^d  111  per  cent,, 
and  in  Whitechapel  116  per  cent. 
I  had  not  intended  logo  into  this  subject 
to-day,  but  the  right  lion.  Gentleman 
made  so  much  of  the  Spirit  Duties  that  I 
could  not  refrain  from  offering  those 
statistics.  Looking  at  the  subject  all 
round,  I  do  not  think  that  these  are  trades 
upon  which  an  undue  burden  has  been 
placed  by  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ttient.  Nor  do  I  understand  the  right 
hoo,  Geutleraan  to  dispute  that  pro- 
position. He  does  not  say  that  &  tux 
should  not  be  put  upon  spirits  or  upon 
beer.  His  only  comphiint  is  that  I  do  nor 
make  it  perpetual  ;  and,  as  I  understand, 
he  does  not  object  in  principle  to  my 
Death  Duties — he  only  says  that  I  get  so 
little  from  them.  That  is,  T  suppose,  lie- 
cause  they  are  not  enough.  Heiloes  not 
object  to  the  Income  Tax  ;  he  does  not 
object  to  the  allowances  made  under  the 
Income  Tax  ;  he  does  not  object  to  the 
B©er  Duties,  nor  to  the  Spirit  Duties.     I 


am  happy,  therefore,  to  think  that, 
though  our  financial  principli-s  are  so 
wide  apart,  our  financial  conclusions  come 
so  near  to  a  point.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  thank  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  the  moderation  with  which  he 
has  dealt  with  the  proposah  of  the 
Government. 

Miu  A,  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  When  1  came  down  to  the  House 
to-day  I  had  not  the  slightest  intention 
of  ftildrossing  any  remarks  to  It,  but  I  do 
not  think  the  speech  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  thought  fit  to  make 
i^houtd  pass  without  some  lirief  word  of 
comment  and  protest*  His  final  words 
were  words  of  conciliation  and  peace,  but 
the  whole  tenour  of  his  renmrks  not  only 
misrepresented  my  right  hon»  Friend 
(Mr.  Goschen),  hut  misrepresented  hlni 
obviously  for  Party  purposes.  It  appears 
never  to  have  occurred  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  that  any  man  could 
come  down  to  this  House  to  discuss  the 
finances  of  the  country  without  making 
Party  capital  out  of  it.  It  never  ha^s 
occurred  with  himself,  and  he  thinks  It 
never  could  occur  with  anybody  else. 
But  I  can  assnre  him  thnt  every  word 
that  dropped  from  my  right  hon.  Friend 
was  not  to  embarrass  the  Government  by 
factious  criticism,  but  to  bring  before  the 
Committee  and  the  country  considerations 
which  ought  not  to  he  absent  from  our 
minds  when  we  are  dealing  witli  the  most 
far-reaching  financial  proposals  that  have 
been  laid  before  us  for  many  years.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  not  en- 
ileavonred  to  answer  my  right  hon,  Fricnd^s 
criticisms,  hut  has  sought  to  t  wist  ami  per- 
vert them — I  will  not  say  ttirn  them  into 
ridicule — hut  to  make  them  appear  to 
demonstrate  that  my  right  hon,  P^riend 
is  the  pronounced  advocate  of  principles 
widj  which  be  did  not  deal  in  the  most 
cursory  manner.  I  do  not  wish  to  go  at 
length  into  the  speed)  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  I  think  I  can  in  a  very 
few  moments  expose  his  misrepresenta- 
tions. The  first  point  wj^s  about  the 
Sinking  Fund,  and  he  actually  had  the 
courage  to  repeat  that  he  had  not 
diverted  to  other  purposes  the  fund 
intended  for  the  diminution  of  the  Debt, 
What  has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
done?  He  found  the  Siukin.:!;  Fund 
allocateil  to  the  liquidation  of  the  Per- 
iiuineut  Del>t  of  the  country.  He  found 
the  annuities  allocated  to  the  liqnidntion 
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of  the  Temporary  Loau.  He  took  the 
Sinking  Fund  intended  for  the  Permanent 
Bebt,  and  allocated  it  to  the  Temporary 
Loan.  And  he  took  the  antiuities 
intended  to  deal  with  the  Temporary 
Loan,  and  he  bagged  that  for  his*  own 
purposes.  That  is  the  procediire  of  thifi 
fiuimcial  purist,  who  has  heen  tolling  us 
-—1  will  not  say  with  Pharisaic  air, 
beeanse  that  would  iinplj  a  degree  of 
condemnation  whieh  I  do  not  wish  to 
thnnv  upon  the  right  ht>u.  Gentleman— 
but  with  an  air  of  exceptional  virtue, 
how  far  he  stands  above  the  financial 
fiiuner  (Mr,  Gotichen)  who  sits  on  my 
right.  My  right  hon.  Friend  made  a 
most  interesting  comment  in  passing 
upon  the  dangers  that  we  are  running  in 
continiug  too  much  of  our  taxation  to  oue 
or  two  commoditiei*  at  most.  That 
danger  is  a  real  one  ;  1  do  not  think 
anybody  can  deny  that.  How  does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  meet  that  eritieisni, 
which  was  not  put  forward  in  a  captious 
spirit  ?  He  says  thi«  is  a  principle 
which  has  been  accepted  hyall  finaneierB 
from  the  time  of  Sir  Robert  Peel.  He 
gays  that  Sir  Robert  Peel  put  on  the 
Income  Tax  for  the  vmy  purpot^e  of 
relieving  tiie  ptior — or  perhaps  he  referre<i 
to  Sir  Robert  Peel  at  a  later  stuge  mis* 
interpreting  his  policy.  Possibly,  it  is 
convenient  to  trade  generally  that  we 
should  confine  ourselves  to  the  traditional 
channels  of  taxation ;  but  the  time  may 
come — I  think  probably  will  come— when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  successors 
may  bitterl}^  regret  that  we  have  curried 
to  such  a  length  a  process  which, 
beneticial  though  it  has  been,  may  he 
carried  too  far.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man went  on  to  refer  to  two  subjects  of 
profound  interest  to  the  public — one  the 
question  of  graduation,  and  the  other  the 
question  of  the  additiomil  immunities 
which  he  has  given  at  the  loTver  end  of 
the  Income  Tax  scale.  AJl  my  right 
hon.  Friend  did  was  to  point  out  in 
language  of  extreme  moderation  the 
dangers  and  difficulties  wdiich  undoubtedly 
attach  to  both  those  jiroposttions,  be  they 
gooii  or  bad  ;  and  my  right  lion.  Friend 
did  not  rely  solely  in  his  criticisms  upon 
his  own  judgment.  He  rented  upon  the 
recent  and  tniditionnl  opinion  of  the 
Party  opposite,  as  expressed  over  and 
over  again  in  clear  and  eloquent  language 
by  that  eminent  statesman  the  Member 
for  Midlothian,  w4io  has  (inpresscit  his 

Mr^  A*  /.  Balfour 


personality  more  upon  the  financial 
policy  of  this  country  than  upon  any 
other  portion  of  our  public  affairs.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  quoted  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Midlothian's, 
I  will  not  say  violent,  but  certainly  rather 
strong  language  against  certain  proposals 
of  Sir  Stafford  Nortbeote.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  never  referred  to 
the  authority  my  right  hon.  Friend  quoted, 
but  took  the  language  and  opinions  which 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Midlothian 
expressed,  and  held  them  up  to  scorn  aod 
contempt,  and  said  he  was  thankful  hie 
principles  were  very  different  from  those 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  Chan* 
eel  lor  of  the  Exchequer  is  at  perfect 
liberty  to  his  own  opinions  on  finance  ; 
but  when  he  comes  down  here  as  the 
apostle  and  representative  of  the  tradi« 
tional  financial  policy  of  this  country,  it 
does  not  become  him  to  treat  with  con- 
tempt the  financial  opinions  of  the  Mem* 
berlor  Midlothian,  at  whoso  feet  1  should 
have  supposed,  in  etich  matters,  he  would 
have  been  glad  to  sit.  The  last  criticism 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  u|ion  the  Budget 
was  directed  against  the  temporary  cha- 
racter of  the  Spirit  Duty.  His  remarks 
were  eminently  bnsiuess-like,  and  directed 
to  obvious  financial  difficulties — criticism 
which,  of  all  other  criticism,  should  have 
been  met  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer in  a  business-like  spirit.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  made  a  few 
gibes  and  jokes,  but  never  attempted^ 
even  by  one  word,  to  deal  with  the  fuuda-^ 
mental  difficulty  which  my  hon.  Frteod 
has  laid  before  this  House.  The  proce- 
dure of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
is  almost  incredible  in  its  audacity.  He 
comes  down  and  unfolds  a  Budget  whioh 
gives  a  surplus  of  £280^000,  under  which 
it  is  proposed  to  make  the  increase  of 
Spirit  and  Beer  Duty  permanent. 
Pressure  is  brought  to  bear  by  those  on 
whose  votes  he  depends  to  retain  himself 
in  Office,  and  he  is  obliged,  or  thinks 
himself  obliged,  to  reduce  the  term  during 
vvliieh  tlie  Spirit  and  Beer  Duty  is  to  run 
for  one  year — that  is,  to  the  end  of  the 
financial  year.  My  right  hon.  Frieod 
pointed  out  that  whctlier  the  proposal  is 
good  or  bad,  whether  it  is  fair  to  the 
brewers  and  spirit  merchants  or  not,  or 
whether  it  is  fair  or  unfair  to  Irehuul 
and  Scotland,  yet  this  result  must 
follow  ;  that  the'  surplus  of  £280,000, 
which    the   Chancellor   of    the    Exche- 
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quer    promised    on    Monday    last,    i;vill 
sink    to    ft    defieit    of    £900,000    if    he 
curries  out  the  new  Biiclget.  whicb  he  hm 
brought  dowti  to  «s  to-night.     That  is  » 
very   serious    criticism,     whether    well- 
founded  or  ilt-fouuded.     My   right  hoiu 
Friend  gave  a  reason  for  his  opinion  m 
language  which  mn^t  have  impressed  it- 
self upon  hon.  Members.     CerlHiiily,  it 
showed  to  me  that  a   very   plain  djoi^er 
lies  before  ng,  ami  that  the  object  of  making 
the  taxation  of  the  year  pay  for  the  ex- 
penditure of   the  year — about  whicii  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  (the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  I  has  miwlc  so  many  boasts, 
IB  likely  to  end  in  the  taxation  of  ttie  year 
not  paying  the  expenditure  of  the  year 
at  all.     Jn,  perforce,,  a  serious  discussion 
by  business  men  of  business  matters*  what 
is  the  use  of  getting  up  and   making  a 
lot  of  jokes  about  irrelevaiit   matters  and 
a  good  many   Party  misrepresentations, 
unless    it    be   for   a    General    Election  ? 
What  is  the  nse  of  iloing  that,  and  at  the 
same    time    omitting    even    the    faintest 
reference  to  criticism  which,  if  it  be  well 
founded,  strikes  at  the  very  root  of  the 
whole  Budget  ?     My   right  hon.  Friend 
quoieil  the  opinion  of   tlie  Member  for 
Midlothian  against  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  quoted   it   in   vaiii.     On 
the  Spirit   Duty   my   right   hon.  Friend 
quoted  against  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer the  opinion    of  another  of    his 
colleagues — Mr.  Childen^.       Surely   the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^  having  got 
on  nis  legs  and  treated  us  to  three-qnar- 
ters   of  an   hour's  oration,  might,  in   the 
course   of  that  oration,  have   dealt  with 
the  most  import^int  cnticinms  laid  before 
him  by  roy  right  hon.  Friend.    The  truth 
is,  the  right   hou.  (Tentlemau  may   have 
produced  a  very  good  Budget,  whieli  may 
have  all  the  financial  and  popular  success 
he  anticipates  ;  but  he  has  not  produced 
IT    Budget   which    carries    out    the    pro- 
fetiions  with  which  the  speecli  in  which 
it    was    introduced     was    so   plentifully 
lanled.     Over  and  over  again   the  right 
hou.    Gentleman    introduced    his    views 
about    financial     principle     and    purity. 
Wlmtdocs  it  all  come  to?  It  c<»mos  to  (his  : 
that  the  right  hoii,  Gentioman,  by  his  own 
profession   and   on  his  own  showing,  has 
to   deal    with   a  deficit   of   £4,500,000  ; 
and  he   has  provided  every  sixpence  of 
that  deficit  out  of  the  taxation  paid    by 
the  wealthier  classes.    That  may  be  right 
or  it  may  be  wrong  ;  bnt  it  is  deliberately 


in  violation  of  the  principles  laid  down 
hy  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  himself  in 
his  own  Budget  speech.  Of  course,  it 
is  open  to  anyone  to  say  that,  while  the 
Beer  and  Spirit  Duties  fall  largely  upon 
the  consumer,  they  are  for  the  most  part 
drawn  from  the  poorer  classes  of  the 
ccHiimtmii}'.  1 1  may  be  open  to  other 
gentlemen  to  hold  that  opinion,  but  it  is 
not  open  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. He  has,  in  his  Budget  speech 
and  since,  said  that  all  he  has  done  has 
been  to  tax  the  profits  of  one  bloated  and 
overgrown  trade.  It  may  be  a  good  and 
proper  object  of  taxation,  but  he  cannot 
ride  two  horses  at  once.  If  he  holds  to 
the  opinion  that  this  sixpence  of  Spirit 
Duty  is  a  tax,  not  upon  the  consuming 
public,  but  upon  the  producing  and  dis- 
tributing trades,  theu.  Sir,  every  single 
source  of  taxation  he  has  drawn  upon  to 
fill  up  the  gap  caused  by  his  deficit  is 
drawn  from  the  wealthier  classes  of  the 
community.  That  may  not  be  a  reason 
for  modifying  the  Budget,  but  it  is  a  rej^soa 
for  not  accompanying  that  Budget  with 
professions  there  is  no  attempt  or  pretence 
to  fulfil.  There  will  be  other  oppor- 
tunities of  discussing  the  broad  principle 
involved  in  the  details  ;  but  I  should  be 
sorry  to  allow  this  occasion  to  pass  with- 
out reminding  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
how  little  in  this  respect  he  has  carried 
out  the  promises  he  was  so  anxious  to 
hold  out  to  us.  But  if  he  cannot  con- 
descend to  discuss  the  Budget  proposals^ 
either  now  or  when  the  Bill  is  before  us, 
without  introducing  Party  recrimination, 
and  by  meeting  fairly  argumenrs  which 
in  all  good  faith  are  bronglit  before  ua^ 
he  will  find  a  task  whicb  must  necessarily 
be  a  difticult  one  amount  almost  to  an 
impossibilitv. 

Mr.  BAKTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
they  could  hardly  let  this  occasion  pass 
without  saying  something  on  the  general 
principle  of  the  Budget  as  they  now 
knew  it.  He  (Mr.  Bartley)  could  not 
help  being  amused  at  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  (ientleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  that  it  was  always  bis 
intention  to  defray  the  expenditure  of  a 
year  out  of  the  receipts  for  that  year. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  do  it 
last  year.  He  did  not  attempt  it,  for  he 
took  a  large  sum  out  of  the  Treasury 
chest — £30C),0O0 — which  had  been  set 
aside  in  previous  years.  Really  and  truly 
this  was  taking  borrowed  money  for  the 
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piirpoae  of  bis  aunual  expend! f lire,  Tliere 
were  many  other  qiie.^^tbns  referred  to  by 
tlie  CbaDeellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  it 
was  a  great  pif)^  he  had  iutroduced  so 
mucli  Party  heat  into  the  liiatter.  They 
were  told  the  Bmlget  was  to  be  discussed 
ou  a  questiou  of  iiuanee,  and  tbat.  no 
Party  matters  were  to  be  in  trod  need. 
Well,  if  Party  heat  were  introduced  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  only  had  himself 
to  blame  for  il — and  it  would  be  as  well 
here  to  remind  the  right  hon.  (Tentleman 
that  he  bad  not.  got  his  Budget  through 
yet*  The  Up^>osition  were  jirepare*!  to 
discuss  the  Budget  without  considera- 
tions of  Party,  but  tlie  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  attacked  bis  predecessor 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tbe  Member  for 
St,  George^^,  Hanover  Square,  and  bad 
perverted  nearly  everything  he  had  ^aid, 
and  that  was  not  a  course  calculated  to 
conduce  to  the  pencefnl  cousideratioti  of 
tbe  Budget,  He  (Mr.  Bartley)  had  been 
most  struck  l>y  what  \vas  bo  id  as 
to  savings  banks.  Tbe  remarks  of 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
on  that  subject  were  very  forcible. 
Everyone  mtist  admit  that  the  fact  that 
the  Government  held  £I30,000,(KM)  or 
£140,000,000  payable  at  call  was,  on 
the  face  of  it,  a  serious  consideration. 
Ko  doubt  they  were  glad  that  thai  amount 
was  continually  growing.  The  right  bou.^ 
Geotlernaii  the  Member  for  St.  George's 
had  always  done  bis  utmost  to  increase 
the  efficiency  of  the  savings  banks  ;  but 
it  was  a  fact,  and  a  startling  one  when 
they  came  to  realise  it,  that  at  any  mo- 
ment tbe  Chancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer 
might  lie  called  on  to  pay  that  large 
amount  at  .^bort  notice.  When  they  were 
considering  the  great  fiscal  questions  of 
the  year  it  was  not  unreasonable  to  refer 
to  this,  and  for  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  turn  round  and  retort  ou 
the  right  hon.  Geutleinan  that  beseemed 
to  grudge  tbe  people  putting  tlieir  money 
by  was  to  pervert  what  tbe  right  hon. 
Geiillenian  bad  said.  He  noticed  tbat 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  not 
like    this    reference,     and     was     going 

away^ 

•Sir  W.  UARCOURT  :  Is  it  expected 
that  I  shall  remain  in  tbe  TTouse  every 
moment  ?  1  will  remain  if  the  hoi). 
Member  insists  ujion  it,  Init  I  must  have 
some  rest,  and  I  thought  this  would  lie  a 
convenient  time  to  take  it,  1  had  asked 
my    hon.    Friend    the    Secretary  to    the 

Mr.  Bartley 


Treasury  to  remain.  The  personal  dis- 
courtesy I  am  subjected  to  b  a  thiog  I 
must  protest  against. 

Mb,  bartley  said,  that  after  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  discourtesy  to  the 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — 
having  perverted  everything  he  had  said 
— and  when  tbey  were  anxious  to  go  into 
the  facts,  as  they  were,  they  did  not 
like  to  see  the  right  boo.  Gentle- 
man going  away  whilst  they  were  talk- 
ing. When  be  returned  he  comphiinetl 
of  personal  discourtesy.  He  (Mr.  Hart- 
ley) had  never  been  personally  discoiir- 
teous  to  the  right  hoii  Gentleman,  but 
be  must  say  that  when  as  Leader  of  tbe 
House  tbe  right  hou.  Gentleman  attacked 
a  Member  be  was  bouml  to  w^ait  and 
listen  to  tbe  answers. 

SiH  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  have  Dever 
thought  it  worth  while  to  attack  you. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  he  was  obliged 
for  tbe  right  bon.  Gentleman's  extremely 
courteous  remarks.  He  was  accustomed 
to  such  observations  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  They  did  not  liiirt  him  in 
any  way  ;  Init  if  tbe  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man thought  tbat  because  he  sat  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  and  was  .Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  he  could  be  as  discour- 
teous as  he  liked  and  nobody  would 
retort,  he  matie  a  very  great  mistake. 
\^Latight€r,'\  That  laughter  came  from 
one  or  two  of  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Irish  followers  whose  votes  the  right  bon* 
Gentleman  w^as  securing  by  agreeing  to 
limit  these  new  Spirit  Duties  to  a  year. 
The  hon.  Members  would,  of  course, 
applaud  anything  tbe  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said.  Was  it  intended  that  the  new 
duties  should  he  permanent  ?  If  so,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  deluding  h\% 
Irish  folknvers,  and  throwing  dust  in 
their  eyes.  If  it  was  not  so  intended, 
then  the  right  hon*  Gentleman  would  not 
get  the  money  be  required  hy  a  measure 
brought  in  before  the  end  of  tbe  financial 
year,  and  bis  Budget  would  be  a  debisiau. 
With  regard  to  tbe  Sinking  Fuud,  be 
(Mr,  Bartley)  bad  always  urged  tbat  it 
shoulil  not  1)6  reduced.  Of  course,  tbe 
right  hou.  Gentleman  had  never  con- 
descended to  listen  to  anything  he  bad 
said  in  former  years.  If  be  had  he  would 
remember  that  some  years  ago,  when  tlie 
right  bon.  Geutleraan  tbe  Member  for 
8t.  George's,  Hanover  Square  reduced 
tbe  Sinking  Fund,  be  (Mr.  Bartley)  pro- 
tested against  it.     He  would  have  had  it 
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maiataineti  at  the  £28,(K>0,(XK)  at  wliicli 
it  stooil  when  ititrtKlueed  by  Sir  Sufford 
"or  til  cote.  But  it  camt*  vory  ill  from 
le  Cbaticellor  of  the  Exchequer,  after  all 
e  ba*l  !4aid  about  the  iinportauee  of  keep 
i  iivr  up  the  Sinking  Ftiucl^  that  he  should 
I  have  taken  the  first  opportunity  to  npset 
I  bie  owD  stAtemeuts.  The  conn  try  was 
■Ki  a  state  of  pejice,  the  Income  Tax  wan 
^HBised  to  8d.,  and  trow  they  were  goitig 
^to  entop  the  Sinking  Fund  to  an  amount 
that  would  roprefteut  Homethitig  like 
£30,000,000  if  they  were  at  war  and  re- 
quired to  borrow  that  amount.  As  to 
grtulatione^  he  batl  not  the  least  hesitation 
in  saying  that  he  regarded  graduatetl 
Death  Duties  as  wise  and  right  in  prin- 
^^iple.  On  the  question  of  exemptions, 
^^Kie  Chaucetlor  of  the  Exchequer,  again, 
^^ras  extreuiely  unfair  to  the  right  hoii, 
Gentletnarj  tlie  Member  for  St.  George's. 
He  (Mr.  Hartley)  had  urged,  and  urged 
strongly,  thiit^  iimsjmich  as  at  the  bottom 
of  the  Ineome  Tax  scale  was  a  class  of 
persons  who  were  most  severely  hit  by 
taxation,  it  would  ho  right  and  proper 
that  exemptions  should  be  made  at  that 
eud  of  the  scale.  But  there  wns  force  in 
the  remark  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Midlothian,  that  this 
would  be  regarded  as  playing  a  political 
me — studying  the  interests  of  the  most 
numerous  class  at  the  bottom  of  the  scale 
at  the  expense  of  the  smaller  number 
taxpayers  at  the  top  of  the  scale. 
hey  must  remetnber  that  they  had  been 
gradually  increasing  the  scale  of  exemp- 
tion from  the  Income  Tax,  and  he  for 
e  did  not  think  that  the  exemption 
bich  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
given  by  reducing  at  the  bottom  of  the 
Bcale  was  so  sound  and  fair  a  proposal  as 
tliat  of  making  a  difference  between 
spontaneous  and  industrial  incomes.  He 
was  aware  he  migl»t  again  be  courteously 
told  by  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  that 
he  had  already  heard  his  argument  on 
the  point  45  times,  but  he  would  remind 
him  in  reply  that  he  had  not  yet  once 
ndesceuded  to  answer  him.  The  man 
ho  had  an  income  of  £500  a  yeiir  from 
spontaneous  sources  was  after  all  not  a 
man  of  very  small  means  ;  but  a  man 
ho  had  to  earn  £500  a  year  had  to  put 
kj  a  larger  sum  annually.  It  wonld  have 
been  more  equitable  and  far  better  for 
le  general  community  if  the  right  hon, 
entleman  had  made  a  larger  reduction 
industrial   incomes,  and  a  smaller  one 


on  spontaneous  incomes.  No  vlouht  the 
Bndget  contained  many  things  they  all 
agreed  to  and  approved  of ;  liut  while  lie 
agreed  with  the  system  of  t!ie  graduation 
of  the  Death  Duties,  the  justice  and  fair- 
news  of  it  depended  very  much  on  the 
detail  in  which  it  was  carried  out.  The 
right  bon.  Gentleman  had  made  an  enor- 
mous  effort  to  produce  a  very  smiill  amount, 
and  if  he  had  refdly  wanted  to  take  the 
Sinking  Fund  he  tnight  have  done  so  more 
boldly,  he  might  as  well  have  been  bung 
for  a  sheep  aa  for  a  Iamb.  It  would  not 
have  bad  any  worse  effect  on  his  career 
as  a  financier.  They  were  all  aware  that 
ho  was  anxious  to  produce  a  sensational 
Budget ;  but  the  details  of  bis  proposal 
would  have  to  be  thoroughly  thrashed  out 
if  they  desiretl  to  avoid  inflicting  con- 
siderable hardships  on  many  districts  and 
on  many  interests, 

•Mn.  COHEN  (Islingtou,  E.)  said,  he 
very  mnch  regretted  that  a  very  mis- 
chievous and  deplorable  spirit  of  Party 
controversy  had  been  imported  into  the 
Debale  of  this  evening  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  because  he 
thought  the  subjects  under  consideration 
were  those  to  which  little,  if  any,  sucli  feel- 
ing onght  to  attach,  Hesaid  this, although 
of  course  he  recollected  that  many 
Budgets  had  wrecked  many  Governments, 
and  that  many  Party  Divisions  would 
no  doubt  be  taken  in  the  future  upon 
the  financial  policy  of  future  Govern- 
ments, But  if  ever  there  was  a  Budget 
from  wliich  Parly  spirit  ought  to  be  de- 
tached this  was  thiit  Budget,  and  if  ever 
there  was  an  occasion  when  that  spirit 
ought  to  be  absent  from  tiieir  Debate  this 
was  the  occasion.  He  did  not  think  that 
anybody  who  heard  the  speech  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  St. 
George's  could  accuse  him  of  having  im- 
ported any  Party  references  into  his 
masterly  criticisms  of  the  Budget  which 
he  was  examining,  and  he  was  certain, 
if  that  speech  left  upon  anybody's  mind 
an  impression  that  it  was  prompted  by 
Party  feeling,  it  could  only  be  attributed 
to  the  complexion  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  put  upon  it  by  way  of 
travesty,  or  if  not  travesty,  paraphrase, 
when  he  replied.  He  must  say  he 
thought  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche<tuer 
was  unjust  and  ungrateful  in  his  nctioo 
iti  directing  Party  observations  upon  the 
discussion  in  respect  to  this  Budget* 
First,  the  Committee  would  recollect  that 
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the  rigbi  Iiod.  GeiitlemtiD  hml  tcil^l  them 
that  afternoon  tltat  he  liad  been  coo- 
graiulatetl,  *' ftiuny  to  say,"  in  his  own 
words,  bj  Members  of  the  Conservative^ 
Party  upon  hits  Budget  proposals.  If 
he  miifht  do  so  respectfully,  and  speak- 
in*^  a8  ooe  who  prided  liiinself  npon  be- 
ing a  Conservative,  he  desired  to  as!*a- 
ciate  httnself  in  the  eongraHihiiiotiH 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
told  them  he  had  received  from  Members 
of  that  Party  upon  the  subject,  and  to 
tender  those  congratulation  a  very  cor* 
diftUy  indeed,  being  sure  at  the  same  time 
that  so  doing  would  not,  in  the  opiniou 
of  his  right  hou.  Friend  opposite  (Sir 
J,  T,  Hibbert),  be  taken  to  proclnde  him^ 
when  the  proper  time  came,  from  can- 
vassing, examining,  criticising,  and,  if 
need  be,  objecting  to  some  of  the 
prop<>*4als  contained  io  the  right  boii. 
Gentleman's  Budget,  When  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  ex* 
plaining  to  them  the  way  in  wbich 
he  propoaed  to  levy  these  coiiiphcated, 
and,  in  his  opinion,  in  some  instatices 
oppretisive,  Death  Duties,  he  told  thein 
that  what  he  wanted  wtxs  the  imposition 
of  such  duties,  but  that  he  war^i  going  to 
approach  the  question  of  their  applica- 
tion with  a  perfectly  open  raiinL  There- 
fore, the  right  hou.  Gentleman  must  see 
that  his  oppionents  bad  some  claim  upon 
his  consideration.  But  there  was 
another  reason  why  he  thought  the  right 
hon*  Gewtleman  should  be  a  little  grate- 
ful to  his  opponents.  To  whom  did  he 
owe  three  at  leaat  of  the  principal 
foundations  on  w  hich  the  structure  of  hi« 
certainly  somewhat  conjpKcated  Budget 
had  been  bidltup  ?  Which  Government 
was  it  that  bought  the  Suez  Canal  shares^ 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
he  indebted  this  year  for £250^000,  and  in 
future  for  £500,000  a  year?  Thet^e 
Party  recriminations  were  not  only 
generated,  but  extracted  by  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Geutleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Kxcheqner*  Which  Goveru- 
ment  and  which  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  it  tiiat  founded  the  ^'ew 
Sinking  Fund  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  now  proposing  to  make 
serious  inroads  upon  ?  Was  it  not  Sir 
Stjifford  :Northcote,  in  1876?  He  (Mr. 
Cohen)  only  wished  that  that  rigid  sum 
of  £2o,0TO,000  constituting  the  New 
Siukiog  Fund  had  never  bet^i  and  never 
would    be    applied    otherwise    tbftu  ita 
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author  intended.  Lastly,  who  was  it 
but  8ir  Stafford  Northcote  who  ox  tended 
the  system — he  was  not  sure  if  he  wa« 
not  the  author  of  it— of  abatetneut  from 
Income  Tax  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  , 
Exchequer  had  so  beneficently  and  so  ^ 
wisely,  as  he  thougiit,  further  exteutled  ^ 
on  the  present  occasion.  When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  seeking  to 
make  Party  capital  out  of  the  criticbms  U 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  " 
for  St.  George's  he  thought  he  might  have 
with  becommg  gratitude  recollected  to 
what  sources  he  was  indebtetl  for  three 
of  the  pillars  upon  which  his  Budget 
was  founded.  He  should  like  to  say  a 
word  or  two  upon  the  question  of 
graduation.  If  there  was  anything  more 
than  another  on  which  he  should  like 
to  tender  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  hid 
congratulations  and  gratitude  it  wa^  for 
having  introduced — they  knew  the  first 
steps  were  always  the  most  difficult — 
this  principle  of  graduation.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  stated  his 
opinion  to  be  that  the  lauded  owners 
were  those  who  would  be  the  least 
likely  to  feel  the  burden  of  the  tax.  He 
did  not  agree  with  him,  bat  that  was 
only  a  question  of  the  application  of  the 
tax.  With  the  principle  he  entirely 
associated  himself,  and  so  far  as  regarded 
the  application  of  this  principle  to  the 
passing  of  personal  property  on  the 
decease  of  its  owners,  ho  not  only  wished 
to  subscril>e  to  the  principle,  but  so  far 
as  he  had  been  able  to  examine  the 
proposals  he  desired  entirely  to  associate 
himself  with  their  applications.  However, 
he  wished  to  guard  himself  from  expressing 
this  unqualified  approval,  when  they  came 
to  the  relation  of  real  property  to  the 
Death  Duties.  Ha  might,  perhaps,  be 
allowed  to  say  that  he  thought  personal 
property  should  be  distinguished  from 
real  property,  iu  respect  of  the  duty 
which  it  paid  under  this  now  Estate  Duty» 
quite  as  much  as  iu  other  respects,  be- 
cause the  one  was  extremely  convertible^ 
and  because  the  testator  waa  in  reality 
not  entitled  to  more  than  96  per  cent,  of 
the  property  he  left,  i  per  cent,  being 
the  property  of  the  State,  whereas  re«l 
property  was  on  a  different  footing. 
Therefore,  while  approving  of  the  system 
of  graduation  with  regard  to  peraonml 
property,  he  desired  to  reserve  his  opinion 
when  they  came  to  deal  with  the  applies* 
tiou  of  the  tar  to  real  property.     Thd 
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next  point  to  which  the  Chaucellor  of 
the  Exchequer  referred  ki  reply  to  hi:^ 
right  hoc.  Frieud  (Mr,  Goachon)  had 
reference  to  some  observations  which  had 
been  made  as  to  the  tioancial  purity  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Tha 
right  hon.  Geiitlemau  was  very  sensitive 
about  his  reputation.  He  thought,  how- 
ever, the  right  hoii*  Gentleman  was  un- 
just to  his  right  hon,  Frien<l,  who  dis- 
tinctly stated  in  words  that  he  did  not 
blame  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
having  diverted  the  New  Sinking  Fund. 
He  (Mr.  Cohen)  was  not  so  indulgent, 
for  he  did  blame  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, preferring,  in  the  right  hon,  Gentle- 
man^s  own  words,  that  the  taxation  of 
the  year  ehonld  be  paid  out  of  the  income 
of  the  year.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man told  them  that  this  deficit  wa.s  not 
going  to  he  found  liy  tamperitig  with 
the  fund  set  aside  for  the  permanent 
reduction  of  the  Deht.  That  was  what 
he  tohl  them  on  Budget  nighf,  and  he 
had  told  them  to-night  that  so  long 
as  he  romaiued  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  the  Committee  might  rely 
that  the  expenditure  tthould  be  paid  out 
of  the  income  of  the  year.  The  right 
hoD.  Geotleraan  violated  thi*^  canon  on 
the  same  evening  that  he  laid  it  down. 
What  was  the  expenditure  of  the  year  ? 
Was  it  that  which  we  paid  for  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  Supply  Services  ?  If  the  ex- 
penditure for  the  year  was  go  defined, 
then  he  agreed  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  probably  erery 
one  of  his  predecessors,  did  pay  the 
expenditure  of  the  year  out  of  tlie 
income.  But  he  took  the  expenditure 
of  the  year  to  include  the  expenditure  on 
the  National  Debt.  But  what  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  shirked  was  the 
redemption  and  interest  in  respect  of  this 
Debt  created  out  of  the  Naval  Defence 
Act.  He  wanted  to  know  from  the 
mouthe  of  these  great  financial  purists 
who  atiomed  the  Treaaury  Bench  by 
what  authority,  and  on  what  account, 
they  could  distinguish  between  the 
charge  payable  on  the  Old  National 
Deht  and  the  amoniit  payable  on  the 
New  National  Debt.  If  any  such  dis- 
tinction was  sought  to  be  made,  it  quite 
violated  the  rule  laid  down  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  when  be  intro- 
duced the  Bndgct.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  his  Budget  speech  did  not 
distinguish  between  the  charge  for  the 


old  and  the  new  debt,  or  diBtiuguisli  be- 
tween the  two  being  equally  a  charge 
upon  the  year's  income.  There  was  not 
a  shred  or  a  sliadow,  therefore,  for  t^ug- 
geriting  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  keeping  up  to  the  standard  he 
had  himself  laid  down  of  paying 
the  year's  expenditure  out  of  income. 
As  to  the  Spirit  Duties,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  said,  sareaatically, 
that  he  would  make  them  perpetual  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr,  Goschen) 
would  give  him  his  valuable  support  in 
the  endeavour.  That  was  a  statement 
which  would  be  very  effective  on  a  plat- 
form, but  it  was  hardly  worthy  of  the 
right  lion.  Geutlemau  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  because  everyone  pre^^ent 
knew  that  the  pith,  the  figures,  the 
details  of  the  reference  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  St*  George^s 
to  the  subject  were  directed  to  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  Beer  Duties  for  a  certain 
period  and  of  the  Spirit  Dntiea  until  the 
repeal  of  the  Act.  The  right  hon,  Geu- 
tleman  had  not  argued  that  because  of 
the  eligibility  of  beer  and  spirits  for 
hcing  charged.  He  (Mr.  Cohen)  did  not 
know  what  the  right  hon,  Gentloman\i 
opinion  on  that  subject  was.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  argued  the  ques- 
tion entirely  from  a  financial  point  of 
view — as  to  the  io  just  ice  which  would 
arise  to  the  Exchequer  from  a  sudden 
termination  of  the  duei*  on  a  particuJar 
afternoon  or  day.  The  contempt  with 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exfdieqiter 
had  received  the  observations  of  the 
right  hon,  Gentlemau  the  Member  for  8t» 
George's  could  not  have  been  due  to  mis- 
understanding the  arguments  and  calcu- 
latiouB  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  It 
must  have  been  owing  to  a  sudden  alarm 
at  the  overthrow  and  disturbance  of  all 
his  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's) 
structure  in  consequence  of  the  dis- 
covery made  by  the  Member  for  St. 
George^s.  That  was  the  only  way  to 
account  for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer's unworthy  and  unappreciative 
reception  of  so  valuable  a  suggestion  as 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  St. 
George's.  He  (Mr.  Cohen)  would  not 
imitate  the  example  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  by  going  into  the 
question  of  motives,  but  in  a  Budget  of 
tbis  kind,  which  depended  on  so  small  a 
margin  for  its  final  balance,  and  in  which 
it    was  not   possible  to  fix  as  approxi* 
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mately  aa  usual  tbe  actual  yield  of  tbe 
new  sources  of  iucome,  tbe  Member  for 
8t.  George's  rneritLnl  the  gratilude  rather 
ihati  the  jfeoru  of  the  right  hoii. 
Gentleman  for  reeonnneudiug  caution, 
Auiougst  those  with  whom  he  was 
aecustouied  to  associate  iu  tbe  City  or  au 
the  Oppositiou  side  of  tbe  House  he  bad 
not  diaeUBsed  auj  desire  to  examine  tbe 
Budget  propofe^fth  in  a  captiouH  spirit. 
They  recognised  the  difficulties  iiuder 
which  those  proposals  had  been  framed, 
and,  if  the  Chaucellor  of  tbe  Exchequer 
woidd  hut  meet  the  criticisms  of  tl»e 
Opposition  iu  a  fair  spirit — ^iu  a  spirit 
quite  the  opposite  of  that  which  be  had 
adopted  that  evening — the  right  bon. 
Geutlemau'ii  Hnancial  uebieyemeuts,  un- 
like I  he  legislative  proposals  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ciovernraent,  migbt  redound  to  bis 
credit. 

Mk.WOOTTON  ISAACSON(Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney)  said,  that  everybody 
who  had  followed  tbe  course  of  events 
during  the  last  three  years  mtist  have 
come  to  tbe  conclusion  that  tbe  late  Go* 
vernment  had  left  the  finances  of  the 
country  iu  an  admirable  condition  to 
enalile  the  present  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  make  a  financial  statenieut 
which  had  been  generally  received  with 
favour.  He  (Mr.  Isaacson)  had  very 
carefully  examined  every  detail  of  the 
Budget,  and  when  they  considered  the 
enormous  losses  the  country  bad  sus- 
tained^ not  only  througli  default  id  Trui^t 
Companies,  but  iu  every  branch  of  trade, 
and  when  they  saw  tbe  iminber  of 
countries  which  bad  defaulted  in  their 
interej^t  on  their  honds — namely, Portugal 
and  Uruguay,  France  also  having  re- 
duced her  rate  of  interest,  making  tbe 
poor  pijorcr — tbey  could  not  but  feel  that 
this  country  had  been  passing  througli  an 
linprecedeured  crisis,  and  the  storm  had 
been  weathered  in  a  wonderful  manner. 
Ha  had  fully  expected  a  larger  deficit 
thjin  that  which  tbe  Chancel  lor  of  tbe 
Kxclieqner  bad  anDounced.  Takiug 
everything  into  consideration,  in  his  opi- 
nion the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  acted,  under  the  circumstances,  not 
unwisely  in  regard  to  the  Sinking  Fuud. 
If  the  right  hon*  Gentleman  had  not  done 
80,  he  would  have  had  to  create  an  addi- 
tional tax  of  M^ine  kind  to  meet  the  de- 
ficit, and  it  must  be  admitted  that  it  was 
an  extremely  lucky  thing  that  there  was 
she  first  instalment  of  dividend  from  tbe 
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SuejE  Canal  shares  to  avail  of.  Ue^ 
wished  that  tbe  brewers,  and  the  brew  ere 
only,  could  be  made,  by  some  means,  to 
pay  the  extra  ta-x  on  beer.  The 
brewers  bad,  year  after  year,  bceo 
making  enormous  profits  without  re-  J 
ducing  tbe  price  of  tbe  poor  man^s  beer.  V 
At  the  present  rnnmeiit  barley  was  at  the 
ridicufouft  price  of  2Hs.,  a  price  never  ^ 
known  before,  and  if  they  took  the  price  ■ 
of  the  other  materials  used  iu  the  brewing  ^ 
trade,  they  would  find  a  difference  of  some* 
thing  like  40  per  cent,  since  1884.  Tbej 
all  knew  that  whatever  tax  was  imposetl 
on  food  in  this  country  fell  on  tbe  con- 
sumer. In  the  case  of  beer  the  brewer 
increased  the  price  to  the  publlcfl-D,  and^ 
as  a  matter  of  course,  the  publican  in- 
creased the  price  to  tbe  consumer,  or 
reduced  the  (juality  of  the  heer.  He  wa» 
sorry  that  the  extra  tax  could  not  be  im- ' 
posed  upon  tbe  brewer,  and  the  brewer 
only.  As  to  the  matter  of  spirit?,  be 
represented  a  very  poor  constituency, 
where  probably  the  jieople  had  not  as 
many  of  the  hixuries  of  life  as  were  pos- 
sessed by  many  constituencies  iu  other 
parts  of  Loudon  ;  and  he  could  not  blame 
them,  when  he  look  into  consideratioo 
the  miserable  food  tbey  had  to  eat,  and 
the  terrible  state  of  trade  during  the  last 
few  years,  if  they  ttjok  a  glass  of  T>eer  or 
spirits,  wliich  might  constitute  tbe  only 
comfort  they  bad  iu  life.  He  could  quite 
understand  the  hou.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Carlisle  (Sir  W.  Lawsou)  preachiog 
the  doctrine  of  temperance.  That  was  » 
very  excellent  doctrine,  and  one  which 
they  would  all  like  to  see  carried  out,  hut 
tbe  bon.  Baronet  forgot  that  he  never 
proposed  anythiug  by  which  people  could 
get  their  tea  or  coifceat  a  more  moderate 
rate.  It  was  a  well*knowii  fact  that  at 
almost  any  railway  station  one  could  get 
an  excellent  glass  of  beer  for  2d.,  and  a 
very  had  cnp  of  tea  and  coffee  for  4d- 
As  to  tbe  lucome  Tax,  inasmuch 
nearly  every  body  *s  income  had  been  very 
much  reduced  of  late  years,  the  increase 
woald  be  much  felt,  but  he  thought  tbe 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  taken 
a  very  wise  course  in  exempting  so  many 
more  poor  people  from  the  tax,  and  he 
ebonld  certainly  support  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  as  much  iu  that  portion  of 
his  proposals  as  in  any  othcr^  He  could 
not  help  feeling  that  a  man  M'ho  wa# 
80  fortunate  us  to  he  left  £100,(X)0  by 
anybody   who  died    must  count  biniself 
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fortituate  if  he  got  that  amaurit  less 
6  or  8  per  ceut,  A  legatee  had 
nothiDg  to  complain  of  in  havitig  the  tax 
4 led uc ted  before  he  received  the  legacy. 
As  to  land,  the  agrieulttinil  outlook  wan 
mojit  gloomy,  and  he  thonght  that  any 
Budget  hy  which  the  aj^Tieulttire  of  t\i\^ 
country  woald  he  injiirion^Iy  Hfleeted 
ought  never  to  be  allowed  to  pass.  With 
rogurxl  to  the  mode  of  taxing  foreign 
securities,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  said  he  felt  it  a  very 
difHcutt  matter  to  tax  anyone  residing 
iti  a  foreign  country  hut  holding  a  vast 
amount  of  seeurities  in  this  country.  The 
French  had  a  very  excellent  plan  hy 
which  they  overcame  this  difficulty. 
Every  coupon  held  hy  an  alisontce  from 
that  country  was  taxed  at  a  totally 
different  rate  from  the  coupouji  held  hy 
rcftiiers  living  in  France,  On  the  whole, 
in  view  of  the  position  oi'  this  country 
and  of  the  state  of  trade,  be  thought  the 
Budget  was  a  fair  Budget,  and  one 
which  ouglit  to  receive  the  support  of 
the  House. 

•Sir  J.  LENG  (Dundee)  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken  was  to 
be  coogratnlated  on  the  fairness  of  his 
remarks,  and  he  was  glad  to  ohserve  the 
tone  that  prevailed  generally  on  the 
Opposition  siile  of  the  House.  As  to  the 
Whisky  and  Beer  Duties,  !ie  would  make 
only  one  remark.  It  should  he  kept  in 
view  that  that  class  of  taxation  was 
voluntary,  and  that  no  one  uee^l  con- 
tribute a  penny  to  it  unless  he  were  so 
inclined.  It  had  been  said  that  the  land 
was  to  be  made  to  sufter  greatly  at  an 
inopportune  time.  The  landlords,  how- 
ever, had  it  very  much  in  their  power  to 
improve  their  own  position.  Fie  heard 
only  that  evening  that  a  considerable 
landlord  in  Scotland  who  had  a  small 
farm  to  let  had  a  numher  of  couipetitors 
for  it  at  a  larger  rent  than  be  had 
receive*!  from  the  previous  tenant.  He 
(Sir  J.  Leng)  bad  been  rather  amused  to 
hear  the  depression  in  agriculture  in  the 
South  of  England  represented  as  being 
no  great  that  a  number  of  landlords  would 
be  glad  to  be  rid  of  their  properties,  and 
thai  he  might  go  round  the  South  of 
England,  take  over  a  large  number  of 
farms  that  were  going  begging,  and 
ret'irn  a  very  considerable  landed  pro- 
prietor. He  really  could  not  think  that 
agriculture  was  depressed  to  that  extent. 
If    it   were    so,    he   thought    he   might 
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organise  a  movement  on  the,  part  of 
tenaut  farmers  in  Scotland  for  their 
migration  southwards.  He  lielieved  that 
such  farmers  would  be  able  to 
make  a  profit  out  of  hind  in 
the  South  even  in  these  bad  times.  The 
Budget  had  been  received  in  Scothind 
witii  the  greatest  favour.  The  Scottish 
people  thought  it  was  fair  to  redress 
those  palpable  inequalities  of  taxation 
which  had  hitherto  existed  between  real 
property  and  personalty.  Although  com- 
paratively little  was  done  so  far  to 
graduate  the  Income  Tax,  what  was 
proposed  to  be  done  was  regnnled  as 
being  in  the  right  direction.  Tbegnulua- 
tion  of  the  Estate  Duty  would  go  very 
far  to  satisfy  the  public  generally  as 
being  in  the  direction  of  justice  and 
equality.  It  was  to  be  kejU  in  view  that 
the  increase  in  taxation  this  year  was 
very  much  consequent  upon  the  provision 
that  was  necessary  to  be  made  for  putting 
the  Navy  in  a  proper  position.  There 
was,  on  the  opposite  side  of  ibc  House, 
a  strong  demand  for  the  increase  of  the 
Kavy.  He  eonsidered  that  it  was  to  a 
great  extent  net-essary  that  something 
should  be  done,  but,  at  the  ?iamo  time,  he 
apprehended  that  ibe  more  we  did  in 
that  direction  the  more  we  should  pro- 
voke the  great  Powers  on  the  Continent 
to  follow^  our  example.  It  would  be  far 
wnser,  he  thought,  for  our  statesmen  to  take 
the  initiative  in  endeavouring  by  diplo- 
macy to  establish  friendly  relations  with 
other  Powers,  with  a  viewMo  a  reduction 
rather  than  an  increase  of  all  these  arma- 
ments. When  the  Xaval  Defence  Act 
wiis  adopted  the  supposition  was— — - 

The  chairman  :  I  think  (bat  this 
cannot  be  discussed  now. 

•Sir  J.  LENU  said,  ho  would  not 
pursue  that  line  of  remark.  He  would 
simply  say,  in  conclusion,  that  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Budget,  and  particidarly 
those  for  consideration  that  evening,  bad 
the  approval  of  the  people  of  Scotland 
generally,  and  that  even  the  slight  in- 
crease in  the  Whisky  Duty  was  not  re- 
garded with  that  dread  and  horror  which 
some  people  thought  must  necessarily 
be  felt  in  a  whisky-drinking  country* 
It  was  believed  that  l>oth  the  distillers 
and  the  pubiicane  would  survive  the 
slight  mldition  to  the  duty.  It  was 
known  that  their  profits  iu  recent  years 
had  been  enormous,  antl,  on  the  other 
hand,  many  were  of  opinion   that  Scot* 
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larul  wmfid  mwiiitiiiu  ber  positiou  even  if 
llie  pmdiH'tioTi  of  wliii^ky  (iulI,  more 
piiriii'iilartj,  tlte  ilritiking  of  it|  were 
dirniiilfc^hed. 

Sim  J.  LUBBOCK  (Loudon  Utu- 
versfty)  rof^e  to  move  im  AiueiidineLit  of 
whit'li  he  luid  given  notice. 

Mk.  JACKSU^'  (Leeds,  N,)  asked,  on 
a  poiut  of  Order,  whctlier  the  moving  of 
file  Aiiieiidmeut  would  not  stop  tlie  dis- 
cussion on  the  ^^eneral  qiioption? 

The  chairman  :  I  think  that 
w^onhl  be  ho.  If  the  right  hon.  GeiitJe- 
mail  hkes  to  f^ive  way  ho  can  do  so. 

♦Sir  J,  LUBBOCK  intimated  that  he 
would  be  happy  to  give  way,  and  move 
bis  Amendment  later. 

Mr,  JACKSON  said,  he  must  ask  to 
be  allowed  to  make  a  few  observtitions 
in  eoBfiequeneo  of  the  remarks  that  had 
been  made  l^y  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chefjuer.  Tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  Imd 
insinuated,  even  if  he  bad  not  practically 
fitftted,  that  birt  right  boii.  Frieiul  (Mr. 
GoHchen),  with  whom  he  had  had  the 
honour  and  privilege  of  serving  at  the 
Treasury,  desired  to  curtail  the  amount 
of  the  inveBfments  in  the  Savings  Banks. 
No  one  who  knew  bitii  right  hon.  Friend 
w^onld  for  a  moment  think  there  was  the 
slightest  foundation  or  justification  for 
such  an  imputation.^  It  might  not,  how- 
ever, be  generally  knowii  that  bis  right 
Lou,  Friend  held  a  very  Btrong  view,  and 
be  thought  wisely  and  rightly  held  that 
view,  limt  there  was  or  might  ]>v  a 
very  grave  and  serious  dauger  to  the 
country  in  having  i' 1 30,(KK>,0[>0  wliieh 
might  be  withdrawn  at  a  time  of  the 
greatest  difficulty.  This  was  no  new 
view  on  tbe  part  of  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
When  his  riglit  hon.  Friend  wa,s  at  the 
Treasury  he  had  under  his  consideration 
over  and  over  again  the  i|Ucstion  of 
devising  means  for  Inducing  the  investors 
in  Post  Office  Savings  Banks  to  lake 
advantage  more  largely  of  the  oppor- 
tunity of  investing  their  money  in 
Consols.  Under  the  arrangement  made 
with  tbe  Bauk  of  England  bis  right  hon. 
Friend  took  the  opportunity  as  far  as  he 
could  of  encouraging  investments  in 
Consols  l>y  means  of  a  system  which  was 
nulnnmtie,  besides  being  cheap  and  ex- 
peditious, Tbe  adoption  of  that  system 
bad  resuUe<l  in  a  very  hirge  use  being 
made  of  the  opp(»rl unity  of  investing  iti 
Consols,  lie  diil  not  fbink  tbe  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  for  a  moment 
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question  the  soundness  of  the  argu- 
ment that  it  was  not  desirable, 
if  it  could  lie  avoided,  to  have  so 
large  an  amount  of  money  eubject 
to  withdrawal  at  a  moment's  notice. 
Besides,  there  was  this  important  point  to 
be  borne  in  mind,  a  point  worthy  of 
serious  considoratiojh  They  had  recently 
made  i\  change  in  the  law  connected  with 
ifie  Post  Office  Savings  Bank  ;  they  bad 
enkrged  the  limit  that  any  individual 
could  invest  during  a  year.  There  bad 
been  going  on  at  tbe  same  time  a 
tendency^  under  an  Act  passed  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  for  the  protection  of 
leavings  in  Trustee  Savings  Banks,  to 
close  a  number  of  those  Trustee  Savinga 
Banks  and  transfer  the  accounts  to  Post 
Office  Savings  Banks.  Therefore  they  had 
these  two  movements  going  on  at  the 
same  time,  and  bad  to  loi>k  forward,  not 
to  tbe  amount  of  money  they  had  to-day, 
not  to  the  rate  of  investment  that  bad 
been  going  on  for  the  last  10  years,  but 
they  might  reasonably  look  forward  to 
still  larger  investments  made  in  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Banks.  In  view  of  those 
important  facts,  it  was  a  matter  of  grave 
consideration  and  of  obligation  on  tbo 
Chancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer  to  try  to 
protect  the  country  from  so  grave  a 
danger.  If  tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  devise  means  by  which  be  could  in- 
duce people  to  make  larger  investments 
iu  Consols  without  in  any  way  dimioisb* 
ing  the  inducement  to  put  tbeir  savings 
in  the  Post  Office  be  won  Id  not  only  pro- 
tect the  country,  but  encourage  the 
people  to  save.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
nnm  tbo  Chancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer 
had  something  to  say  about  tbe  Death 
Duties,  and  there  was  only  one  point  that 
he  (Mr.  Jackson)  desired  to  mention  in 
connection  with  tlie  Death  Duties.  They 
had  heard  much  of  the  change  which  was 
proposed  in  the  law,  to  charge  io  future 
upon  the  principal  value,  as  the  Chan- 
cellor of  tbo  Exchequer  called  it,  as 
against  tbe  capitalising  of  the  income, 
Bui  they  bad  this  change  in  the  future  ; 
these  duties  were  to  be  graduated,  and 
according  to  tbe  total  amount  would  be 
determined  the  scale  of  payment.  He 
thought  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  admit  that  the  higher  the 
rate  the  larger  the  temptation  to  evasion, 
and  tbo  greater  the  temptation  for  a  uiau, 
say,  having  £10,000  a  year  to  invest  the 
larger  portion  of  it  in  the  names  and  for 
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He   benefit   of   hid   ehildreD    beforo    Eii» 
itb.     lie    tboiigbt   it    was    not  at  nil 
iinlikely    thiit,    liisteiul  of    leaving     bis 
irife     £3,000    a    year     for     boiinekeep- 
'ing    j)urposes»  that     be     might     invest 
the    money    for  ber  iti  h\&   lifetime,  anil 
trtLst    ber  to   ttike  good   eare  of  it.     He 
t bought  tbojie  were  real  possibilities,  and 
^t  was  [K>s*sibie  it   won  Id  be  fonnd    that 
liese  Death  Duties,  high   as  they    were, 
'wonid    hardly   prodiU'e    the  aiiiontit  the 
right  hon,  Crentloman  ariticipated.        He 

I^oped    that   the   ehange  from  an  mud  in- 
qotne  to  priiiciprd   vabie  would   be  made 
perfectly    clear  ;  that  an    estate   of   the 
value  of  £300,000,   hut  with  mortgages 
Upon    it    up     to    £200,000,     would    be 
ebarged    as*  an  estate  representing    tbe 
value  of  £1(K>,000. 
^      Si  a   VV.  HARCOURT  :  Hear,  bear  I 
■     Mit.  JACKSON   ^vm  glad  the  Chau- 
^■cellor  of    the  Exchequer   bad  a  wonl  to 
^B«ay  about   a  eritici^m  made  by  bis  right 
^^hon.  Friend  about   im[)ositig  new    taxes 
for  tbe  purpose  of  einibling  tire  remission 
of  taates.     The   Chancellor   of    the    Ex- 
chequer   was    rather   hard   on    bis  right 
boil,  Friettd,  and  poiuted   to  the  faet  that 
^^  this  bad   lM3en  done   on  former  occa.sions, 
^Kaud  iti  conuectioa  with  the  great  Budget 
^"  of  tbe  right  hon»  Gentleoaan  the  Member 
for   Midlothiaw,    that    there    had    been 
tuxes  imposed   in  order  to  remove  other 
taxes  bearing  on  the  people.       ^o  doubt 
^■tb&twas  true,  but  he  doubted  very  much 
^Bwbetber   the    Chancellor  of  tbe  Exche» 
^^  quer      eould      find      an      instatiee     iu 
the     history      of    tbe     country     where, 
for      the       purposes     of     reducing       or 
granting    exemptions    with   regard  to    a 
partieuhir    tax,   this  particular    tax   was 
^^  raised  on   the   whole  nation*     Or  to  put 
^■it.  in  another   form,  he  thought  the  right 
^H  hon.  Gentleman  would  tind  it  difficult  to 
^B  bring   forward  any   example  or  any  pre- 
^"  cedent  for  a  Chaneellorof  tbe  Exchequer 
raising    the     Iiieorae     Tax     by    hi.   in 
^m  order    to  carry   certain  exemptions  con- 
^H  nected   with   it.        He  did  not  think  any 
^B  instance  of  that  could  be  found.     It  was 
^f  obvious  it  might  be  of  great  advantage  to 
^^  put  on  an   additional   Id,  to  the  Income 
I        Tax  to  sweep    away   a  numl>er  of  taxes 
^H  the   cost  of   cotlecting   which   might  be 
^m  birge,    and    of  which   the  incidence  was 
^H  borne  dilFereutly^  but  he  did  not  think  the 
^B  right    hon.    Gentleman    would    find    an 
example       analagous       to      his      own 
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let      him       say       a       wora       witu     re- 
gard     to      these      exempt  ious.        The 
plan  adopted  by  tbe  right  hon.  Gentle- 
niJin  was  to  raise  the   Income  Tax   from 
7d,  to  8d.,in  order  to  enable  him  to  make 
certain  exemptions.      If  it  were  possible 
to  simplify  tiie  process  by  whicli   those 
who  were  entitled  to  abatements  should 
Ite  aide    to  get  them,  he   thought   great 
satit^faction    would    l»e   giveu   to  a   large 
aunxhcr  of  j>erj^ons  who  knew  little  of  the 
methods  of   procedure    followed   by    tbe 
Inland  Reveune.      He  congratulated   tbe 
right  hon.  Gentlenuiu  on   the   ingenuity 
displayed     in    imposing     an    additional 
petmy  on  tlie  Income  Tax    iu  order  to 
allow  five-cightbs  of  a  penny  to  he  taken 
back.     He  thought  that  when  tbe  taxes 
were  paid  it  wotdd  not  be  fomul  that  the 
abatements  were  so  large  as   tbe    right 
lion.  Gentleman  anltcipate*!,      Tbe  right 
hon.   Gentleman   took  credit   for  having 
giveu   a  boon,  as   he  called   it,  to  those 
who  paid  under  Schedule  A.     Ko  doubt 
it  was  a  boon,  hut  he  thought  the  right 
hon,    Geutlenmu    did    not   wish    that  it 
should  be  thought  that  the  Income  Tax 
payer  under  Scbedule  A,as  regarded  laud, 
was   going  to    pay  less  Muder  tbe   new 
system  than  he  paid  under  the  old,  be- 
cause, so  far  as  he  was  able  to  estimate 
it,  it  might  be  stated  thus  :     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  put  on  an  additional  Id. 
i%ud  he  allowed  10  per  cent,  to  Ije  taken 
from  the  gross  value.       Take  a  property 
of  £  1 ,200  a  year  ;  the  Income  Tax  which 
the  owner  woidd  be  called   upon   to  pay 
would  represent  at  8d.  £40  a  year.     The 
right  hon.   Gentleman  proposed  to  allow 
him  to  deduct  10  per  cent.,  which  wotdd 
bring  it  to  £3i\  whereas  if  he  paid  on  the 
gross  sum  at  7d.  he  would  only  pay  £35 
a  year,  tberefore  the  great  boon  amounted 
to  an  additional  payment  of  £1  a  year. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  The  right 
hoiL  Gentleman  has  omitted  one  class 
upou  whom  this  remission  will  have  a 
birge  eltect,  and  that  is  the  small  house- 
holder   whose    income  is  under   £.500  a 


year, 


and  who  exists  to  an  immense  ex- 


tent. I  received  a  letter  the  other  day 
from  one  of  these  householders,  in  which 
tbe  writer  said — 

"  Tli€  news  i»  too  gout  to  be  true.  I  have  in- 
vcsIcmI  my  money  la  lumsc  property,  and  it  co«t» 
me  about  S  i^er  cent,  in  rejiaira,  I  am  told  I  am 
going  to  have  an  allowance  of  Pi  per  cent,,  aod 
the  news  la  too  good  to  be  true.*' 

I  wrote  hack  to  say — 

3  B  2 


1171  fVa^s  and  Mcatts,—       {C0MM0^^8} 


CofumiUee, 


**  The  news  is  better  than  yoa  tbelieve  ;  you 
will  gt!t  16J  }>or  cent.'* 

Mr,  JACKSON  said,  he  ttmst  con- 
fess he  was  limiting  his  observations  to  the 
abatements  to  be  allowed  to  those  who  paid 
under  Schedule  A  on  land.  It  was  true 
as  regarded  liouees,  an<i  here  he  might 
say  that  be  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  itrninge  his  phin  so  that, 
where  land  and  lir>u.^es  formed  part  of  ihe 
estate,  th^re  should  be  no  difficulty  in 
arriving  at  the  value  of  the  one  iind  the 
other,  because  lie  eould  foresee  some 
difficulty  where  a  man  had  taken  a  house, 
say,  with  100  acreii  of  faiid,  the  rent  of 
which  was  fixed  for  the  w bote  of  it,  there 
being  no  separate  tenancy  as  regarded 
the  land  and  the  house.  Unless  Bome 
arrangement  were  made  for  the  appor- 
tionment of  the  rental  of  the  house  and 
upon  the  laud  separately,  he  did  not  quite 
see  how  the  separation  would  be  made. 

*»SiR  W.  HAHCOniT  :  I  can  tell 
the  right  bon.  Genllenian  at  once  what 
will  be  done.  In  a  great  number  of  cases 
the  allowance  is  10  per  cent,  for  land 
with  bouses,  but  on  land  without  bouses 
it  is  ,5'  per  cent.,  and  I  should  be  ex- 
tremely glad  to  make  it  5  per  cent,  on 
land  and  10  per  eent.  on  laud  with 
houses. 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  seemed  to  be  iu  an 
extremely  conciliatory  tnood,  ami  was 
prepared  to  take  anything  from  that 
side  of  the  House  that  would  give  him  a 
little  more  money.  With  regard  to  the 
allowances  on  bouses,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman proposed  to  allow  one-sixth.  No 
doubt  that  was  a  considerable  advantage 
as  compared  with  the  position  in  which 
these  people  had  been  placed  hitherto  ; 
but  he  noticed  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  contemplate  any  advaotage 
goiug  to  the  person  who  paid  the  rent, 
but  all  going  into  the  pocket  of  the 
owner.  Even  in  the  case  of  the  very 
large  abatement  of  16  per  cent.,  the 
additional  penny  which  was  previously  to 
be  imposed  would  absorb  from  11  to  12 
per  cent,  of  it.  He  must  say  a  wortl 
with  regard  to  the  action  of  the  Clran- 
cellor  of  the  Exehequer  with  reference 
to  spirit*.  He  thought  that  anyone  who 
knew  anything  about  trade  would  agree 
in  this,  that  there  was  nothing  so  injurious 
to  trade  as  uncertainty  as  to  what  was 
going  to  happen.  He  admitted  that,  \n 
4>U6»eDBe,  the  ChaDcellorof  the  Exchequer 
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bad  removed  that  uncertainty,  but  l»e  did 
not  think  that  having  removed  the  uncer- 
tainty he  had  placed  himself  or  his  Btidget 
iu  any  better  position.  lie  said  he 
thought  the  right  hoii.  Gentleman  had 
to  some  extent  removed  that  uncertainty^ 
because  he  thought  the  country  would 
understand  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man bad  yielded  to  the  pressure  and  had 
announced  his  decision  that  the  (>d.  addi- 
tional duty  be  was  going  to  put  on  spirits 
was  to  cease  on  the  *ilst  of  March,  But 
the  country  would  understaml  not  only 
that  it  was  to  cease  on  the  31st  uf  March, 
but  that  the  right  bon.  (Gentleman,  if  in 
his  present  position  next  year,  would  not 
re  impose  it. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT;  Certainly 
not. 

Mti.  JACKSON  thought  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  a  very 
important  atlmission.  Those  who  looked 
upon  the  tax  as  for  one  year  only  would 
now  understand  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  if  he  were  in  bis  present 
position  next  year,  meant  to  re  impose  the 
tax. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  No,  no. 

Mr.  jack  son  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  not  have  it  both  ways, 

Siu  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  beg  pardon. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says,  first  of 
all,  that  I  will  not  reimpose  the  tax,  and 
then  that  I  will.  On  the  contrary,  I 
have  said  that  1  will  keep  the  question 
entirely  open, 

Mu,  JACKSON  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would,  at  all  events,  allow 
him  to  differ  in  opinion  with  him.  Hs 
would  put  it  in  this  alternative  way. 
Take  a  man  engaged  in  this  business  ;  he 
had,  at  all  events,  the  chance  that  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  would  uot  reimpose 
the  tax  next  year,  and,  therefore,  the 
whole  inducetuent  to  a  man  iu  the  trade 
was  that  he  should  take  as  little  spirits 
out  of  bond  during  the  current  year  as 
possible. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  ;  What  do  you 
say  to  tea  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  he  remembered 
that  when  at  the  Treasury  they  had  a 
great  run  on  tea  before  the  Budget.  But 
the  Tea  Duty  did  uot  expire  with  the 
financial  year.  Now  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  announcetl  that  the  Spirit 
Duty  was  to  lapse  on  the  31st  of  March 
— not  on  the  Budget  day,  but  before  it — 
no   one   would    make    large    clearances 
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before  the  ciul  of  the  fiDitucial  jejir,  Ijut 
would  defer  a&  far  aud  us  much  ns  they 
possibly  could  taking  out  their  delivery 
until  after  the  31st  of  March. 

Sm  W.  HARCOURT:  The  righi 
bou.  Geiitlemau  t^ecms  to  forget  that  all 
this  ou  which  he  wastes  his  indignation 
applies  equally  to  the  Tea  Duty,  which 
C56fi6es  ou  the  3l8t  of  March, 

Mr.  COURT>s'EY  (Coruwall,  Bod- 
min) :  No  ;  on  ihe  3Lst  of  August. 

Mr,  JACKSON  thought  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  would  see  that  he  was 
perfectly  justified  iti  the  view  he  was 
taking  ;  that  ti»e  very  illustration  of  tea 
which  the  right  hoii.  Gentleman  himself 
put  forward  w^as  protected  hy  carrying 
on  the  duty  proposals  to  avoid  the 
difficulty  of  the  lapse  of  duty,  and  yet 
here  they  had  the  fact  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  iu  deference  to  pressure 
that  had  been  put  upon  him^ — [_Cries  of 
**  Oh  !  *'] — he  did  not  my  it  in  any  offen- 
sive %vay,  he  hoped,  hut  he  meant  the 
right  hon,  Gentleuian  had  found  himself 
justified  iu  yielding  to  the  representations 
made  to  him,  and  had  publielv  pledged 
himself  til  at  ihii^  duty  was  to  cease  oo 
the  3l8t  of  March. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  No,  1  have 
not, 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  that  in  answer 
to  a  question  from  that  Bench  to-day  the 
right  hon.  Gentk'mau  said  it  was  to  cease 
at  the  end  of  th»j:  financial  year, 

8m  W.  HARCOURT  :  No,  no. 

Mb,  JACKSON  said^  that  was  what 
the  right  hon.  (jcntleman  said  in  answer 
to  a  question.  But  it  was  of  interest  to 
every  Member  in  the  House  that  tlie 
Ke venue  of  the  comitry  nhould  not  he 
placed  in  this  unfortunate  po.sitiott,  and^ 
therefore,  if  he  had  succeeded  in  clearing 
up  wimt  wi^is  doubtful,  he  bad  gaiuetl 
some  advantage, 

Sir  W,  HARCOURT  :  I  am  mnch 
obliged  to  the  right  hotu  Geutlemau  for 
raising  this  point.  All  1  am  pledged  to 
10  this — iKit  at  the  present  time,  and 
during  the  J  mi  u  try  into  the  incidence  of 
this  tax,  to  make  this  a  permanent  tax, 
I  am  not  pleilged  ia  any  way  to  make 
the  Spirit  Duty  end  on  auy  particular 
day.  I  shall  adopt  whatever  course  may 
be  most  convenient  and  safe  for  the 
Revenue, 

Mr.  JACKSON  was  sure  they  were 
very  much  obliged  to  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  for  hh  explauaiion,  because 
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he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  see  that  if  he  had  stated  the  case 
as  strongly  as  it  waf*  i^upposed  to  be — 
namely,  that  the  6d,  additional  duty  waB 
not  to  extend  l>cvond  the  present  finan- 
cial year,  that  it  must  have  ceased  and 
ended  on  the  ^]8i  of  March,  and  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
see,  in  view  of  the  Bndget  not  being  in- 
troduced before  the  31st  of  March,  that 
would  be  an  impossible  date  unless  tlie 
Revenue  of  the  country  was  to  suflfer  a 
large  diminution.  In  connecfion  with 
that,  he  was  sure  the  right  boa.  Gentle- 
man would  look  carefully  to  the  terms  of 
his  Resohitiou  with  regard  to  the  Spirit 
Duty,  and  see  what  time  it  had  been  takeu 
up  to,  or,  at  all  events,  would  see  it  was 
made  clear  in  his  Bill  that  he  was  not 
going  to  tie  his  owu  hands  without 
knowing  it. 

Sin  W,  HARCOURT  :  The  Resobi- 
tJou  has  no  date.  I  sliall  carefully  con- 
sider iu  the  Bill  what  is  the  proper  date, 
but  the  Resolution  covers  a  fierpetual 
date. 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  that  if  tlie  Re- 
solution was  so  drawn,  and  the  Bill 
followed  the  Resolution,  ftud  if  there 
were  uo  pledges  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  felt  himself  nnder—if  he  had 
given  no  ansv%x*rs  to  questions  which 
placed  him  m  any  difficulty — then,  of 
course,  the  objcL'tion  with  regard  to  this 
to  some  extent  fell  to  the  ground.  He 
ventured  to  say  that  even  the  anuouuce- 
ment  that  the  right  hon.  Gentlemau*s 
mind  was  an  o|>cn  one  on  the  question, 
in  view  of  the  fact  tluir  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  bad  already  neross  the  floor 
of  this  House  stated,  in  answer  to  ques* 
tious  put  by  Irish  Members,  that  the  tax 
was  only  to  be  for  a  year,  he  thought 
I  hat  would  he  iuterjircted  by  everyone 
in  the  trade  that,  at  all  events,  they  hnd 
a  chance  that  the  6d,  would  not  be 
imposed  next  year,  and  therefore  would 
delay,  as  n.uch  as  possible,  the  clearance 
of  spirits  during  the  curreut  year.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the  6d. 
as  being  a  comparatively  small  amount, 
l*ut  when  they  considered  that  an  addi- 
tional 6d.  was  a  charge  upon  an  article 
that  did  not  represent  in  value  more 
than  something  like  2s.  6d.  or 
3s.  per  gallon  to  the  manufactarer 
of  the  article,  if  the  right  hoiu 
Gentleman  was  going  to  take  it  ont  of 
the   pockets    of    the    mauufacturer    be 
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would  be  taking  away  something  like. 
20  per  cent,  in  the  value  of  the  article. 
That  was  a  considerable  sum,  and  he  did 
not  think  it  was  likely  to  come  entirely 
out  of  the  pocket  of  the  manufacturer,  but 
would  be  borne  by  the  consumer  of  the 
article.  He  repeated,  he  was  glad  to  hear 
what  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
.  had  now  said,  because  his  speech  and  his 
careless  dealing  with  the  important  ques-. 
tion  of  the  Revenue  of  this  country  had 
left  the  impression  upon  his  mind  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  intend 
to  occupy  his  present  position  next  year. 

SirW.  HA.RCOUKT:  I  most  sin- 
cerely hope  not. 

Mr.  JACKSON  was  sure  that  so  far 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  personally 
was  concerned  they  should  be  glad  to 
see  him  occupying  that  position,  but 
politically  it  was  quite  another  question. 
He  was  glad  if  he  had  tended  in  any  way 
to  make  clear  what  was  in  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer's  mind,  and  which  he 
thought  was  not  clear  to  the  House 
before. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  observed  that  it  was 
desirable  that  the  point  which  had  been 
raised  should  be  cleared  up.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  when  asked  whether  the 
additional  tax  on  spirits  was  to  be  im- 
posed only  to  the  end  of  the  financial 
year,  said — 

*'  I  have  alreaily  aiiHwerctl  a  question  in  the 
House  to  that  effect." 

There  was  an  imprci<sion  in  the  House 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  dis- 
tinctly stated  that  the  tax  was  to  be 
imposed  to  the  end  of  the  year.  If  that 
was  not  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer's purpose  he  could  only  imagine 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  since 
changed  his  mind.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would,  no  doubt,  feel  it  to 
be  his  duty  to  remove  any  misapprehen- 
sion that  might  exist  on  the  question, 
and  the  Committee  ought  to  know  now 
whether  the  duty  was  to  be  imposed  only 
up  to  the  31st  of  March  or  up  to  the 
end  of  the  financial  year. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway)  said,  he 
always  understood  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  speak  exactly  in  the  sense 
in  which  he  had  spoken  that  night.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  pledged 
himself  to  take  off  this  6d.  or  not  to  put 
on  two  or  three  sixpences  next  year.  It 
was  at  all  events  clear,  from  the  reply 

Mr.  Jackson 


of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  tp 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chi^f 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  that  that  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  Chancellor  of  theExchequar. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  mind  was 
left  perfectly  open  on  the  question.  As  to 
whether  the  date  should  be  the  31st  of 
March,  the  31st  of  May,  or  the  30th  of 
April,  was  a  detail  which  he  did  not 
suppose  anybody  would  bind  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to.  He  must 
say  that  this  continual  habit  of  mounting 
up  the  duty  on  Ireland  sixpence  by  six- 
pence was  l)ecoming  fearful.  He  did 
not  know  whether  he  would  not  sooner 
have  5s.  put  on  at  once  instead  of  this 
continual  increase  of  it  by  sixpences. 
No  licensed  victualler  knew  how  much 
be  was  to  charge  a  glass,  and  no  one 
knew  whether  to  give  up  whisky  and 
take  to  some  other  form  of  alcoholic 
refreshment.  He  knew  of  no  other 
article  which  was  taxed  so  mnch  as 
whisky.  ["  Tobacco  !  "]  Yes,  it  was 
a  dreadful  thing  taxing  tobacco  so  much. 
He  got  no  consolation  from  the  fact  that 
beer  was  taxed  6d.  a  barrel,  because  the 
Irish  equivalent  to  beer  was  porter,  which 
would  also  be  taxed  to  a  like  extent. 
He  thought  this  was  a  flaw  in  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer's  Budget.  They 
might  all  be  unanimous  as  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  proposals  if  he  would 
drop  this  little  addition  to  the  whisky 
and  porter.  They  knew  the  object  of 
this  tax.  Ho  would  merely  say  that  it 
was  to  get  five  ironclad  ships.  That  was 
a  laudable  object,  but  he  thought  it  was 
rather  hard  on  the  Irish  taxpayer  who, 
perhaps,  got  the  least  value  ont  of  the 
ships  that  he  should  have  to  pay  the 
principal.  The  amount  was  very  con- 
siderable. If  it  fell  on  the  consumer 
£100,000  a  year  additional  duty  would 
he  extracted  from  Ireland,  but  if  it  fell 
on  the  producer — a  good  deal  of  whisky 
l>eing  exported  from  Ireland — it  would 
amount  to  £200,000.  To  extract  such  ft 
large  amount  cjich  year  from  a  poor 
country  like  Ireland  would  seriously 
affect  the  general  prosperity  of  that 
country.  Taking  whisky  and  porter 
together,  this  increased  tax  would  repre- 
sent an  additional  taxation  on  Ireland  of 
between  £175,000  and  £250,000.  He 
objected  to  this  very  strongly.  It  would 
be  different  if  the  country  was  to  have  ft 
share  in  the  expenditure  of  the  money 
so    raised,    but     unfortunately     Ireland 
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would  reap  little  or  no  benefit  from  it. 

flhey  had  do  working  dockyards  in  Ire- 
laud,  and  tlie  money  raiaeil  from  Ireland 
hj  means  of  tljo  whisky  anJ  porter 
would  go  to  enricb  the  already  com- 
paratively rich  workini^  people  at  tlie 
I  dockyards  in  Eiighind,  There  was  some 
•time  hefore  tbe  Budget  Bill  was  passed, 
Ikod  he  tnitited  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  recottHitcler  bts  decision  in 
%hh  matter,  though  he  was  afraid  he 
would  not.  The  right  bou*  Gentleman, 
•In  replying  to  the  hon»  Member  for 
pnblin  the  other  night,  pointed  out  that 
irishmen  did  nut  pay  as  much  taxation 
pQ  alcobolie  liquors  per  bead  of  the  popu- 
lation as  Englishmen  and  Seok*bmen,  and 
lie  seemed  to  think  they  oii^rht  to  screw 
lip  the  Irish  I  a  il  payer.  There  were  two 
Ways  of  screwing  Iiim  up.  The  first  was 
by  encouraging  him  to  drink  more,  and 
the  second,  by  making  bini  pay  more  for 
what   he  did  drink.     The  ktter  wus  the 

»way  adopted  hy  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exehejuer.  The  Iriyh  people  were  very 
temp©rate,morei3o  than  the  English  people, 
nod  very  nmeh  more  so  than  th*^  Seotch 

I  people.  That  was  shown  by  the  statistics. 
However,  he  Uml  no  greiit  belief  in  the-^e 
«tatistics,  and  he  would  acknowledge 
that  if  Iriisbmen  bad  a-*  much  money  in 
their  pockets  as  Eiigli^hm(?n  and  Scotch- 
raen  they  would  drink  quite  as  nuudi. 
He  claimed  no  superior  virtue  for  the 
Irish nian  on  that  point,  who,  he  believed, 
was  pretty  umch  tn  the  isanie  boat  as 
the  Englishman  and  Scotchman.  Uf 
eour.'ie,  the  Scotjdiman  was  a  little  fartlier 
North,  and  ought  to  drink  a  little  more. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Excliequer  seemed 

tto  think  lie  ought  to  get  rather  more  per 

bead   out   of   the   jjopulation  of  Irelanil, 

That  waH  n  yery    bad    prospect,    for    the 

Irish  people.     lie  dareil  say  that  by  the 

ira  posit  ion  of  this  large  tax  upon  whisky 

|they  Wfuilil  drive  the  people  from  v/hisky 

a  to  porter.     That   was   had  for  the  dis» 

KlUor^.  England  used  to  drink  claret,  and 

ben,  for  |>olitical  rettsons,  it  was  forced  hy 

^Uticians  and  statesmen  to  drink  Spauisb 

rtue$,  and   it    took  to  port    and    8herry 

purely    politically,  for    the  moment    the 

light  hon.  Member  for  Midlothian  took 

^  tlie  duty   ou   claret   the  people  bogau 

I  revert  to  their  original  taste  tor  French 

riiits.      They  itonhi,   therefore,   change 

be  taste:)  of  a  people   liy  taxation  ;   btit 

he  hi  thftt  the  taxation  proporfetl  was 

Skely    to    very    much    deteriorate    the 


whisky  trade  in  Irelatid.  There  was  a 
spirit  called  German  spirit,  which  w^as 
very  bad  and  very  cheap.  There  was  a 
way  for  the  proilucers  to  recoup  thoin- 
selves  for  this  extra  6d.  For  instance, 
if  they  put  more  of  this  (jrerman  spirit  lu 
the  Irish  whisky  they  would  produce  a 
cheaper  article,  ami  he  was  afraid  more 
German  spirit  won  hi  be  put  in,  people 
thns  getting  had  German  spirit  instead 
of  good  Irish  whisky.  One  of  the  chief 
productions  of  Ireland  would  bo  very 
much  injured  by  this  increase  of  6d.  It 
was  with  great  regret  that  he  pointed 
out  any  blot  in  the  Budget  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  he  asked  him  to 
reconsider  his  position  and  see  if  it  was 
not  possihifc  to  fake  olf  or  postpone  the 
tax  ou  porter  and  whisk  v. 

♦Sir  W,  IIAliCUURT  was  happy  to 
bear  that  the  hon,  and  gal  hint  Gen  tie- 
man  understood  his  (Sir  W.  Harcourt's) 
statement  exactly  in  the  sense  in  which 
he  made  it.  First  of  all,  it  w^as  not  pro- 
posed to  make  this  duly  a  permanent  tax^ 
leaving  it  a  perfectly  open  question 
whether  it  should  he  renewed  in  another 
year  or  not.  He  had  not  fixed  a  date 
for  the  termination  of  the  tax,  and 
whether  it  vvoulil  be  again  renewed  Avould 
de[)end  upou  the  considerations  which 
might  he  properly  urged  against  such  a 
conrse.  In  the  Bill  the  date  would  be 
fixed, 'and  it  might  still  lie  an  annnal  tax, 
just  as  the  Tea  Duty  was  now.  It  might 
be  renewed  every  year,  just  as  the  Tea 
Duty  was.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  had  very  proj>erly  reminded  bim 
that  the  Tea  Duty  was  fixed  to  continue 
considerably  after  the  determination  of 
the  financial  yeur.  Ho  thought  that  was 
a  very  proper  matter  to  consider,  and  he 
was  very  nuRdi  oldiged  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  for  having  pressed 
upon  his  min<l  the  importance  of  that 
being  done  in  this  case.  He  could  assure 
him  the  matter  should  uot  he  lost  sight 
of.  He  imped,  therefore,  it  would  not 
be  thought  necessary  further  to  discuss 
the  Spirit  Duty  on  that  o<jjj^,^j^,y^y'  utV^.^^lje 
matter 'cou hi  be  f"dl\:^|j^(.^j^^^3,|  ou  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill,  ^' 

SikJ.  LUiy^jtji^  ^f^,,^ijon  Univer- 
sity) said,  h«JioQ^]jt  that  everyone  who 
was  pi^^^^t-^Qjiniji?  the  earlier  portion  of 
the  Debj^^  ^^^^^f  |f;^4  ^itb  the  Leader  of 
*^!*^,*^P{osilion  that  the  powerful  speech 
f  flight  hon.  ]kle-mher  for  St,  George^a 
*™^mained practically uuiinswereil.  That 

^ -- 
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right  lion.  Member  had  pointed  out  with 
great  force  the  objections  which  had  l>eeii 
staleil  by  the  riglit  hou.  Member  for 
Midlothiau,  aud  had  received  no  clear  or 
sufficient  reply.  He  liad  understood 
that  the  present  Governraent  were  going 
to  follow  the  poHcy  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Midlothian,  hut  it  was  evi- 
dent that  in  finance,  at  any  rate,  they 
were  following  not  only  a  different,  hiit 
a  diametrically  opposite  policy.  [Sir 
W.  Harcocrt  :  Certainly  not.]  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  that 
he  differed  altogether  from  the  right  hon. 
Memher  for  St.  George's  as  to  the  in- 
crease of  deposits  in  the  stavings  bank?, 
and  that  he  rejoiced  at  it  and  saw  no 
risk.  They  would  all  rejoice  if  the  in- 
crease had  arisen  from  the  increat^ed 
prosperity  of  the  working  classes  ;  hut, 
having  regard  to  the  large  anion ut  of  the 
individual  deposits,  he  believed  the  real 
reason  was  that  the  savings  banks  were 
allowing  a  higher  rate  than  could  he 
obtaiiied  elsewhere.  The  eireinnstanco 
did  not  affect  Loudon  banks,  as  savings 
banks  did  not  come  into  competition 
with  them.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chctpier  said  tliat  there  was  no  risk, 
beca  11  se  sa v i n gs  ha n k s  h e  1  d  la v^i^v  amoi u 1 1 s 
on  demand.  Other  banks,  however,  held 
reserves,  whilst  the  savings  hanks  held 
none. 

Sir  W.  IIARCOURT  :  Their  reserve 
is  the  credit  of  the  British  Empire. 

•Sill  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  that  of  course 
no  one  t^ouUl  entertain    any  dotd»t  as  to 
the  cerUiinty  of    ultimate  payment,  but 
that    was     no    reason    for    not    keeping 
a    reserve.      For    greater     security    he 
wouhl     suggest    that     the    Goverjmient 
should      consider     whether     a      cort^iin 
notice  ought    not  to    be  requireil  before 
the     witlidrawal    of    any    sum    exceed- 
ing a  certain  amount.     He  wished  also 
to  say  a  word  as  to  the  incidence  of  the 
Income  Tax  on  woodlands.     Woodhuids, 
he    need    hardly    say,     were    generally 
-i..igeu  UiTu  4^^et(lined  in  hand    by   the 
owner.      The  prob5»J44||>lc  auunal  value  was 
arrived  at,  and  the  tavS.^'„»  taken  on  that 
under  Schedule  A.     Tlu^.  was  right,  hut 
then  ho  was  also  assessed  on^i^half  the  vahie 
under  Schedule  Da«  hisown  te".^ '4nt,  so  that 
he   paid   twice  over— not,  indee(H>e   double 
the    amount,   but    half   again    as>oimuch. 
This  seemed  a  manifest  injustice,  aiiead  hi 
fteked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheff  i  ue 
Sir  */,  Luhhock 


e 

uer 


to  look  into  the  questiou.  But  he  rose 
mainly  to  move  aii  Amendment  as  re- 
garded Schedule  B,  which  dealt  with  the 
Income  Tax  on  fanners.  The  wonls  in 
this  Resolution  were — 

'^  [u  England  the  duty  of  fourpence  ;  in  Scot- 
land and  Ireland  respectively  the  duty  of  three- 
peace." 

Kow,  he  would  like  to  ask  the  Com- 
mittee and  fhe  Government  very  respc?ct- 
fully,  Why  should  we  make  the  EngUab 
farmer  pay  a  higher  rate  thati  his  Bcoteb 
or  Irish  competitor  H  When  Sir  R. 
Peel  proposed  the  Income  Tax  in  1842 
he  proposed  the  same  rate  for  the  whole 
of  Great  Britain.  The  tax  was  not  till 
afterwards  extended  to  Ireland.  But 
owing,  he  supposed,  to  Scotch  pressure 
during  the  Debate,  Sir  K.  Peol  finaliy 
agreed  to  a  tlifference.  No  doubt  the 
idea  was  that  an  English  farmer  made  a 
larger  profit  in  proportion  to  his  rent 
than  the  Scotch  or  Irish  farmer*  Tbiit 
may  or  may  not  have  been  the  case  iti 
1 842.  They  had  no  evidence  on  tlje 
[Hunt,  nor  was  it  material.  ^o  one 
woid<l  say  that  the  English  farmer  was 
so  prosperous  now.  He  was  very 
fortunate  if  he  made  any  proiit  at  all. 
He  was  ha|)py  to  believe  that  the  Scotch 
and  Irish  farmers  had  l>een  more  fortu- 
uate.  It  had  been  stated  as  a  rea^oii  for 
the  diiiereuce  that  in  England  the 
repairs  were  made  by  the  landlord, 
1)iit  this  would  be  a  reason  for  making 
the  English  farmer  pay  on  a  smaller, 
not  a  larger,  proportion  of  the  rent.  All 
he  asked  was  that  all  farmers 
should  Ue  placed  on  the  j<ame  fo^>ting. 
Would  anybody  tell  him  that  there  wa« 
any  great  difTerence  between  the  farmers 
in  Nortliumherlnnd  and  in  Midiothlan  ? 
Were  ihc  farmers  in  Scotland  so  much 
less  intelligent  than  those  of  England  OP 
Ireland  that  I  hey  could  he  supposed  to 
make  a  lower  rate  of  profit  ?  Hepn)jH>sed, 
therefore,  that  they  should  omit  the  wordti 
**  the  duty  of  fourpencc,"  so  that  all 
farmers  in  the  United  Kingdom,  whether 
in  Enghiml,  Scotland,  or  Ireland,  should 
all  pay  at  the  same  rate.  It  scarcely 
seemed  to  him  that  he  need  occupy  time 
in  advocating  the  Amendroent,  Thi^ 
onus  pruhandi  rested  with  those  who 
opposed.  Why  should  English  aud 
Welsh  farmers  be  placed  to  this  dis- 
advantage ?  His  Amendment  was  a 
simple  act  of  justice.  He  moved  it  iii 
order  to  place  ilnglish  nnd  Wel^h  farmer* 
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I 


on  the  same  footuig  m  thost;  of  Scotlaud 
and  Ireland. 

Ameniluient  proposed,  in  ViUQn  13  and 
H,  to  leave  out  tbe  words  **  the  Duty  of 
Four  Pence  "  ;  ''  In/*— (.ViV  J.  LhUocL) 

Qiie»tiou  propo8e<l,  *' TiiAl  tUc  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question/' 

Sir   W.  HARCOURT  :   I  tbiuk  my  i 
right  bon.  Friend  ought  to  have  under-  I 
etootl    why    this    distinction    wa**    ma<Ie,  i 
He  has  been  here  for  many  years,  during 
which   we    have    had    the  advantage  of 
'  eariug  hioi  on  many  questions  relating  i 
the  Income  Tax,  but  this  is  the  first  j 
iime  ho  lias  made  this  proposal  or  raised 
*  19  point,  I 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  ho  had  called  j 
ttention  to  it  several  timea  and  asked  for 
'the  reasons  for  the  difference. 

Sir   W.  HARCOURT:   A  (loveni- 
meut  were  in  Office  for  ilvc  yeara  which 
certainly   had   ilio  iuiercsts  of  the  agri- 
culturi*jts  at  heart,  but  they  never  miide  | 
any  difference  in  the  tax.     Why  ?     They 
hail   the    power,   if  they  had   chosen   to 
•exercise  it,  to  eqiudise  these  duties.     It 
was  now  asked  why  this  distinction  was 
matle.     The  reason  was  that,  whereas  in 
Scotland    and    Ireland    tbe    tenant    as   a 
rule  made  the  repairs,  in  Euglaud  they 
were  made  by  the  landlord.     The  tenant 
did  net  do  tbe  repairs  in  Kngland.     Now 
really  I  apologise  to  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
1    should     have    soon    have    thongbt    of 
informing    him   tluit    twice    two    makes 
four,     lie  asks  me  in  solemn  tones  the 
reason     for     this    distinction  ;    hut    the 
reason    is    so    obvious    that    it    only    re- 
quires to  he  stated.      As  the  Irish    and 
Scotch    tenants  have   the  burden  of  the 
repairs    they    are    calletl    upi>n     to   pay  | 
less     than     the     English     agriculturist,  ' 
Since   tbe  days  when   George  IIL  won-  ] 
dered  how  tbe  apple  got  intothediimpliug 
I  have  never  heard  such  a  simple  tjuesiion  , 
as    that    put    by  my  right  hm.  Friend.  ; 
Everybody  knows    that   tbe  principle  to  ' 
which  the  right  bon,  (ienlleman  objects 
has  been  acted  upon  time  after  time  by  | 
Liberal  and  Conservative  Governments,  i 
and   everybo4ly  knows  that  hon.  Gentle*  I 


inert  opposite  who  claim  to  represent  tbe 
ngricnltural  interest  have  admitted  the 
jnstico  of  tbe  distinction,  and  have  never 
proposed  the  alteration  which  ta  now 
brought  forward  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend* 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E,)  said,  be 
should  like  to  say  a  few  words  in  support 
of  tbe  Amendmeiit*  The  Clianeellor  of 
tbe  Exchequer  bad  said  that  everyone 
wbo  knew  anything  of  agriculture  was 
aware  that  the  Irish  and  Scotch  farmers 
paid  for  repairs,  aud  that  tbe  English 
fanners  did  not.  His  experieuce  was 
directly  opposite.  lo  bis  part  of  the 
country  it  was  tbe  landlord  that  found 
tbe  material  and  tbe  landlord  that  did 
the  repairs.  He,  therefore,  failed  to  see 
why  Euglisb  fanners  should  be  taxed 
4:d,,  and  Irish  and  Scotch  faruiers  only 
3iL  He  had  no  doubt  the  Chancellor  of 
tbe  Exchequer  wished  to  drive  the  last 
□ail  into  the  ftgricnltnral  cotfin,  but  he 
did  not  nnderstand  w^hy  tbe  right  hon* 
Gentleman  wished  to  handicap  English 
agriculturists,  and  to  place  them  in  a 
worse  position  than  agriculturists  in  Ire- 
land and  Scotland, 

llR,  COURT^^EY  thought  tbatif  the 
Chancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer  would  look 
into  bis  answer  to  iiis  right  hon.  Friend  the 
MendK'r  for  London  University  ho  would 
see  it  was  one  of  tbe  most  extraordinary 
which  could  have  been  snggested.  To 
piit  it  to  a  practical  test,  take  tlie  case  of 
a  man  wdjo  look  a  farm  in  England,  for 
which  he  paid  £400  a  year,  the  landlord 
doing  the  repairs.  If  in  the  same  farm 
he  undertook  to  do  the  repidrs,  be  would 
pay  a  rented,  siiy,  of  £'M)i).  Under  tbe 
English  system  the  rent  would  be  £400, 
aud  it  would  under  the  Scotcb  system  be 
£3iR),  although  the  i)rolTt  wordd  be  abso- 
lutely the  siune.  But  tlje  Scotch  or 
Irish  farmt^rs  had  riot  only  not  to  pay  more 
Income  Tax  on  £300  to  make  up  for  the 
reduction^  but  bad  absobitely  to  pay  less. 
It  should  really  be  tbe  other  way,  even 
according  lo  the  argiimcut  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  tbe  Exchequer.  If  tbe  argu- 
ment of  tbe  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
bad  any  ground,  the  man   wbo   paid  the 


i 


1 188       Waifs  and  Means.—         {COMMONS} 


CommiUee. 


1184 


lower  rental  because  he  undertook  to 
make  the  repairs  ought  to  pay  Income 
Tax  at  a  higher  and  not  at  a  lower  rate. 
The  argument  of  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man was  really  against  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman^s  proposition,  for  he  had  shown 
that  instead  of  taxing  the  English  farmer 
higher  than  the  Scotch  tenant  he  ought 
to  tax  the  English  tenant  lower.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  who  brought  forward 
the  Amendment  did  not  wish  to  establish 
any  inequality  of  taxation.  He  simply 
wanted  to  put  the  English  farmer  upon 
the  same  level  as  the  Irish  and  Scotch 
farmers.  There  was  no  reason  whatever 
why  this  anomaly,  which  was  of  old 
standing,  should  be  continued.  The 
English  farmer  had  borne  this  anomaly 
for  a  very  long  time,  and  he  remonstrated 
now  because  of  the  depressing  circum- 
stances through  which  he  was  now 
passing.  He  did  not  Wish  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  commit  him- 
self at  once  to  a  decision  upon  this  point, 
but  there  was  an  anomaly  to  be  examined 
and  an  injustice  which  ought  to  be 
redressed. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  have  pro- 
mised to  carefully  consider  this  matter 
before  the  clause  comes  on  in  the  Incotne 
Tax  Bill,  and  to  give  most  favoumble 
consideration  to  the  question.  If,  con- 
sistently with  the  due  balance  of  the 
Budget,  1  can  give  this  relief  to  ihe 
agricultural  interest  in  England  I  will 
be  very  glad  to  do  so. 

•Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) said,  there  was  a  good  deal  to  be 
advanced  in  favour  of  putting  the  Income 
Tax  on  English  farmers  on  the  same 
footing  as  it  was  in  the  case  of  Scotch 
and  Irish  farmers.  No  doubt,  in  past  years 
this  difference  was  owing  to  the  fact  that 
in  the  Scotcii  and  Irish  leases  the  tenants 
agreed  to  do  the  repairs.  But  that  had 
gone  out  of  fashion,  and  as  he  believed 
that  all  farmers — Enj^lish,  Scotch,  and 
Irish — were  now  on  the  same  footing  in 
the  matter,  there  was  no  reason  for  the 
difference  in  the  Income  Tax.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  laughed 
at  the  proposal  of  tlie  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  London  University, 
and  had  said  that  for  years  and  years 
this  difference  in  the  Income  Tax  had 

Mr.  Courtnef/ 


been  imposed.  The  question  of  this 
difference  between  English  and  Scoteh 
and  Irish  farmers  was  raised  last  year, 
and  the  Cbanceller  of  the  Exchequer 
then  said  he  was  unable  to  explain  the 
origin  of  the  difference.  Now  they  had 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  assunuice 
that  he  would  consider  the  matter,  and,  if 
the  consideration  were  favourable  to  ihe 
English  farmers,  they  would  feel  indebted 
to  him.  He  wished  to  thank  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  for  the  relief 
given  under  Schedule  A.  For  several 
years  he  had  tried  to  press  upon  Chan* 
cellors  of  the  Exchequer  that  it  was  hard 
upon  landlords  that  they  should  have  to 
pay  the  whole  tax  without  deductions 
for  outgoings  and  repairs.  Hitherto 
landlords  has  been  ignored  altogether 
by  Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer,  bat 
they  would  be  grateful  for  this  relief  of  10 
per  cent.,  and  only  wished  it  could  have 
been  more. 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  said, 
there  might  be  reason  for  equalising  the 
Income  Tax  paid  by  the  farmers  of  the 
three  countries,  but  they  must  also  main- 
tain equality  between  farmers  and  other 
traders.  Why  should  there  be  a  Schedule 
B  at  all  ?  Why  should  not  farmers, 
like  other  people,  pay  taxes  on  their 
profits  ?  By  a  change  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square,  the  option  was  given  to 
farmers  to  have  themselves  assessed 
under  Schedule  D  ;  but  very  few  farmers 
had  availed  themselves  of  that  alterna- 
tive. The  inference  he  drew  was  that 
they  found  it  to  their  advantage  to  have 
an  artificial  estimate  of  their  income 
rather  than  submit  to  assessment  by  the 
Income  Tax  Commissioners. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  he  was 
obliged  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer for  having  consented  to  consider 
the  case  of  the  Engli^^h  farmers,  aad 
under  the  circumstances  he  would  not 
press  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  ILLING  worth  (Bradford,  W.) 
said,  there  were  other  interests  to  be 
considered  besides  those  of  the  farmers  ; 
and  he  doubted  whether  a  case  could  be 
made  out  for  relieving  farmers  from  any 
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portion  of  the  luconio  Tux,  WJieii  the  DnticB,  as  he  would  not  be  able  to  iitieoil 
locoTiie  Tax  was  being  raised  tber  eonltl  cm  the  night  on  wbiob  the  Death  Duties 
not  atford  to  be  .npecially  favoiirabie  to    were  to  be  discussed. 

ftDV  class.     What  iie  would  auggot^t  was        rr.        ^tt  *  To^r  *  x^    /\jr       t     /o/» 
*k^*  *i  «  c     *  I        1  T  •  1   J?       ^"    -      -    ■      The  chairman    (Mr.  A.  U  Cox- 
that  the  »Si!Otch  aud  Irish  fanners  should  .      ,,,,       ,  r,       ,  ,  * 
p>e  brought  up  to  the  ^ame  level  a^  the  ' '*^^)  •   ^^^^  ^'*"-  Gentlemau   would  not 
English  farmery  rather  thau  the  English  I  *>«  '^^  Order   in    discussing    under    ibis 
farmers  should  be  reduced  to  the  k-vel  of    Amendment  atiythiug  except  that  whieb 


the  Scotch  ai]d  Irit*h.  The  pisitiou 
[  ©eemed  to  hioi  tn  be  this — that  while  the  , 

triules  and  iiidtii^rries  of  the  country  had 
[  l>een    subjecfed    to   an     increase    in    the 


relates  to  the  Income  Tax. 

♦Sir M. HICKS-BEACH  (Bristol,W.): 
There   is  one  point  m  rcferem'c    to  the 


Income  Tax,  farmer?*  were  kept  at  the  '  Income  Tax  whieb  I  am  anxious  to  bring 
t>ld  rate.  Distress  prevailed  in  many  uuJer  the  notice  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
n.dn.tr.es  ;  ainb  the  question  might  be  I  Exchequer,  With  regard  to  the  pro^ 
.raised  whether  exemiitiou  couhl   be  ex-  i   i    i     *■  i      «j   i     i   t      *      irt 

4^„  1,  1    .  ,         '         1*^1  <  posed  dedyetions  imder  Stdiedule    A — 10 

.temted    Uj    people   engaged    rn    trade  as  i  *^ 

well  as  to  farmer.^.  He  thought  a  special  ,  P^r  cent,  being  allowed  in  the  case  of  land 
'exemption  wa?  an  injustice  to  all  otber    find  16  2-3  iu  the  case  of  houses — I  wish 


tnx  payers 

•Mr.  RENSHAW  (Renfrew,  W.)  said, 
Ihat  Scotch  farmers  were  e» titled  to  a 
lower  rate  of  lucome  Tax  than  Eaglisb 
farmers,  l>ecatise  in  Scotland  a  tenant 
paid    hi§    rent    and    one-half    the    local 

^rates  ;    whereas  an  English   leuant  paid 

I  in  addition  to  his  rent  the  tithe  ami   the 

whole  of  the   IcKial   rates.     The   Scotch 

farmer   was  entitled   to  considemtiou,  as 

^the  teind  and  the  half  of  the  rates  were 

^paid  l>y  lum  in  bis  rent. 

.  CoLuNKL   KENYON  -  SLANEY 

(Shropshire,  Newport)  sai<l,  that   as  the 


to  direct  the  attention  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchefjiier  to  the  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee  which  sat  in  1867  tQ 
consider  the  Valuation  Bill,  and  of 
wdiich  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  aud 
myself  are  the  only  surviving  Members 
in  tlie  House.  It  recomnieuded  greater 
reductions  and  a  far  larger  classification 
than  that  adopted  l>y  the  right  bon* 
(ientleman.  It  recommended  that  for 
rating  purposes  there  should  be  a  deduc- 
tion of  5  per  cent,  on  land  without 
buildings,  of  7i  per  cent,  oit  woodlands, 
of  10    per    cent,    on     laud    with    farna- 

»,  ,     .         jf       T-      i.  t         '     i    "  ,  I  lioiises  or  outhuildint^s  ;  of  25  per  ecu t,  OQ 

Kepresutitative  of  an  English  agricultural  j  ,  i  i    "i  r  a      ^   i      i     *i  ^ 

^  »  •=  I  liotises  and  buNdiiii's  wilhoLit  land  other 


^cotistitueiicy,  he  wished  to  emphasize  the 
fact  that  an  English  Radical  Member  had 
objected  to  the   redaction  of  the  Income 
Tax  on  English  farmers.     That  showed 
the  support  Engl  sb   agriculturists  were 
likely  to  get  frojn  English  Radicals.     In 
the  present  depressed   condition  of  agri- 
culture, when  farmers  found  it  difficult  to 
[make  ends  meet,  tliey   had  a  prominent 
Filernhkcr  of  the  Radical  Party— who  really 
Hiad  the  dictation  of  the  arrangements  of 
ptho     Budget — suggesting    an     inereasetJ 
jltaxfirtion  on  the  farmers,  and  it,  therefore, 
bl>ehoved  the  friends  of  the  agriculturists 
Lto  raise  a  note  of  alarm,  w*arning  them  of 
I  the  mercy  they   were    likely    to    receive 
from  the  Radical  Government.  He  should 
like  to  know^  whether   be  would   he   in 
Order  in  asking  the  ChanccHor   of  the 
Exchequer  a  question  about  tl»e  Death 


than  gardens  when  the  gross  A^alue  of 
these  houses  was  under  £H,  and  of  15 
per  cent,  when  the  gross  value  was  £8 
and  upwards  ;  and  of  33 i  per  cent,  ou 
mills  and  manufactories.  smelting 
furnaces,  kilns,  brickyards,  mines, 
and  quarries.  That  statement  shows 
how  yQTj  incomplete  is  the  classifi- 
cation proposed  by  the  right  hon» 
Gentleman  to  do  fair  justice  to  all  pro- 
perties comprised  under  Schedule  A.  I 
am  aware  that  iu  the  Income  Tax  Re- 
turns Schedule  A  is  divided  into  lands 
atid  houses,  but  surely  that  is  not  an  in- 
surmountaldo  obstacle  to  a  further  divi- 
sion, and  I  do  not  know  why  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  not  adopt  the 
precise  classification  which  I  have  just 
read.  Under  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentb^man  all  houses  are  to  he 
classed  together,   but  it  is  well   known 
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that  small  tenement  property  costs 
much  more  in  repairs  than  larger  and 
more  valuable  property.  I  hope  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  give 
bis  favourable  attention  to  this  point  be- 
fore we  come  to  the  discussion  of  the 
Bill,  so  that  the  deductions  may  represent 
what  is  a  proper  allowance  on  adl  property 
under  Schedule  A. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  It  would  be 
more  in  Order  that  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hou.  Member  for  the  University 
of  London  should  be  disposed  of  before 
the  Committee  proceed  further.  Do  I 
underfetand  that  the  right  hon.  Member 
desires  to  withdraw  the  Amendment  ? 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  :  Yes,  Sir. 

Mr.  BANBURY  (Camberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  said,  he  should  like  to  say  one 
word  on  the  extraordinary  principle 
which  had  been  laid  down  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  That  was  that 
the  English  farmer  should  pay  50  per- 
cent, calculated  on  the  gross  rent,  while 
the  Scotch  farmer  paid  only  33  per  cent., 
calculated  on  the  net  rent.  A  more 
extraordinary  financial  arrangement  than 
that  he  had  never  heard  of.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  Scotch  farmer  should 
pay  considerably  more  on  the  net,  and 
the  English  farmer  considerably  less  on 
the  gross  rent. 

Mr.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  said 
that,  as  a  landlord  in  South  Wales,  be 
had  just  signed  three  leases  on  the  basis 
of  the  hind  lord  doing  the  repairs.  He 
desired  to  know,  therefore,  whether  the 
Income  Tax  was  imposed  on  tlie  basis  of 
the  tenant  doing  the  repairs,  or  on  the 
basis  of  the  landlord  doing  the  repairs  ? 
which  was  a  most  important  consideration 
in  South  Wales,  where  all  the  landlords 
did  the  repairs. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  will  deal 
with  several  of  the  points  that  have  been 
raised  when  the  Bill  is  brought  in,  but  I 
would  now  appeal  to  the  Committee  to 
allow  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  London  to 
be  withdrawn  in  order  to  get  on  with 
other  matters. 

Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  The  point 
which  has  been  raised  by  the  right  hon* 
Member  for  Bristol  is  one  of  the  greatest 
importance.  It  is  quite  true,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  it  is  exceedingly 
difficult  to  say  what  the  exact  allowance 
should  be.  The  proposals  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  submitted,  however,  would 
be  very  much  less  in  the  interest  of  land 
than  those  which  I  propose,  though  they 
would  no  doubt  be  more  favourable  to 
houses.  The  particular  in  which  the 
present  proposal  differs  most  largely  from 
those  recommended  by  the  Committee  iB 
with  respect  to  mills,  but  it  will  be  borne 
in  mind  that  the  cost  of  repairs  in  mills 
is  already  deducted  under  Schedule  D» 
which  deals  with  profits.  We  cannot^ 
therefore,  allow  the  de<luction  to  be  made 
again  under  Schedule  A.  I  beg  to  assure 
hon.  Gentlemen  that  though  they  assume* 
altogether  unjustly,  that  the  Liberal 
Party  are  adverse  to  the  interests  of  the 
land,  I  am  not  so.  I  have  gone  as  far  as 
I  felt  justified  in  going  in  making  allow- 
ances favourable  to  the  views  and  in- 
terests of  the  landowners,  as  I  regard  the 
land  as  one  of  the  most  important  in- 
terests, and  as,  certainly,  the  most  dis- 
tressed interest  in  the  country.  That 
has  been  the  spirit  in  which  I  have  dealt 
with  the  matter. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  mistaken  in 
regard  to  the  allowance  for  mills  and  such 
like  buildings,  as  everything  would  de- 
pend on  the  opinion  of  the  officials.  In 
the  matter  of  machinery,  and  other 
matters  relating  to  mills,  the  allowance 
was  often  an  accidental  freak  of  the  sur- 
veyor in  the  district.  Sometimes  a 
liberal  allowance  was  made,  but 
sometimes  the  allowance  was  not 
liberal.  He  thought  there  should  be  a 
definite  rule  laid  down  as  to  what  the 
allowance  should  be,  so  that  the  different 
classes  of  property  should  have  a 
different  allowance  according  to  a  fair 
and  equitable  scale. 
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Mr.  barton  f  Armagli,  Mid.)  smd^ 
that  in  regard  to  the  Beer  Duty  tbej 
would  be  able  to  satiBfjr  the  Cbaiicellor 
of  the  Exclioqiier  that  not  merely  barley 
growers  but  other  agricultiirbts  would 
suffer  more  thuu  he  would  admit.  He 
(Mr,  Barton)  was  ioterei^ted  in  the  Irish 
brewers.  He  did  not  understand  how  the 
Chaocellor  of  the  Exehequer  came  to 
calculate  that  the  duty  on  beer  would 
only  prmluce  i:5S0,0(X)  or  £600,000,  Ac- 
cord iug  to  figures  furnished  to  him,  the 
additional  Beer  Duty  wouhl  yield  to  tlie 
revenue  about  £800,000,  or  £200,000 
more  than  the  Cbanccdlor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer's estimate. 

The  chairman  i^aid,  it  would  be 
out  of  Order  to  go  into  that  question  on 
the  Resolution  before  the  Coramittee. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Are  we  not  on  the 
Budget  generally  ? 

Tre  chairman  :  No.  The  In- 
come Tax  Resolution. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  did  not 
wish  to  shut  out  any  point  oo  which  any- 
one wanted  to  have  iufoniiation.  With 
regard  to  the  eaieulation  referred  to  by 
the  hoia*  Member  opposite  he  thougiit  the 
Irish  brewers  tlid  very  well.  Guiuness^ 
for  example,  need  not  fear  n  tax  of  6il. 
per  harrel  on  porter.  If  the  hou.  Member 
was  right  that  the  duty  be  had  put  on 
would  fetch  more  than  his  advisers  caleu- 
lated  he  could  only  say  that  he  should  be 
<lelighted  to  find  it  so. 

Mr.  barton  hoped  to  be  able  to 
«how  at  the  proper  time  that  the  sugges- 
tion that  even  a  large  brewery  like 
•Guinnes3*s  could  bear  a  tax  such  as 
that  proposed  was  founded  on  a  fallacy. 
Guiuuess's  consisted  of  thousands  of 
small  owners,  who  only  obtained  ri 
xnoderate  dividend  upon  their  capital. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  What  per 
^ent  ? 

Mr.  barton  :  Four  per  cent. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  per- 
45eDtage  depends  upon  what  they  gave  for 
their  shares. 

Mr.  barton  said,  the  Chancellor  of 
Xbe  Exchequer  had  said  that  there  had 
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been  a  large  increase  iu  the  amount  of 
beer  consumed,  but  without  wishing  to 
dogmatise,  from  the  accouuts  he  had  re- 
ceived he  believed  that  brewing  had 
shared  iu  the  general  depression.  He 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  (ieutleman  on 
some  future  occasion  to  give  details  as  to 
the  increase  in  the  duty  beliiidmeutioned. 

Mr.  RENSHAW  said,  that  in  regard 
to  the  Income  Tax  in  relation  to  mills 
aud  factories  he  had  understoml  tiie  right 
hon.  Gentleman  tbe  Chaucelliir  of  the 
Exchequer  to  say  that,  iuasnuich  as  the 
repairs  of  mills  were  calculateil  as  part 
of  the  expenditure  of  the  millovvner,  the 
latter  were  not  eu titled  to  special  cou- 
si  deration  iu  the  matter  of  reductions  oa 
re  n  t ,  H  e  u  n  ders  tood  t  h  at  t  h  e  m  i  1 1  o  w  n  ers 
kept  up  the  buildings  out  of  revenue,  but 
the  question  of  the  assessment  in  regard 
to  rentals  was  a  totally  d liferent  f|ues- 
tiou.  A  millowuer  assessed  by  a  local 
assessor  at,  say,  £l,000  a  year  annually 
paid  Income  Tax  on  the  £1,000.  As  he 
had  understood  tbe  sugj^esliou  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Bristol,  it  was  that  this  £1,000  should 
be  subject  to  larger  reductions  than 
ordinary  house  property.  That,  it 
seemed  to  him^  was  a  fair  contention.  It 
was  shown  to  be  fair  by  the  authority 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
quoted — namely,  that  of  the  Committee 
presided  over  by  Mr,  Hubbard,  which 
sat  in  1861,  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  gone  far  enough  in  accepting  the 
recommendations  of  that  Committee. 
He  (Mr<  Renshaw)  thought  that  if  there 
was  to  be  any  re-arrangement  of  the 
Income  Tax  made  iu  respect  of 
lands  and  house  property  special  and 
generous  consideration  should  he  extemled 
to  millowners,  who  had  to  incur  large 
expenditure  in  respect  of  repairs. 

*Mr.   JOHNSON-FERGUSON 

(Leicester,  Loughborough)  said,  he 
understood  the  position  to  be  ibis  : 
When  the  owner  of  a  mill  worked  it  he 
naturally  included  all  repairs  in  his  general 
expenses,  and  in  reduction  of  his  profits 
and  the  Income  Tax  ho  paid  under 
Schedule  B.  When,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  owner  of  a  mill  did  not  work  it, 
he  had  to  pay  on  the  gross  rental, 
and  received  no  allowance  for  the  repairs 
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he  had  to  do  out  of  the  rental .  In  a 
case  oi:  that  sort,  he  (Mr.  Johnson-Fer- 
guson) did  not  think  the  16  per  cent, 
allowed  would  cover  the  expenditure.  As 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  in 
most  cases  the  mills  were  worked  by  the 
owners.  Another  point  he  would  call 
attention  to  was  the  question  of  the  depre- 
ciation of  the  machinery.  If  the  owner 
worked  it,  he  could  put  down  depreciation 
at  from  5  to  7^  per  cent,  as  ordinary 
working  expenses.  On  the  other  hand, 
if  the  owner  let  the  machinery,  though  he 
was  entitled  to  a  certain  amount  for  de- 
preciation, owing  to  some  Departmental 
red-tapeism,  he  did  not  get  it  in  reduction 
of  his  Property  Tax — he  had  to  pay  the 
Income  Tax  under  Schedule  A  in  full, 
and  then  he  had  to  go  through  all  the 
wearisome  detail  of  claiming  the  deduc- 
tion from  the  Treasury.  He  trusted  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  bear  this 
in  mind. 


•Mr.  TOMLINSON 
that  the  deductions 
machinery  and  things 
were   very    inadequate 


(Preston)  said, 
in  respect  of 
which  perished 
in   manv    cases. 


Machinery  might  become  obsolete  in  10 
years — indeed,  people  who  understood 
the  matter  thoroughly  said  that  the  life 
of  machinery  should  only  be  reckoned  at 
eight  years.  These  things  became  very 
serious  in  view  of  an  Income  Tax  that 
was  a  really  a  War  Tax.  In  the  case  of  * 
mines  the  Income  Tax  was  charged  on 
the  profits  without  deducting  anything, 
in  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  capital 
originally  invested  to  start  the  business 
was  perishing  every  year.  A  prudent 
man  would  always  lay  by  a  certain 
amount  of  capital  to  replace  the 
capital  which  was  lost.  It  might 
be  said  that  a  sufficient  amount 
was  allowed  for  depreciation  of  machinery, 
but  when  they  came  to  other  things, 
of  which  mines  might  be  taken  as  typical, 
it  was  a  hardship  that  no  sort  of  allow- 
ance was  given. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  had 
paid  a  great  deal  of  attention  to  this 
matter.  He  was  aware  it  was  of  great 
consequence,  and  he  would  carefully 
examine  it  before  it  was  discussed  in  the 
Bill.  He  hoped  that,  under  the  oircum- 
Mr,  Johnson-Ferguson 


stances,  the  House  would  now  allow  the 
Income  Tax  Resolution  to  be  taken,  as 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  G. 
Hamilton)  had  something  to  say  in  re- 
lation to  a  Resolution  which  would 
•follow. 

Main  Question  put,  and  asrreed  to. 

Resolved,  That  towards  raising  the  Supply 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  there  shall  be  charged, 
collected,  and  paid  for  the  year  which  com- 
menced on  the  sixth  day  of  April,  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  ninety-four,  in  respect  of 
all  Proj)erty,  Profits,  and  Gains  mentioned  or 
described  as  chargeable  in  "  The  Income  Tax 
Act,  1853,"  the  following  Duties  of  Income 
Tax  (that  is  to  say)  : — 

For  every  Twenty  Shillings  of  the  annual 
value  or  amount  of    Property,  Profits, 
and  Gains  chargeable  under  Schedules 
(A),  (C),  (D),  or  CK)  of  the  said  Act, 
the  Duty  of  Eight  Pence ; 
And  for  every  Twenty  Shillings  of   the 
annual  value  of  the  occupation  of  Lands, 
Tenements, Hereditaments,  and  Heritages 
chargeable  under  Schedule  (B)   of  the 
said  Act, — 
In  England,  the  Duty  of  Four  Pence ; 
In  Scotland  and  Ireland  respectively,  the 
Duty  of  Three  Pence. 

Amendment  of  Law. 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  amend  the 

Law  relating  to  the  Customs  and  the  Inland 

Revenue. — (^7 he  Chuncellor  of  the  Exchequer,^ 

Suez  Canal  Shares. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  pay 
ment  into  the  Exchequer  of  all  dividends  or 
other  moneys  received  by  the  Treasury  after 
the  1st  day  of  July,  1894,  in  respect  of  Sues 
Canal  Shares."— (7%e  CJuincellor  of  the  Exvhe- 
quer.) 

Sir    E.    ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 

(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  :  This  may  he  a 
convenient  opportunity  to  obtain  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  a  little  information — 
information  which  he  showed  consider* 
able  reluctance  to  give  me  last  Session. 
We  understand  that  the  whole  capital 
value  of  the  Suez  Canal  shares — 
£4,000,000— bought  19  years  ago  has 
now  been  repaid  to  the  Treasury  by  the 
Sinking  Fund,  so  that  the  1 76,000  shares 
purchased  in  1875  are  now  the  property 
of  the  nation  without  having  cost  the 
nation  a  farthing.  Does  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  assent  to  that  ? 
Sir  W.  HARCOURT  assented. 

Sir   E.   ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: 
Then,  the  second  point  is  this  :  These 
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sbares,  we  ut]derstAii<],  are  now  eutitletl 
to    the  whole   (liviiieiid    payable  by  the  | 
Suez  Cttiial  Compimy. 

8iu    VV.    HARCOURT  :  Yes;   after  I 

July  L  ' 

Sir   E.   ASRMEAD-BAIil  LETT  : 

That  ilivideiid,  I  uritlcT^tiuHl,  is  reckoned 
at    about   15    pur  cent. — that   is  to   say*  j 
that  nearly   £600,000  will  couie  into  the 
Britieli  Exchequer  from  that  source  thie 
year, 

8m    V\\    HARCOUKT.    Only    half 
Ihid  year. 


Sir   E.    A8UMEAD-HARTLETT  : 

From  the  Ist  of  July  it  will  come  in  at 

that   rate,     8o  that    tliene    Suez    Canal 

shares,  the  purchaj*e  of  which  wtis  de-  ' 

scribed    at    the  time  by   the  riirbt  hon.  I 

Gentlemtiti  the  Member  for  Midlothian  as  a  i  ^^*^o^^*^*"*^"   ^*^^    ^'^'^    explanation,    which 


liorrowetl  Ijetweeu  1889  auil  1893  was 
£3,146,000,  This  Fum,  tot^'ether  with 
I  he  live  iiiHtalment«  of  the  Annuity, 
amounting  to  £7, 1 42,8*57,  was  paid  into 
the  Naval  Defence  A^jc^nnt,  making  a 
totrtl  of  £10,288,857.  There  was  thus 
paid  to  that  Account  £288,857  more  tlnici 
the  £l0,000,0t)0  authorised.  Under  the 
present  law,  that  £289,OtK),  would  have 
become  applicable  to  repay  the  loan  of 
£3,146,(KM).  }4nt  ni^  the  Vhole  of  the 
hi  mi  is,  under  the  Bud*fct  juopo^al,  to 
be  paid  oft'  by  the  8inkit»^  Fund,  the 
sum  i«  not  wanted  for  that  purpof*e. 
So  I  propose  to  restore  it  to  the  Ex- 
cheq^ier.  It  becomes  a  sort  of  benefit  of 
which  I  have  laid  hold. 

Lord  G,  HAMILTON    (Mi(ldle=?ex, 
Ealing)  :  I  am  obliged  to   the  right  hou. 


Ktuireatid  a  tiuancial  delusion,  and  which 
was  denounced  by  the  present  Chaucellor 
of  the  Excherpier  in  stronger  langusLJ^e, 
are  now*  the  property  of  the  nation  with- 
out having  cost  the  niition  a  single  far- 
thing. They  are  worth  some  £  1 8,000,000, 


iintici pates,  to  some  extent,  what  1  have 
to  say.  The  right  hon,  Gentlennin  ha* 
jit  least  10  times  asserted  timt  tio  long  as 
he  is  Chancellor  of  the  Exche^pier  he 
will  meet  (he  Expenditure  of  the  year  out 
of    Kevenne,     but      he      has     borrowed 


and  are   bringing  into   the    British  Ex-  i  £289,000  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  the 


chequer  from  July  1  of  this  vear  some 
£600,000  a  year. 

Sir  W,  HARCOURT  assented. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
Having  obtained  that  information  from 
the  Ciiancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  for 
which  I  express  my  gratitude,  I  will  not 
farther  trouble  the  House. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Imperial  aad  Naval  Dttfent^e  Acta. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  it  m  expoLlierjt  to  authorise  the  i>ay- 

mm\\  into  the  Exchequer  of  any  sum  by  whicli 

the  ittfjrregat«  payajeat^  laaile  to  tlic  Naval  Du- 

fenoe  Accoiiat,  antler  section  two  of  *  The  Naval 

Dcfent^e  Act,  1889/  may  cxceeil  the  actual  ex- 

peniHture  on  contract  ships  authorised  by  that 

Act  ;  «.ntl  to  provide  that  the  f  Lirth**r  inNtalrrtcnts 

'>  the  said  Account  under  the  said  MiC- 

ceaseJ'^^-'^Tht*  C/i4inrptloro/ the  Ex- 

•SiH  \y,  HARCOURT:  I  wonld 
explain  that  noder  the  Naval  Defence 
Act  the  Treasury  were  empowered  to 
lK>rfow  on  the  Antmity  of  £1,428,571, 
sufficient    to   enable   them    to    meet  the 


Expenditure  of  this  year,  increasing  the 
Debt  in  the  Consolidated  F:md  by  that 
amoutit,  and  consefpiently  ha^  violated  in 
the  most  open  manner  the  solemn  pledge 
I  he  has  over  and  over  again  given  to  the 
j  House.  The  transaction  is  really  a  very 
I  -simple  one,  Umlcr  the  Naval  Defence 
Act  a  certain  expenditure  was  authoriaed 
which  was  to  be  contracted  for  in  five 
years^  and  the  Annnities  to  cover  that 
expenditure  were  to  run  for  seven  years. 
The  expenditure  of  the  first  five  yeara 
was  in  the  form  of  grata ts,  paid  out  of 
income,  and  iha  difference  between  ex- 
penditure ami  income  Vfiv^  made  good  out 
of  advances  made  by  the  Treasury,  Imt 
Parliament  provided  that  as  the  halaucea 
accrued  they  shouhl  he  applied  to  the 
reduction  of  the  advances  made.  The 
right  hou.  Gentleman  the  ChanccHor  of 
the  Exche«|uer  is  attempting  to  w»ind  up 
this  account  in  a  manner  never  heard  of. 
There  is  £1,146,0(X>  deficiency  on  one 
part  of  tho  account,  and  he  transfers  that 
to  the  Consolidated  Fnnd,  and  these  sub- 
sequent Resolutions  make  theConsolidated 
Fund  responsible  for  the  pa j meat  of  the 
principal  and  interest  of  the  debt  so  trans-  ] 
autiiorisod  expenditure  of  £10,000,000  |  furred.  Then  he  turns  to  the  credit  side 
on  contract-built  ships.     The  amount  so  I  of    the    accotmt,    and     quietly     collars 
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£2,000,000,  which  has  absolutely  iiothiDg 
to  do  with  the  Revenue  of  the  year,  and 
pitchforks  this  into  the  Revenue,  and  so 
establishes  a  surplus  of  £1,291,000.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  therefore, 
is  deliberately   creating  £289,000  more 
•debt  than  would  have  been  created  if  the 
present  Act  was  allowed  to  run  its  course. 
I  say  that  such  action  as  that  is  unheard- 
of  and  altogether  indefensible.     Now  I 
propose  to  amend  this  Resolution  in  such 
a  way  as  to  provide  that  while  the  Chan- 
cellor of  ihe  Exchequer  should  wind  up 
the  Naval  Defence  Act,  it  shall  be  done 
in  such  a  manner  that  only  the  actual  de- 
ficiency on  the  account  shall  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  Consolidated  Fund.     If  the 
Resolution    is    carried    as    it  stands,    it 
merely   amounts  to   a   manipulation    of 
accounts  for  the  purpose  of  manufacturing 
A   surplus    for    the    forthcoming     year. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will 
agree  with  mo  that  great  care  should  be 
taken  not  to  interfere  with  the  intention 
of  Parliament  in  these  matters.     If  pro- 
ceedings of  this  kind  can  be  permitted, 
there   is  no  reason  why  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  not  bring  the  whole  of 
the  Sinking  Fund  into  his  Revenue   for 
this  year.     I  am  aware  that  this  is  a  com- 
plicated matter,  and  I  know  also  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  had  a 
great  deal  to  do  in  the  preparation  of  this 
matter ;  but  I  am  sure  if  he  has  looked 
into  the   matter  he  will  know  that  my 
statement  is  accurate.     If  the  Chancellor 
of    the  Exchequer  finds  out  that  I  am 
accurate  in  my  statement,  he  must  assimi- 
late his  practice  to  his  professions,  and 
accept  my  Amendment,  and  wind  up  the 
Naval  Defence  Act  without  pitchforking 
into  the  Revenue  of  this  year  £289,000 
which  does  not  belong  to  it,  and  which 
«an  only  be  appropriated  by  a  similar  in- 
<srease  of  the  National  Debt.     I  hope  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  accept 
my  suggestion,  and  so  act  in  accordance 
with    the    unbroken     practice     of     the 
Treasury  and  of  Parliament  in  dealing 
^ith  funds  of  this  kind. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  "expedient,"  in  line  1,  to 
the  word  "  and,"  in  line  4,  in  order  to 
insert  the  words 

**  To  close  CD  the  Slst  of  March,  1894,  the 
Naval  Defence  Account  as  establlHhed  by 
Section  2  of  *  The  Naral  Defence  Act,  1889/  "— 
iLord  G,  HamUton,) 

Lord  G.  Hamilton 


Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question  ?  " 

•Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  proposal 
of  the  noble  Lord  is  that  I  should  agree 
to  the  creation  of  a  deficit.  J  regard  this  Re- 
solution as  the  corollary  and  natural  result 
of  putting  an  end  to  the  Naval  Defence 
Accounts.  If  the  House  is  ot  opinion 
that  they  would  like  a  Budget  of  this 
character  to  create  a  deficit,  of  course  it 
is  open  for  hon.  Members  to  vote 
for  the  noble  Lord's  Amendment. 
The  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  is 
absolutely  fatal  to  all  our  proposals,  and 
I  cannot  consent  to  a  course  which  would 
produce  a  deficit  instead  of  a  surplus  for 
the  year.  When  the  noble  Lord  talks 
about  winding  up  the  Naval  Defence 
Accounts  in  this  way,  he  knows  that  it 
would  throw  the  great  responsibility  upon 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  of 
raising  another  £2,000,000  by  taxation. 
I  must  leave  the  House  to  judge  as  to  the 
wisdom  of  a  proposal  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  deficit  with 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
threatened  the  House  would  not  be  created 
by  the  action  of  the  noble  Lord.  The 
deficit  is  there  already,  and  is  the  result 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  own 
proposals.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
gets  rid  of  it  by  applying  a  portion  of 
the  funds  of  the  country,  which  last  year 
and  not  this  year  was  intended  for  pay- 
ment of  debt  to  the  Revenue  of  this  year* 
There  never  was  a  more  extraordinary 
revelation  of  strange  methods  of  finance* 
The  Sinking  Fund  of  last  year  is  appli- 
cable to  the  reduction  of  Debt  this  year ; 
but  I  do  not  know  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposes  to  bring  in  a 
portion  of  the  Sinking  Fund  of  last 
year  to  meet  the  expenditure  of  this 
year.  There  is  just  as  much  statutory 
provision  made  for  the  payment  of  this 
debt,  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
calls  mine,  as  for  the  other  which  belongs 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  pre- 
decessors. He  forgets  that  in  regard  to 
the  Localisation  of  Forces  Bill  precisely 
the  same  course  was  followed  by  his  late 
Chief.  I  should  like  to  know  what  the 
opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
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■  jVIember  for  Midlotliiati  would  Ire  in 
reference  to  a  traiissat^iiou  uiKler  which 
money  wbicb  ought  to  Imve  been  iisetl 
for  pay  men  t  of  debt  last  year  is  diverted 
from  itsi  object  nm)  thrown  into  the  in- 
come of  the  cnrrent  year.  The  right 
Ihoo.  tienllernan  cloi^ea  the  Naval  Defence 
Aeconnts  a  year  back  instead  of  r losing 
them  now,  so  that  be  may  collar  the  assets 
whicb  should  have  gone  towards  the 
re^iuetioii  of  ibe  debt,  Tbe  Naval  De- 
fence Act  had  £2H9,Ot>0  applicable  to  it 
hist  year,  and  therefore  the  debt  wbieh 
has  been  traits^ferretl  should  have  Iteen 
that  mnch  smaller.  But  tiiat  does  not 
Btitt  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
He  wants  to  keep  the  assets  that  ought 
to  have  been  raiseil  last  year,  and  so  he 
magnifies  the  debt.  I  eom|diineiitliiui  upon 
tbe  iDgenniry  of  bis  device.  With 
reference  to  the  observation  nmJe  earlier 
in  tbe  ^evening.  1  mny  say  that  if  I 
have  attacked  the  right  hoii.  <tentlernan^s 
financial  purity  it  in  because    be   has  in- 

Isisted  so  niiich  upon  possessing  it.  lie 
Ireats  mo  as  a  miserable  sinner  in  that 
respect,  but  I  have  never  set  up  these 
bigb  doctrines  of  the  ri4!;l)t  hon. 
Gentleman  ;  and  what  is  ridieuh>U8 
Ij*    that    axvliilo    making    these    profes- 

Iflious  the  Chancellor  of  tbe  Kxchequer 
is  taking  funds    whieh    Ijelong    to    last 
year,  and  which  ought  to  have  been  paid 
in  that  year,  and  appropriating  them  to 
the   pnr[)oses   of    this   year.     I  atn  only 
surprised    that    tbe    authorities    at    the 
BpVeasn ry,  who  are  extremely  severe  in 
^Knaintaining  the  traditions  uf  their  Oliice, 
^niouUl   be  a   party   to  something  which 
^^iitirely  upsets  every  principle  of  finance, 
and  letVl  their  saoction  to  a  plan   whiidi 
will  be  an  eticonrageinent  to  subsetjueut 
Chancellors      of      the      Exebefpter     to 
a«e  tboir  expenditure  by  taking  assets 
rhich      are     set     apart    for    tlie     pay- 
ment of  debt  and  transferring  them  fron> 
toe    year    to    another,     I    am  glad   that 
ttteution  has  beeti  drawn  to  this  matter. 
Then    we   have   the   Bill   before  ««  we 
ball  see  what  course  we  shall  take  on 
lis  matter. 

■Mr.  COHEN  said,  that  he  tbout^ht 
efore  a  remly  assent  was  given  by  the 
louse  to  tbe  arguments  olfered  by  the 
^bauceltor  of  the  EKchoquer  be  should 
ring  forward  some  stronger  ground  than 
tie  mere  statement  that  he  had  inclmlcd 
aiuB    which    properly   belonged   to    last 
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year's    finance  in    order    to  equalise  liis 
Budget. 

Sir  li.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  the  Chancellor  of  tbe  Excbeqiier 
had  stitted  that  the  right  hon.  tientleman 
the  Member  tor  St.  George's  had  dimi- 
nished the  reduction  of  National  Debt  in 
order  to  remedy  taxation.  The  snrphis 
must  bas^e  gone  to  the  reduction  of  Debt ; 
but,  as  a  fol lower  and  an  admirer  of  the 
finance  of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  be  should 
be  sorry  to  believe  that  there  bad  been 
any  shortcoming  in  the  diminution  of  the 
National  Debt,  and  he  did  not  believe  it ; 
and  in  order  to  f>rove  it  he  would  like  to 

point  out  one  or  two  facts  to  show 

Sir  \\\  HAHCOUKT  :  1  would  ask, 
Mr.  Chairman,  whether  this  is  in  Order 
— to  discuss  the  diminution  of  the  Na- 
tional Debt  under  former  Administra- 
tions ? 

Sir  R.  temple  :  1  am  merely 
answering  what  the  right  hon*  Gentle- 
tiian  said.  If  it  was  in  Onler  for  bim  to 
make  this  attack  upon  this  particular 
[iorJion  of  the  finance  of  bis  prede* 
cessor- — — » 

The  chairman  :  We  have  passed 
from  the  general  discussion,  and  hon. 
Members  must  confine  themselves  entirely 
to  this  Amendment, 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islijigton,  K)  said, 
he  thought  it  ought  to  go  out  to  the 
public  that  the  right  boo.  Gentleman  tbe 
Chancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer,  who  had 
set  up  so  high  a  sUndard  of  financial 
purity,  Imd  had  to  acknowledge  the 
borrowing  of  £289,000,  without  whicb, 
as  he  had  told  them,  they  would  create  a 
deficit  whicb  wouhl  be  absolutely  fatal 
to  tbe  finani^es  of  the  year.  He  thought 
it  was  an  interesting  result  of  tbe  some- 
what long  discussion  wbicb  they  had  had 
that  they  had  come  to  the  absolute  con- 
clusion, acknowledged  by  both  sides  of 
the  House,  that  the  oidy  way  in  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could 
manage  to  balance  his  Budget  was  by 
borrowing  this  sum  which  be  ailmitted 
ilid  not  Ijchmg  to  the  income  of  the  yean 
He  thought  they  would  remember  this  in 
tbe  future  when  tbe  Chancellor  of  the 
Excbet|uer,  being  in  opposition,  was 
criticising  the  financial  proposals  of  a 
Conservative  Governraeiit, 

Mil.  FOR  WOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk )  said,  this  was  not  the  oidy  amount 
which  the  Chancellor  of  tlie  Exchequer 
had  availed  himself  of  arising  out  of  the 
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Naval  Defence  Act  of  1889.  Had  it 
not  been  for  the  Naval  Defence  Act  of 
1889  and  the  Imperial  Defence  Act, 
which  bad  been  so  much  censured  by  the 
right  lion.  Gentleman,  his  position  this 
year  would  have  been  that  he  would  have 
had  to  provide  £2,000,000  more  in  his 
Budget  than  as  a  fact  he  had  had  to  do, 
for  he  had  taken  advantage  of  sums  of 
money  provided  by  his  predecessors,  in- 
cluding this  £289,000,  and  the  annuity 
of  the  Naval  Defence  Act,  amounting  to 
£1,429,000,  as  well  as  the  Suez  Canal 
dividend  of  £260,000— he  had  taken 
advantage  of  these  sums  which  were  in- 
tended by  his  predecessors  to  extinguish 
Debt  to  assist  his  Budget  in  the  present 
year ;  and  instead  of  applying  these 
sums  to  the  extinguishment  of  Debt, 
he  had  applied  them  to  the  year's  ex- 
penditure, and  had  gone  to  the  Sinking 
Fund  to  pay  off  the  very  Debt  that  these 
moneys  were  intended  to  provide  out  of 
taxation.  The  whole  scheme  was  an  in- 
direct one  for  meeting  the  obligations  of 
the  year  largely  out  of  the  Sinking 
Fund.  It  was  clear  that  had  it  not  been 
for  the  income  coming  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  through  these  three 
provisions — the  Naval  Defence  Act,  the 
Suez  Canal  Shares,  and  the  surplus  of 
the  Naval  Defence  Act  of  £289,000— 
he  would  have  had  to  provide  additional 
taxation  to  the  extent  of  nearly 
£2,000,000.  That  was  fairly  shown  by 
the  statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  himself.  In  that  statement 
the  total  expenditure  of  the  year  was 
placed  at  £94,175,000,  which  was  the 
amount  arrived  at  after  allowing  for 
differences  made  by  reason  of  the  Impe- 
rial Defence  Act  and  the  Naval  Defence 
Act.  Therefore,  they  had  a  statement 
of  expenditure  set  out  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  distinct  and  separate 
from  the  Imperial  Defence  Act  and  the 
Naval  Defence  Act.  What  would  have 
been  the  revenue  had  these  Acts  not 
existed  on  the  basis  of  last  year's  taxa- 
tion ?  They  had  had  it  stated  at 
£90,956,000.  That  sum  included  the 
provision  made  for  the  Naval  Defence 
annuity  of  £1,429,000.  So  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  found  himself  in 
this  position,  had  there  been  no  Imperial 
Defence  Act  and  no  Naval  Defence  Act, 
of  having  a  revenue  on  the  basis  of  last 
year's  taxation  of  £89,527,000  as  against 
his  expenditure  of  £94,175,000,  so  that 

Mr.  Forwood 


his  deficit  would  have  been  £4,648,000. 
Towards  that  deficit  all  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  provided  for  in 
the  shape  of  new  taxation  was  an  amount 
of  £2,670,000,  leaving  a  deficit  of  nearly 
£2,000,000,  of  which  he  had  already 
spoken.  By  this  fortuitous  circumstance 
of  the  existence  of  a  Naval  Defence  Act 
and  an  Imperial  Defence  Act  that  short 
provision  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  have  been  met  with  was 
made  up  by  the  annuity  under  the  Naval 
Defence  Act  of  £1,429,000,  by  the  Suez 
Canal  shares  dividend  of  £260,000,  and 
by  the  surplus  amount  on  Naval  Defence 
expenditure  of  £289,000.  So  that,  in  his 
opinion,  the  whole  Budget  was  nothing 
more  than  a  clever  electioneering  Budget. 
It  was  one  in  which  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  took  advantage  of  the 
legislation  of  his  predecessors,  so  far  as 
they  assisted  his  present  Budget,  but  at 
the  same  time  he  was  not  generous  enough 
to  acknowledge  the  advantages  he  had 
received  from  (he  amounts  coming  to  him 
by  reason  of  the  existence  of  the  Naval 
and  Imperial  Defence  Acts. 

LoKD  G.  HAMILTON  said,  he  was 
very  much  disappointed  ^at  the  reply  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  He 
had  hoped  that  when  the  matter  had 
been  pointed  out  to  him  he  would  have 
accepted  the  Amendment.  His  defence 
appeared  to  be  that  unless  he  was  allowed 
to  borrow  these  moneys  in  the  way  he 
proposed  his  Budget  would  be  upset. 
He  could  only  say  that  he  trusted  every- 
body had  heard  the  right  hon.  Gontle- 
man^s  defence,  and  that  it  would  be 
remembered.  Under  the  circumstances, 
he  would  not  put  the  Committee  to  the 
trouble  of  a  Division  upon  his  Amend- 
ment, but  would  withdraw  it  and  raise 
the  matter  again  when  the  Bill  was 
before  the  House. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question,  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
payment  into  the  Exchequer  of  any  sum  by 
which  the  aggregate  payments  made  to  tl^ 
Naval  Defence  Account,  under  section  2  of 
♦'  The  Naval  Defence  Act,  1889/*  may  exceed 
the  actual  expenditure  on  contract  ships  autho- 
rised by  that  Act ;  and  to  provide  that  the 
further  instalments  payable  to  the  said  Account 
under  the  said  section  shall  cease. 

Re6olve<l,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authoriie 
the  application  of  the  old  Sinking  Fund  and 
the  new  Sinking  Fund  in  paying  off  the  loans 
borrowed  under  I  Part  II,  'of  **  The  Imperial 
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Defence  Act  of  1888,  *  and  under  *'  The  Navnl 
Defence  Act,  1889." 

Resolvctl,  That  it  is  expedieut  to  authoiiiie 
the  paymentf  out  of  the  peimarieiit  an  Dual 
charge  for  the  Natiouttl  Debt,  of  the  intereat  of 
the  *rh1  loan?/'— (7^^'  Cfmneelhr  itf  ths  Er- 

Resolution?  to  bo  reported  To- morrow ; 
Committee  to  sit  aguiii  To-morrow. 


J 


CONCILIATION    (TRADE    DISPUTES) 
BILL.— (No.  1250 

SECOND    llEAlJiXt;,       [aIM«>IiUNED 
DEBATE,] 

Order  read,  for  resnniiD^  Adjttiirued 
Delmto  on  Question  [I9Ui  April],  **  Thut 
the  Bill  lie  now  rend  u  beiiuad  time  J* 

QuestioH  again  propoeed. 
DeUue  resumed. 

Mr.  PIEHPOIJST  (Warrington)  ^aid, 
he  had  t^carcely  supposed  the  Government 
iutended  to  go  on  wltli  tlie  Bill  at  this 
hour,  as  only  three  minutes  were  left 
for  diseus^ioti.  Tbe  other  night,  just 
lieftiro  Uk.'  .«nt  down,  he  was  sayitig  that 
the  Bill  granted  powers  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  whieli  it  already  Imd,  and  wbich 
it  alreatly  exercised.  What  would  be  the 
etfeet  of  putting  into  a  Stiitute  thci^e 
powers  which  the  Board  of  Trade  already 
possesse^l  f  He  supposed  that  in  case  of 
disputes  tiu3  parties  would  look  upou  the 
Board  of  Trade  as  a  body  to  whieh  they 
might  go  for  settlement,  instead  of  coming 
to  an  arraugeraeut  among  thoraselvest 
He  suggested  that  it  was  very  objection- 
able to  do  anything  in  the  way  of  further 
mixing  up  officials  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
or  any  other  Department,  with  trade  dis- 
pntei}  which  might  well  be  settled 
between  the  employers  and  employed  by 
private  Boards  of  Coiiciliatiou,  which 
were  being  es  tab  lis  lied  in  the  distriets 
occaaiionally  affected  by  trade  disputes. 
Since  the  Bill  was  discussed  on  Friday 
night  they  had  hail  an  opportnnily  of 
seeing  an  abstract  of  the  Keport  of  the 
Labour  Conimission ;  and  he  found  from 
that  abstract  that  the  Report  did  not  apcar 
to  approve  of  the  suggestions  made  in  the 
Bill.  He  also  found,  on  looking  further 
into  the  Bill,  that  it  contained  clauses 
for  conciliation ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
arbitration  was  only  by  inforeiicc  men- 
tioned once  or  twice  in  the  whole 
njeiv^ure.  In  Section  2,  Sub-section  2,  it 
was  mentioned  by  inference.  In  Section 
3  it   wtis  actually  meutioued  ;    but    the 


whole  effect  of  tbe  Bill  simply  was  that 
the  Bonni  of  Trade  should  use  its  offices 
and  try  to  get  localities  to  fonu  Boards  of 
Arbitration.  The  Royal  Comruission 
approved  of  giving  a  Public  Department 
power  to  appoint  an  arbitrator  to  act 
eillier  alone  or  with  others  ;  but  the  Bill 
only  contemplated  not  the  appointment 
of  arbitrators,  but  of  conciliators. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Delmte  stood 
adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resmued  To-morrow. 

Mk.  BARTLEY  said,  he  wished  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  llonse  to  the 
fact  that  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  liad  not  l>een  in  the  House  dnring 
the    time    that    this    Debate    had    been 


EVICTED  TENANTS  (IHELAND)  BILL, 
(No,  176.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
asked  when  the  Government  intended  to 
proceed  with  the  Bill  ? 

Hit.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  R.) 
j^aid^  the  Chief  Secretary,  when  the  BtQ 
was  introduced,  said  it  would  lie  printed 
within  24  hours,  but  he  bad  not  yet  got 
a  eopv. 

The  parliamentary  SECRE- 
TARY TO  THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  T, 
E.  Ellis,  Merionethshire)  said,  he  was 
sure  the  delay  had  arisen  from  some 
cause  over  which  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  had  no  control. 


Second    Reading 


deferred    till    To- 


RAILWAT  AND  CANAL  TRAFFIC  BILL, 
(No.  156,) 

SECOND  READING, 

•Mh,  TOM  LIN  son  (Prestoa)  said, 
this  was  a  very  important  Bill  to  traders, 
and  they  were  anxious  to  know  when  it 
would  he  proceeded  with. 

The  secretary  to  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Burt,  Morpeth)  said, 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
left  the  House,  but  the  hou.  Gentleman 
might  be  sure  that  he  was  anxious  that 
the  Bill  sliould  be  brought  on  as  soon  as 
possible. 

Second     Reading    deferred     till    To- 


1203 


Evening 


{COMMONS} 


Schools. 


1204 


WILD  BIRDS'  PROTECTION  ACT  (1880) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No   134.) 

COMMITTEE. 

\_ProgresSy  19th  April,'] 

Bill  considered  \n  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Mr.  p.  M*HUGH  (Leitrim,  N.)  moved 
to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  asked  leave  to  sit  again." — (^Mr,  P. 
M'Hugh.) 

Mr.  J.  A.  PEASE  (Northumber- 
land, Tyneside)  said,  he  should  be  glad 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  allow  the 
Bill  to  proceed. 

Mr.  p.  M*HUGn  said,  there  were 
some  provisions  in  the  Bill  to  which  he 
could  not  agree. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


Committee    report 
again  To-morrow. 


Progress  ;    to   sit 


BELI  GIOUS  TESTS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
(No.  48.) 

•    SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) 
said,  he  objected,  as  there  were  pro- 
visions in  the  Bill  to  which  he  could  not 
assent. 


Second 
morrow. 


Reading    deferred    till     To- 


SOLICITORS'  EXAMINATION  BILL. 

(No.  112.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

LONDON    streets    AND    BUILDINGS 

lULL. 

Ordere<l,  Thjit  Mr.  Kinilnir  Iw  dischargeil  and 

Mr.  P.  M.  Thornton  Ik?  added  to  the  Committee 

on   London    Streets  and  Biiil<linp*  Bill. — (.1/r. 

AkerS'DougUix.^. 


VOLUNTEER   ACTS. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be 
pointe<l  to  inquire  into  the  working  of 
Volunteer  Acts,  and  tlic  legal  status  and  obliga- 
tions of  Volunteers  serving  under  them. — (^Mr, 
Secret  a  ry  Ca  mphdl-  Ba  n  Herman.) 


T 
the 


RAILWAY    COMMISSION    BILL.  ^ 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Albert  RoUit,  Bill  to  amend 
the  constitution,  powers,  and  procedure  of  the 
Railway  Commission,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Sir  Albert  Rollit,  Dr.  Hunter,  Mr.  John  Kllis, 
Mr.  Hanbury,  Mr.  Channing,  Sir  Alfred  Hick- 
man, Mr.  Bumie,  Mr.  Dodd,  Mr.  Field,  Mr. 
Jacks,  and  Mr.  Patrick  Aloysius  M'Hugh. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [  Bill  185.] 


POLICE    (COUNTIES    AND    BOROUGHS). 
Paper    [presented  20th  April]  to  he 
printed.     [No  83.] 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposcil, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." 

Evening   Schools. 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said,  he  wanted  to  say  a  few  words  upon 
a  matter  of  some  urgency.  If  he  under- 
stood rightly,  a  Code  of  some  importance 
affecting  evening  schools  throughout 
England  had  been  nominally  lying  on  the 
Table  for  a  month  past,  and,  unless  thej 
took  care,  would  become  law  in  a  few 
days.  If  he  understood  the  answer  given 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Minister 
for  Education  that  evening,  this  Code 
had  not  been  printed.  If  that  was  so, 
it  would  be  an  unprecedented  thing  for  a 
Code  of  that  importance  to  come  into 
effect  without  even  having  been  printed 
for  the  perusal  of  Members  of  this  House. 
He  submitted  that  the  right  hon.  Member 
was  bound  to  take  some  steps  to  postpone 
the  operation  of  the  Code  until  it  had 
been  printed  and  they  had  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  seeing  what  it  contained. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  said,  he  found  himself  in 
somewhat  difficult  circumstances  in  refer- 
ence to  this  Code.  It  had  been  nominally 
laid  on  the  Table,  but  there  was  delay  in 
the  printing.  This  was  the  first  Evening 
School  Code  they  had  ever  had,  and  they 
were  anxious  to  give  consideration  to  all 
the  suggestions  which  were  being  made. 
He  found,  however,  that  it  would  be 
possible  to  start  afresh  by  laying  a 
Minute  on  the  Table,  so  that  there  might 
be  a  good  month  for  consideration  of  the 
Code.  This  Minute  would  contain  all 
the  particulars  in  the  Code. 

House  adjouracil  at  ten  rainiitei 
after  Twelre  o'clock. 
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HOUSE      OF      LORDS, 
Tuesday,  24th  April  1894. 

LIMITATION  OF  ACTIONS  BILL.— (No.  13.) 
COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
pat  into  Committee^  read. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  My  Lords,  in  moving  that 
the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  the 
said  Committee,  I  desire  to  say  a  word  or 
two  with  regard  to  the  Bill.     When  I 
introduced  it  to  your  Lordships*  notice  I 
called    attention    to    the    fact    that    as 
regards    contract   debts   it  proposes   to 
limit  the  period'  to  five  years,  and  with 
regard  to  small  debts  not  exceeding  £5 
the  limit  should  be  reduced  to  one  year. 
With  reference  to  that  part  of  the  Bill 
which  reduces  the  term  of  limitation  in 
the  case  of  wrongs,  I  have  received  no 
communication  in  any  way  of  a  hostile 
character,  .though  I  have  received  some 
with  regard  to  the  change  made.     With 
regard  to  the  part  of  the  Bill  which  deals 
with    contract  debts,   I    have    received 
communications    taking   exception    par- 
ticularly to  the  small  period  of  limitation 
as  regards  debts  under  £5.     My  Lords, 
no  doubt  the  change  proposed  is  a  very 
considerable  one — in  the  reduction  from 
six  years  to  five.     The  conclusion  I  have 
arrived  at  is,  in  the  first  instance,  that  to 
make  the  limitation  for  the  term  of  three 
years     applicable     generally,    and     not 
attempting  to  deal  in  quite  so  drastic  a 
fashion  with  those  small  debts,  would  not 
be  advisable.      My   own   opinion  is,  it 
would    be    a   very    beneficial   change ; 
but     I     feel     it    is    a     matter     upon 
which    there     may     be    great    differ- 
ence of  opinion.     With  regard   to   the 
objection  of  the  noble  Marquess  that  it 
might  lead  to  the  period  of  credit  given 
being  increased  in  order  that  the  sum  to  be 
recovered  might  be  increased,    though 
that  is  no  doubt  a  very  grave  objection, 
yet  I  think  I  should  not  be  justified  in 
acting  upon  it,  although  I  am  not  at  all 
inclined  to  give  any  encouragement  to 
any  desire  to  increase  credit.    Therefore, 
I  am  not  inclined  to  make  that  change 
and  put  all  debts  and  contracts  on  the 

VOL.  XXIII.  [fourth  sEaiEs.] 


same  basis.  I  have  not  now  made  any 
Amendment  to  that  effect,  but  I  shall 
propose  in  Standing  Committee  a  change 
modifying  in  the  way  I  have  mentioued 
the  proposals  I  make  in  the  Bill. 

Moved,  "That  the  House  do  now 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  upon  the 
said  Bill."— (r^e  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Lord  HALSBURY  :  I  do  not  know 
whether  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
has  taken  into  consideration  what  I 
pointed  out  on  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill  in  reference  to  claims  regarding 
land. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  I  shall  put  down  an 
Amendment  with  regard  to  questions 
affecting  land  other  than  trespass,  but  I 
will  not  make  it  in  Committee  now.  I 
propose  that  they  should  both  be  dealt 
with  in  Standing  Committee. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
I  would  venture  to  point  out  to  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  and  his  friends  that 
their  recent  legislation  in  favour  of  put- 
ting the  agricultural  classes  more  upon 
the  land,  cither  as  hirers  of  allotments  or 
as  owners,  is  rather  an  argument  against 
the  policy  to  which  he  is  now  giving  his 
authority.  I  do  not  say  that  they  are 
the  only  people  who  get  in  debt, 
but  undoubtedly  small  farmers  of 
all  kinds  have  a  great  tendency  to 
get  into  debt,  more  than  other  people, 
on  account  of  the  extreme  vicissitudes  to 
which  their  calling  is  subject.  A  bad 
year,  or  bad  prices,  or  some  accident  will 
throw  them  back  on  the  year,  and  de- 
prive them  of  all  profit  for  the  year,  and 
they  cannot  get  on  at  all.  They  must 
go  into  the  workhouse  unless  they  can 
obtain  some  credit.  It  seems  to  me, 
therefore,  the  policy  of  limiting  the 
period  of  credit,  though  undoubtedly 
there  is  a  great  deal  to  be  said  for  it  from 
other  pointis  of  view,  is  very  much 
against  the  policy  of  encouraging  agri- 
cultural labourers  to  devote  themselves 
to  agriculture  on  their  own  account, 
which  Parliament  has  so  distinctly 
favoured  in  recent  years.  I  merely  sub- 
mit this  for  the  consideration  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord.  We  shall  have 
opportunities/  lA  Wiscu.o\-g  tnib  luacto*  ^. 
Standing  Committee  and  on  Report.  JJut 
I  fear  thaX  the  change  is  one  that  will 
not  be  ftifttogether  for  the  l)enefit  of  the 
comm»dnity,and  I  do  not  think  the  noble 
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and  learnod  Lord  Bliould  trust  too  mucli 
to  what  seems  to  eucounige  him  a  ijruat 
deal — that  is^  thut  he  hut*  hiwl  no  eori^ider- 
ahle  amount  of  pro  I  est  from  tho^^e  who 
are  chieiy  iaterested.  It  will  ho  a  long 
time  before  tho:^e  who  are  luterested  mi 
this  measure  will  Hud  out  wliat  we  are 
about,  aud  probably — though  thitigii  do 
uot  go  BB  fust  ill  tlie  Housne  of  Commouji 
us  here — it  will  be  found  to  have  become 
law  before  people  will  discover  that  they 
are  at  all  touched  by  it. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  With  regard  to  the  pro- 
pot?al  I  have  made  to  change  the  term  of 
six  years,  Imt  leaving  it  open  for  altera- 
tioD  to  three  years  or  something  less  than 
alx,  the  real  object  I  have  in  view  is  to 
limit  it  to  actions  in  respect  of  wrongs. 
That  is  really  tlie  important  point ;  and, 
as  I  said  before,  if  there  i.n  any  real  con- 
troversy on  the  question  of  eou tracts  I 
would  rather  confine  the  Bill  to  the 
qaestiou  of  wronj^s  and  leave  the  other 
aa  open  question.  1  would  uot  desire  to 
make  it  a  Bill  raising  any  controversial 
qnestion,  and  therefore  I  would  merely 
confine  it  to  the  first  }mrt,  as  to  which 
I  understand  there  is  no  controversy. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  reported  with- 
out Amendment  ;  and  re-commltted  to 
the  Standing  Committee. 

LAND  TRANSFER  BILL.— (No.  UK) 
SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Head- 
ing, read* 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Hehschell)  :  My  Lords,  the  Bill  which 
I  have  to  ask  your  Lordships  to  read  a 
second  time  is,  with  one  exception — which 
I  will  descrihe  to  your  Lordships  pre- 
sently— precisely  in  the  snme  terms  as  the 
Bill  which  passed  tb rough  this  House 
last  year,  and  therefore  I  do  not  propose 
to  trotible  your  Lordships  with  the  argu- 
ments which  I  then  urged  in  favour  of 
.ihe  passing  of  that  Bill.  The  opposition 
to  the  measure  has  come  really  substan- 
tially to  one,  with  the  exception  winch  I 
alluded  to  before*  I  ilesire  to  speak 
with  all  respect  to  that  opposition,  I 
do  not  entertain  the  vit^w  which  some 
entertain  that  that  opposition  is  dictated 
simply  by  motives  of  pensonal  gain  or  by 
the  notion  that  their  professional  advan- 
tages would   be  interfered  with   by  the 

The  Marqficsi  of  Salisbury 


passing  of  such  a  measure  ;  but,  un- 
doubtedly, those  who  are  concerned  in 
the  paiising  of  snch  a  measure  are  apt  on 
the  one  hand  probEil>ly  to  exaggerate  the 
advantages  and  benefits  of  the  system  in 
which  they  hud  been  trainetl,  and  on  the 
other  hand  to  exaggerate  the  supposed 
disadvantages  of  any  change  that  may 
be  suggested,  and  1  calculate  upon  %W\b 
in  the  matter  to  which  1  have  made  allu- 
sion^— namely,  the  objection  with  which 
it  has  been  met,  I  do  uot  propose  to 
argue  the  case  at  any  length,  because  the 
Bill  met  with  aceeptance  from  your 
Lordships  last  year;  but  I  will  allude  to 
two  or  three  of  the  principal  argunientp 
which  have  been  adduced  against  I  he  BilL 
It  is  siiid  that  under  this  Bill  the  real 
owner  of  land  may  be  deprived  of  it  and 
another  person  wlio  is  not  the  owner  pui 
in  his  place.  But  the  danger  of  any 
sucli  transaction  as  that  will  be  extremely 
small  ;  and  in  any  case,  when  it  is  shown 
that  hardship  is  imposed  on  the  owner  by 
his  being  deprived  of  the  land,  the  Bill 
provides  a  remedy  and  says  that  the  real 
owner  may  still  have  the  land  notwitb- 
standint^  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  as  to 
registration,  but  in  that  case  the  person 
deprived  of  the  land  would  got  compen* 
sat  ion  under  the  assurance  provided.  It 
is  provided  ihat  a  person  who  is  wrong* 
fully  kept  out  of  land  should  get  com- 
pensation out  of  an  insurance  fund.  As 
your  Lordships  know,  at  present  land 
may  be  purchased  and  the  money 
paid,  and  the  person  purchasing  may 
neither  get  the  land  nor  secure  the 
return  of  the  money.  But  the  Bill 
secures  that  under  the  new  system  no  one 
shall  be  dispossessed  without  compensa* 
tion  h^iVi]*  provided.  It  has  been  said 
that  the  risk  of  a  person  getting  wrongly 
on  the  Register  by  means  of  forgery  and 
personation  will  l>e  considerable.  Thai 
is  a  statement  easily  made  and  difficult  U> 
meet  when  dealing  with  a  matter  of 
which  we  have  hwX  no  experieuco  in  this 
country  ;  but  I  have  infonnation  which 
shows  that  the  danger  is  very  greatly 
overestimated,  because  a  system  of  re- 
gistraiion,  under  which  fraud  or  parsonic 
tion  might  have  been  practised,  has  been 
in  opemtiou  in  the  Australian  Colouied 
for  a  great  number  of  years.  There  they 
have  insurance  funds  to  compensate 
persons  who  sufter  from  the  operation  of 
the  systetn.  In  New  South  Wales,  down 
to  1H89,  209,824  titles  have  been  placed 
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on  the  Hegidtor,  ami  the   total   sum  pnu\ 
for  conjpensation  over  the  whole  period 
as   £1,172.     lu   QiieeiT^liintJ,  dowii  to 
i9I,    the    tiuniber    of    regis tratious    on 
iLsmissioQ  wttji  233,209,  and  the  ainoiiut 
icl  out  of  the  compeuaatioti  fund  was 
1,500,  or  at   the  rate   of  Hd,  on  each 
nsactiou^     In  Tasmania,  down   to  the 
d  of  1891,  in  29  years'  working  of  the 
ct,     there     were    no    sn<  b    ease^^.     In 
estern  Australia,  in  16  years'  there  have 
n  no  such  cases.      This,   1  think,  is 
rong  evidence   to   show    that   the  fear 
bich  has    been    expressed    is  not  well 
founded^  and  that  the  *.'oniperisat.io«  to  be 
^—provided  will  prove  to  be  ample.      Then 
Hk  has  been  said   that  the   proposed  now 
^Bffltem  will   lead    to   serious  delay.     Uif 
^Bourse,  everything  will  depend   npon  the 
^^krrangotnents    made     for    working    the 
syfltem  ;    and    it    may    be    dangerous   to 
introduce   such    a    system    all    over    the 
country  at  once  ;  and,  thert^fore^  experi- 
ence will   be   gained   in  one  or  two  in- 
stances at  fir«t.     The   Bill  proposes  tlmt 
the  experiment  shall  only  bo  carried  out 
by  districts,  and  in  that   way  experience 
of  its  working  will  be  aetinired  gradually, 
aud     I     am     coutidont      that     arrange- 
ments may    be  made  which   will  secure 
that    there    shall    be    much    less    delay 
than  there  is  under  the  present  system* 
Fears    have    been    expressed    lest    the 
BegiBter  should  become  pnblic.     I  need 
only  say  that  there  is   no  intention  that 
it  should  become  public,  and,  unless  there 
is  some  reiisou  or  pnrpose  connected  with 
the  public  benefit,  I  see  no  reason  why  it 
should.     As  to  another  objection  which 
has  been  expressed,  I  think  that  anyone 
watching  over  the  scheme  would  ill  dis- 
charge his  duties  if  he   allowed   it  to  l>o 
worketl    for    the    purposes    of    earning 
Revenue  ;   that  is   to  say,  that  the  fees 
might  he  made  too   high.     It  is  obvious 
this    ought    not    to   be   a   profit-making 
department  of  the  Revenue.     My  Lords, 
it  ia  asked,  why  not  leave   those  matters 
to  be  transacted  as  they  are  at  present — 
why  not  !et  private  persons  do  the  work 
required  in  the  transmission  of  laud  as  at 
present — why    introduce     this     system  ? 
Nobody  has  a  greater  dislike  than  I  have 
to  the  gratuitous  introduction  of  ofHeial ism, 
but  what  the  official  system  has  to  do  in 
the  present  case  cannot  be  done  by  private 
euterprise  at   alL      The   scheme  ueces- 
earily     invoiveB     the     introduction     of 
ollicialiftm,  but  I  have  no  desire  to  see 


it  extended   beyond   what   is  absolutely 
reqnired  for  the  initiation   and  due  work^ 
iug  of    tlie   scheme.     There    can    l>e  no 
doubt   that  when    laud  has   been  a  few 
vcars   ou    the    Register    it    will   not    be 
necessary  for  anyone  to  look  beyond  the 
Register.      At   the  present  time  hardly 
II I jy body  bays    land    with    tlic    right    to 
insist  on  a  full  legal  title,  and  I  am  satis- 
lied   that   when    land    has    been    on   the 
Register  for  a   ntnnber  of  years  nobody 
uced  look  to  anything   beyond  the  entry 
on   the   Register.     That  will   he  a  very 
great  advantage.     The  bankers  have  ex- 
pressed the  fear  lest  the  raising  of  money 
by  means  of  er^ui table   mortgage  sliould 
become   more   diMcult    under    this    Bill. 
They    think    they  will    not    be   safe    in 
making  an  advance  to  a   nuin   who  pro- 
duces, not  Ins  dernls,  but  simply  a  certifi- 
cate of  registration.     I  confei*s  1  feel  the 
force    of    that    objection,    and    the    only 
alteration  I  have   made   from    the  Bill  of 
last  year   was  to  meet  the   views  of   tho 
bankers.     Tlie  provision  enables  a  person 
desiring  or  anticipating   the  necessity  of 
raising     money     to     have    a    certiticate 
specially   marked  for  that   purpose,  and 
the   banker  will  really  bo    safer   in  ad- 
vancing on   that  certificate   than  he  will 
be  at  present  in  advancing  on  the  deeds. 
People  will  be  enabled  instead  of  taking 
their  deeds   to    the   banker  to   take   the 
certiticate,     1  have  in  that  way,  I  tliink, 
without  throwing  any  obstacle   or  diffi- 
culty in  the  way  of  tho  systeto,  met  that 
objection.     That  is  the  only  alteration  I 
have   made   in   the  Bill,  ami   therefore  I 
think  I  need  say  nothing  more  on  the 
present  occasion. 

Moved,"  That  the  Bill  bo  now  read  2V 
— (The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2* 
accordingly,  and  commit  ted  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday 
tiext. 

LAW  LIBRARY  FOUB  COURTS,  IRELAND, 

BILL.— (No.  21*0 

SECOND    READING* 

Order  of  the  Day  for  tho  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

•Lord  MOXKSVVELL  :  My  Lords, 
this  is  a  Bill  to  sanction  the  expenditure 
of£15,0CX)  for  the  necessary  repairs  to 
the  Law  Library  in 
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formed  that  barristers  have  now  to  work 
there  verv  often  iu  a  more  crowded  con- 
dition than  thej  would  have  to  work 
under  the  Factory  Acts.  The  money  is 
provided  out  of  the  Suitors'  Fund,  follow- 
ing numerous  precedents  in  such  cases. 
The  Suitors'  Fund  now  amounts  to  about 
£6,000,000  sterling.  I  need  only  add 
that  the  Bill  passed  through  the  House 
of  Commons  without  opposition. 

Moved, "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— {The  Lord  MonkswelL) 

Lord  HALSBURY  :  I  have  not  the 
least  intention  of  putting  any  impediment 
in  the  way  of  this  Bill  ;  but  I  cannot 
help  observing  that  Ireland  seems  in  that 
respect,  and  perhaps  in  some  others,  to 
be  in  a  much  better  condition  than  we 
ourselves.  The  Library  of  this  House, 
which  is  the  highest  Court  of  Appeal  for 
the  Empire,  is  in  about  as  scandalous  a 
condition  as  it  is  possible  to  be  through 
want  of  funds,  and  I  desire  to  take  this 
opportunity  of  saying  that  both  Ireland 
and  Scotland  are  much  better  provided 
for.  In  Scotland  they  have  a  magnifi- 
cent legal  library,  and  I  think  lam  justi- 
fied in  calling  attention  to  the  fact  that 
this  House  is  very  ill-provided. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  :  I  can  bear 
testimony  to  the  bad  air  of  the  Four 
Courts  Library,  and  it  is  the  mercy  of 
Providence  that  anybody  carries  his  life 
out  of  it. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  As  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  has  pointed  out,  this  House  is  the 
highest  Court  of  Appeal  in  the  realm, 
and  we  are  extremely  ill-provided  with 
facilities.  The  books  we  require  in  de- 
ciding cases  are  often  not  to  be  found. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2»  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

• 

SANITARY  CONDITION  OF  HOWTH  AND 

CLONTARF. 

Lord  HOWTH,  who  had  on  the  Paper 

a   Notice   to   call   the  attention  of  the 

House  to  the  late  Reports  of  Dr.  Stafford, 

Medical   Sanitary  Officer  to   the  Local 

Government  Board   of  Ireland,  on   the 

sanitary  condition  of  the  towns  of  Howth 

and  Clontarf ;    and  to   notice   that   the 

Report  on    Howth  was   issued    by   the 

Local  Government  Board  as  an  official 

-document    meeting    their    support    and 

Lord  Monkswell 


approval,  said,  ho  had  discovered  that 
the  Notice  was  informal,  and,  therefore^ 
begged  leave  to  withdraw  it,  with  the  in- 
tention of  rectifying  the  informality,  and 
bringing  it  forward  again.  He  intended 
to  move  for  a  certain  Paper  which  had 
been  issued  by  the  Board  of  Guardians 
of  the  Dublin  Law  Union  in  reference  to 
a  Report  made  by  their  sanitary  officer 
on  the  condition  of  the  towns  of  Howth 
and  Clontarf.  He  would  ask,  with  their 
Lordships^  consent,  that  that  Paper  be  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  House. 

•Lord  MONKSWELL  said,  he  had  no 
information  on  the  subject,  or  whether 
it  was  desirable  that  the  Paper  men- 
tioned should  be  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House. 

NORTH  BERWICK  PROVISIONAL  ORDER      . 
BILL.— (No.  18.) 
House   iu    Committee    (according    to 
Order)  :    Bill  reported   without  Amend- 
ment :  Standing  Committee  negatived  ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday  next. 

COLONIAL  OFFICERS  (LEAVE  OF  sJ 

ABSENCE)  BILL.— (No.  26.) 
House    in    Committee   (according   to 
Order)  :  Bill  reported  without   Amend- 
ment ;  and  recommitted  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 

TOWN     IMPROVEMENTS      (bETTERMENT).      j 

The  Lord  Thring  aduletl  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

SOLICITORS   EXAMINATION    BILL.  ^ 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1*  ;  and  to 
be  printed.    (No.  38.) 

House  adjourned  at  FiTe  o'clock, 

to  Thursday  next,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  u*clodL 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  24th  April  1894. 


QUESTLONS. 

THE   DESTRUCTION   OF  WBBCK8. 

Mr.  MILDMAY  (Devon,  Totnes)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether,  iu  view  of  the  fact  thai 
the  Board  of  Trade  are  unable  to  ondor- 
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fAke  the  tkstructiori  of  wrecks  oti  o«ir 
coHsts,  where  such  wrecks  corjstittite  i\n 
impeilimeiit  to  t!ie  fii*l»iijg  iudustry,  he 
will  consider  the  posisibiJity  of  grautiug 
siicli  powers  to  the  various  Sea  Fisherient 
CoirirtiiHee.s  ? 

TnE  SECRETAHY  to  toe  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr,  BritT,  Morpeth)  :  My 
right  hoQ.  Cotleiigtm,  who  h  absent 
throijgli  iiitlispositioo,  has  askecJ  me  to 
reply  for  liim  to  tfie  (joil  Member,  The 
Boartl  of  Trade  are  not  able  to  iiilmit  the 
aceuracy  of  tlio  propo.-^ition  .stated  by  tlie 
hari.  Member.  Tlie  Trinity  Hfnise  inider- 
tiike,  at  the  expense  of  the  Mercantile 
jUunne  Fund,  the  removal  of  wrecks  on 
our  eoastsi  where  they  are  an  ohstiiiction 
to  general  navigation,  and,  as  far  as  the 
information  at  my  dijuposal  goes,  thia 
work  18  performed  in  an  admirable 
manner.  The  removal  of  wrecks  whieb 
are  not  an  oljstniction  to  general  trade, 
but  may  be  m\  impediment  to  fishermcit 
only,  cannot  lie  nndertaken  at  the  expense 
of  the  Mercantile  Marine  Fund,  and  legis- 
ktion  wonld  be  necessary  liefore  Com- 
mittees of  Sea  Fislieries  Di,stric*s  conld 
be  ena^iled  to  spend  moriey  on  the  removal 
of  aneh  wrecks.  The  point  will  he  noted 
for  consideration  in  the  event  of  any 
Jegisbition  on  the  subject,  hwt,  in  the  pre- 
sent  state  of  public  bus iuess,  no  iiope  can 
be  held  out  that  such  legislation  will  be 
UJidertiiken  this  Session. 
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FALSE  TRADE   PESC'RIFTTONS, 

^  Mr,  8TUART-\V0RTLEY  (Shef- 
field, IlaHam)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  any  progress  has  been  made 
with  the  negotiations  for  convening  again 
the  Conference  of  the  International  Union 
of  States  for  tbe  Protect  ion  of  Indnstrial 
Property  and  tlie  Repression  of  FaLse 
Trade  Descriptions  ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  mf 
STATE  FOR  FUKEIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.Grev,  Nortlmmberland,  Berwick): 
No  negotiations  upon  tliis  siiliject  are  in 
progress.  The  next  Conference  is  to  be 
held  at  Brussels,  and  the  initiative  in 
convening  it  lies  with  the  Belgian  Go- 
vernment, assisted  by  the  Central  Office 
of  the  Union  at  Berne.  There  does  not 
appear  to  be  any  reason  for  urging  that 
rbe  tneeting  sbonid  take  place  before  the 
Belgian  Government  have  made  ibc 
necessary  jircparation  and  have  suggested 
a  date. 


Mr.     STUART-WORTLEY  ;     Can 

any  deiitiite  time  be  fixed  for  re-opening 
tiie  negotiations  ? 

•Sm  E,  grey  :  As  at  present  advised 
we  do  not  thiok  any  good  purpose  would 
be  served  by  pressing  the  Belgian  Govern- 
ment on  tbe  subject. 

CESS  AX1>  8TENT, 
Mr,  W.  WHITELAW  (Pcrtb)  :  I 
Ijeg  to  ask  tbe  Lord  Advocate  whether 
be  has  now  received  a  eommnnieation 
from  tbe  Convention  of  Royal  Bnrghs 
with  regard  to  the  re-arrangement  of  the 
taxes  of  ces»  and  stent  ;  if  so,  w^ill  be 
be  able  to  introduce  a  Bill  dealing  with 
tbe  subject  at  an  etirlv  date  ? 

•Thr'LORD  AD\1>CATE  (Mr.  J,B. 
Balkotr,  Clackmannan,  &c,)  :  A 
communication  from  the  Convention  of 
Royal  Burghs  has  been  received  and  will 
be  considered,  hut  I  am  not  able  to  say 
whether  legislation  on  the  subject  will  be 
proposed  this  Session, 

SLAVERY  ON  THE  EAST  COABT  OF 
AFRICA. 

Mr.    J.    PEASE    (Northumberland, 
Tyneside)  :  I  beg  to  ask  tbe  Secretary  to 
tbe  Admiralty   if    he    could    inform    the 
House  bow  many  vessels  of  Iler  Majesty's 
Navy  are  now  stationed  on  the  East  Coiii^t 
of    Africa ;     what    is    the   approximate 
annual   expense  incurred  in  maintaining 
this  station  ;   how   many  vejssels   are  re- 
quired  for  tbe    defence    of    tbe    static 
apart   from   all    considerations  coub 
with  the  snpjires^iou  of  the  Slajjif Trade; 
if  he  could  state   what   is  thft-^^mp'^f^*! 
amotint  that    would    he    m^^^    ^^    ^^^^ 
station    if  tbe  numher^>*'^ vessels    were 
limited   to   the  renni^^ieuts  of    defence 
only  ;  to  wlnit.   extt^'f  t*""^^^  the  number 
of  vea.sels  required  An"  the  defence  of  the 
station  be  fnrtber  red  need  in  the  event  of 
the  withdrawal    »f   the  vessels  belonging 
to  other  Powers    from    British    protected 
waters  ;  and  v^hut  would  he  tbe  computed 
amount  saved  in  this  event  aa  compared 
with  the  present  cost  ? 

Tuk  Secretary  to  the  ad- 
miralty (Sir  U,  KAY-SHLfTTLE- 
wortii,  Lancasliire,  Clitheroe)  :  The 
number  of  sbips  generally  stationed  on  the 
East  Coast  of  Africa  is  four,  in  jiddition 
to  the  Hve  lake  and  river  gunboats  on 
Lake  Nyassn  and  the  Sbirc  and  Zambesi 
Rivers,  *  Tbe  cost  of  maintaining  them 
wouhl  require   an   elaborate  calculation, 
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which  would  in  vol  re  much  time  sdJ 
labour.  The  Admiralty  are  unable  to 
form  any  reliable  estimate  baseil  upon 
tbe  bypothesis  stAtecl  in  the  four  con- 
cluding paragraphs  of  my  lion.  Frieturs 
question.  All  that  can  be  said  is  that  if 
tb©  Slave  Trade  were  to  come  to  an  end, 
tbe  duties  thrown  on  Her  Majesty's  ships 
off  the  East  Coast  would  be  somewhat 
reducetl,  much  m  the  same  way  as  the 
abolition  of  tbe  Slave  Trade  on  the  West 
Coast  led  to  great  reductiona  of  labour 
and  cost.  Moreover,  the  money  now 
Bpent  m  bounties  would  be  saved. 


Questions* 
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DEED  STAMPING  IN  IRELAND. 
Mk,  MCARTAN(Down,  8.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  he  is  aware  that  tbe  Stamp  Act 
does  not  require  counterparts  in  Ireland 
to  be  stamped  in  Dublin  ;  and  whether 
be  will  state  what,  if  any,  is  tbe  risk 
to  tbe  Revenue  which  staniping  counter- 
parts in  the  Belfast  ofbce  would  in- 
volve ? 

♦The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBEHT,  Uldhain)  : 
Tbe  Commissioners  have  ample  authority 
under  the  sections  already  quoted  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  practice  which  exists. 
It  must  he  apparent  that  if  what  is  really 
a  certificate  by  the  Commissioners  that  a 
certiiiu  deed  is  properly  stamped  w^ere 
allowed  to  be  given  by  any  other  thaD 
experts  in  Stamp  Law,  there  would  l>e 
'^'«k  to  the  Revenue,  I  do  not  kuovv 
wbetu.,^j.  jIj^  hon.  Member  expects  that 
1^*®^  facilities  should  be  afforded  to 
Belfast  tha.,^  ,^^.  ^^eTorded  to  other  large 
cities  and  to\v..,j, 

Mb.  M*CART^^j^  ,  J  |„^^.^,  j^^^  ^1  .    , 
tiou*  ^ 


thi 


Mu.SEXTON(K.      ^^^)^^Vhati 


sent  stamps 
ute  some 
after   the 


e  reuxou   why  the  ofej^^  ;„  ^^  ^j 

the  stiuupiiiK  at  Belfasi.  ^^^„„,  ^^^^  ,,^ 
eutrusleU  with  the  staiiih;  „f  j^^^  . 
aud,  tiirther,  is  there  any  objectiou  to 
allow  the  omcer  who  at  prt^ 
the  deeds  in  Dubliu  to  d 
trustworthy  person  to  loot* 
Btamping  in  Belfast  ? 

•Sir  J,  T.  HIBBERT  was  uL^jj^^j^tood 
to  say  that  the  couyterpartH.  e^uii] 
be  preseuted  to  tbe  Inland  Revcij^^^  ^^ 
Belfast,  and  then  forwarded  to  Uubjj^ 

Mr,  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  ^\  . 
Will  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  try  to  g,g^ 

Sir  U.  Kaif'ShtUik  worth 


rid    of    tbe   confusions  of    this   circum- 
locution office  ? 

Sir  J,  T.  HIBBERT  :  If  the  hon. 
Member  wishes  to  niu  any  risk  in  respect 
of  the  Revenue,  probably  that  wouM  be 
the  best  wav  to  do  it. 

Mit.  SEXTON  :  What  are  the  places 
at  which  counterparts  arc  at  present 
allowetl  to  he  stamped  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  only 
ptaces  wdiere  these  counterparts  are 
allowed  to  be  stamped  are  Loudon^ 
Dubliu,  and  Edinburgli, 

•Mr,  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  Is  It  not  a  fact  that  this  stamp- 
ing raises  questions  of  very  great  nicety  ; 
and  can  it  only  he  properly  done  at  tbe 
head  offices  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  that  was 
so,  and  the  work  had  to  be  done  by 
experts, 

Mr,  M'CARTAN  :  Is  all  the  stamp- 
ing for  England  done  in  London  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Yes. 

NAVAL  ALLOTMENTS, 
Mr,  KEARLEY  (Devonport)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Civil  Lord  of  tbe  Admiralty 
whether  Lord  Farrer's  Committee  on 
Naval  Allotmeirts  has  completed  its  in* 
(juiries  ami  reported  ;  if  so,  whether  the 
Admiralty  have  <lecided  to  adopt  tbe 
system  of  paying  allotments  at  tbe  naval 
ports  through  the  post  offices  instead  of 
at  tlie  doi*k yards  ? 

The  civil  LORD  of  tub  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  E.  RoBERTst>N%  Dundee)  : 
The  Report  has  been  received  to-day, 
and  will  have  the  immediate  attention  of 
the  Atlmiralty,  whose  decision  will  be 
made  known  directly  it  baa  been 
arrived  at, 

GLASGOW  LICENHtNG  QCKSTIONS. 

Mr,  J,  WILSON  (Govan)  :  I  beg  ta 
ask  tbe  Lord  Advocate  whether  bta 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  proofed* 
ings  of  tbe  Auniuil  Licensing  Court  ill 
Glasgow,  on  the  lOtb  aad  18tb  instaut, 
and  when,  in  the  interval  between  the  two 
meetings  ui  tbe  Court,  several  of  the 
Magistrates  reversed  their  intended  voted 
on  the  subject  of  tbe  earlier  closing  of 
licensed  houses  witiiiu  a  certain  area  of 
the  city,  iu  consequence,  it  is  alleged,  of 
tlieir  having  been  induce<l  to  do  so  by  tbe 
pressureof  interested  parties  outside  ;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that,  in  the  case  of  the 
Magiitrate  who  at  tbe  first  meeting  of  tbe 
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either  resign  his  agency  or  withdraw  his 
proposal. 


Court  proposed  the  eurly  closing  reso- 
latiou,  and  who  is  a  sub-agent  of  the 
British  Lineu  Bank,  a  duputution  waited 
opou  the  mauagor  of  that  bank,  aud  in- 
formi?d  him  that,  unless  his  s^ub-agent 
withdrew  from  the  position  which  as  a 
Hagistnite  he  had  taken  up,  the  bank 
^ould  be  Iwcotted  by  the  spirit  trode, 
not  tnerely  in  a  restrieeed  area,  but 
throughout  8eotltind  ;  that  the  manager 
thereupon  intimated  to  tlie  Magistrate 
that  he  must  withdraw  bis  propo^^al 
or  resign  his  hank  agein^y,  and  that  at 
the  seeond  meeting  of  tbo  Court  this 
Magistrate  voteil  against  his  own  reso- 
lution ;  and  whether  he  wn  11  cause  inquiry 
to  be  made  into  the  allegations  in  the 
present  ease,  with  a  view,  if  possible,  of 
preventing  similar  oecnrrenee«  in  future? 

•Mr,J.  B.BALFOUR:  I  have  caused 
inqiiiries  to  be  made  into  the  circnm- 
stances  of  the  case  referred  to  in  the 
question,  and  I  am  informed  that  it  is  not 
the  fact  that  the  principal  agent  and  the 
sab-ngetit  of  tiie  British  Linen  Bank,  or 
either  of  them,  Nvere  told  that  unless  the 
latter  withdrew  from  the  position  whieli 
as  a  Magistiate  be  had  taken  up,  the 
bank  would  be  boycotted,  or  that  he  must 
withdraw  his  proposal  or  resigtj  his 
agency.  Both  these  getitlemen  say  there 
is  no  fonndation  for  this  statement.  It 
does  appear  that  at  the  Lieensing  Court 
on  the  lOtb  instant  the  subjeet  of  the 
earlier  closing  of  the  publie-ho^ises  w^as 
before  the  Magistrates^  and  that  one  of 
theiu^  who  wu8  also  the  stil> agent  of  the 
bank,  then  made  it  proposal  that  within 
a  certain  areu  of  the  city  licefjsed  promises 
should  1>e  closed  at  IQ  o'clock.  No  vote 
was,  however,  taken  upon  the  motion, 
and  the  meeting  was  adjourned  till  the 
18th,  In  the  interval,  the  Magistrate 
referred  to  ascerlained  that  about  HO  per 
cent,  of  the  publicans  were  favourable  to 
his  proposal,  provided  that  it  was  ajjpHeil 
all  over  the  eity  ;  but  after  an  interview 
with  others  who  were  opposed  to  the 
proposal,  be  Vnonght  these  views  under 
QOtice  of  a  meeting  of  the  LiecnsiJig 
Committee,  held  prior  to  the  meeting  of  the 
Court  on  the  I8tb,  and  after  diseuasion  it 
was  resolved  not  to  proceed  with  the 
re^iolution  in  the  meantime,  and  conse' 
queutly  it  did  not  come  before  the  Court. 
No  threat  of  any  kind  was  ever  made  or 
indicated  by  the  bank,  nor  was  it  ever 
suggested    that    the    eub-ageut    should 


ENFIELD  AND  SPAKKBROOK 
FACT0RIE8. 
Cattais  BOWLES  (Enfield)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
War  Office  if  he  will  state  what  h  the 
probable  amonut  of  wages  to  be  paid 
iluring  the  coming  year  at  Enfield,  and 
how  does  that  rompare  with  last  year  ; 
what  will  be  the  principle  upon  which 
work  in  future  will  be  given  to  Enfielti 
and  Spark  brook  ;  and  will  due  notice  be 
given  to  men  employed  at  Enlield  Royal 
Small  Arms  Factory  of  any  reduction 
that  is  likely  to  take  place, 

n^iiE  FINANCIAL  SECRETAliY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Woodall, 
Han  ley) :  Upon  the  work  allocated  to 
Enfield  for  the  current  financial  year 
£16a,0lH)  has  l»een  provided  for  wages. 
The  amount  taken  in  hist  year's  Esti- 
mates was  £12(X(XM),  but  orders  received 
in  excess  of  those  conlem plated  necessi- 
tated a  supplementary  expeuilitiire  of 
£41,(K)a  In  all  probability,  there  will 
he  in  the  course  of  the  current  year  de- 
mand«*  beyond  those  yet  received,  and  the 
utnouiit  to  he  expended  in  wages  will  in 
(hat  event  be  in  excess  of  that  paid  out 
last  year  ;  and  if  there  should  be  a  falling 
oif  in  one  class  of  work,  every  etiort  will 
be  raudo  to  Hud  employment  for  the  men 
iti  other  ways.  Due  consideration  will 
alwav8  he  paid  m  the  apportionment  of 
employment  as  ecjuitably  as  possible  be- 
tween the  several  factories  ;  but  the  para- 
mount consideration  will,  of  course,  be  to 
place  work  where  it  can  be  most  con- 
veniently accomplished.  The  extraordi- 
nary demands  of  recetit  years  have  neces- 
sitated the  employment  of  three  times  the 
numlier  of  baiidn  that  sutHced  10  years 
ago  ;  there  is  no  prol lability  of  inalntain- 
ing  production  permanently  at  so  high  a 
rate  ;  but  the  Department  will  continue 
to  act  with  the  utmost  consideration  for 
their  cmploj^h^  and  tlie  fullest  possible 
notice  will  be  given  should  it  be  found 
necessary  to  mtikeany  considerable  reduc- 
tion in  either  <d*  the  otabli^hment^. 

Mr?,  J,  HOWARD  (Middlesex,  Totten- 
ham) :  Is  there  to  be  any  increase  in  the 
buildings  at  Sparkbrook  ? 

♦Mr/ WOODALL:  Nothing  of  any 
importance,  and  nothiag  at  all  so  far  a$ 
manufacturing  plant  is  concerned,  but  the 
work  hitherto  doue  at  the  Bagot  Street 
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Repairing  Factory  has  been  transferred  to 
Sparkbrook,  entailing  the  provision  of 
additional  accommodation  chiefly  for 
stores. 

LABOURERS'  COTTAGES  AND  SLIGO 

UNION. 
Mr.  p.  a.  M*HUGH  (Leitrim,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  Dennis  Leyden,  of  Creevy- 
more,  in  the  County  of  Sligo,  who  is  one 
of  the  labourers  whose  applications  for 
cottages  were  recently  rejected  by  the 
votes  of  ex  officio  Guardians  in  Sligo 
Board-room  against  the  wishes  of  the 
elected  Guardians,  has  been  served  with 
notice  to  leave  his  house,  and  have  the 
same  closed  up,  as  being  certified  by  the 
medical  officer  of  health  for  the  district 
to  be  unfit  for  human  habitation  ;  and 
what  steps,  if  any,  does  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  for  Ireland  propose  to 
take  in  regard  to  this  and  other  cases  of 
a  similar  kind  in  Sligo  Union  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  forIRE- 
L AND  (Mr.  J.  Morle y,  Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne)  :  The  facts  are  as  stated  in  the 
question.  The  Guardians  say  that  the 
man  named  is  not  an  agricultural 
labourer,  and  that  there  are  houses  vacant 
in  the  locality  which  he  would  be  able  to 
get  at  a  moderate  rent.  No  application 
has  yet  been  received  by  the  Local 
Government  Board  from  the  persons  who 
signed  the  representations  asking  for  an 
Inquiry  into  the  action  of  the  Guardians 
as  required  by  Sect.  4  of  the  Labourers' 
Act  of  1891. 

OPIUM  IN  CBVLON. 
Mr.  S.  smith  (Fh'ntshire)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  a  Petition  addressed  to  the 
President  of  the  Legislative  Council  of 
Ceylon,  signed  by  upwards  of  27,000 
residents  in  the  island,  and  by  all  the 
non-official  members  of  the  Legislative 
Council,  praying  that  the  importation  of 
both  opium  and  bhang  be  prohibited, 
save  through  the  agency  of  the  Civil 
Medical  Department  of  the  Island,  and 
that  their  sale  be  restricted  to  the 
regularly  licensed  apothecaries  and  dis- 
pensers under  medical  prescriptions  ; 
and  whether  the  Government  will  take 
steps  to  give  effect  to  this  request  ? 

Mr.  Woodall 


The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  for  the  COLONIES  (Mr. 
S.  BuxTOX,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar): 
The  Secretwy  of  State  has  not  received 
this  Petition,  but  he  will  requebt  the  GrO- 
vernor  to  forward  it  with  a  full  Report. 
I  may  add  that  the  question  of  restricting 
the  consumption  of  opium  and  bhang  in 
Ceylon  is  already  being  considered  in 
correspondence  which  is  still  passing 
between  the  Secretary  of  State  and  the 
Governor  of  Ceylon. 

LABOURERS'  COTTAGES  IN  THE  CARLOW 
UNION. 
Mr.  J.  HAMMOND  (Carlo w)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  be  aware  that, 
in  the  matter  of  a  scheme  for  the  erection 
of  labourers'  cottages  in  the  Union,  the 
Carlow  Board  of  Guardians  had  some 
months  since  applied  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  for  a  Provisional  Order ; 
that  some  difficulty  had  arisen,  owing 
mainly  to  an  alteration  of  sites  in  certain 
cases  having  been  recommended  by  the 
Government  Inspector  ;  that  on  the  30th 
ultimo  the  clerk  of  the  Union  had  for- 
warded to  the  Local  Government  Board 
the  last  of  the  written  consents  as  to 
taking  such  alternative  sites ;  and  as 
there  does  not  appear  to  be  any  further 
obstacle  in  the  way,  if  he  will  endeavour 
to  arrange  that  in  the  current  week  a 
Provisional  Order  in  the  matter  will  be 
issued  ? 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY :  The  facts  are  as 
stated  in  the  question.  The  alteroative  sites 
referred  to  were  recommended  by  the  In- 
spector in  order  to  meet  objections  raised 
to  the  origiual  sites  by  persons  interested 
in  the  lands.  The  Provisional  Onler  to 
confirm  the  scheme  has  now  been  printed, 
and  will  be  issued  without  any  unneces- 
sary delay. 

THE  SAMOAN  ISLANDS. 
SiK  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  the  Government  of  New  Zea- 
land has  made  a  proposal  to  take  over 
the  administration  of  the  Islands  of  the 
Samoan  Group  ;  and  whether  the  Go- 
vernments of  the  United  States  and  of 
Germany  have  yet  been  consulted ;  and 
whether,  if  so,  any  statement  can  be  made 
as  to  their  attitude  in  the  matter  ? 


\2'2l 


Stroud 


♦Sir  E.  GREY:  I  tun  ioformua  that 
a  teletjram  to  thit*  offcH-t  lias  jn8t  l)eeii  re- 
ceived at  the  Coloiuiil  Oftieo,  hat  it  lias 
not  yet  been  t.'onHimtiiciiled  to  the  Foreign 
Office.  I  woulil  point  out,  however,  that 
any  proposal  such  as  f  Imt  ilescrihed  in  the 
hou,  Member*s  question  wotdii  seem  to 
he  ineonsisteot  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Berlin  Act. 
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Thk  president  oi  the  BOARD 

OF  AGRICrLTURE  (Mr.  H,  Gard- 
ner, Et*sex,  SaiiVon  Walden)  :  The 
Report  to  wLich  the  bon.  Member  re- 
fers states  that  some  of  the  witnes^ses  the 
Committee  exacninetl  had  assertfid— 


THE    POST    OFFICE    AND    FOREIGN 

LOTTERY  ADVEKTtSEMENTS. 
Mr.  WEBB  (Waterford)  :  On  bebalf 
of  the  h«>n.  Member  for  Nortb  Manehes- 
i^T^  I  beg  to  a.sk  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  he  is  prepared  fn  take  steps  to 
prevent  the  distribnlion  Viy  tbe  Post 
Office  of  adverftseineats  of  foreign 
lotteries  (which  pass  throngh  our  Post 
Office  in  a  wholesale  manner),  whilst 
lotteries  are  lUega!  in  the  United  Kiuf^- 
dom,  and  are  subject  to  beavy  penal- 
ties ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr  A.Morlev,  Nottingham,  E.) :  The 
subject  is  one  which  has  orenpied  my 
grave  consideration,  but  I  am  advised 
that  there  is  no  enactment  making  it 
illegal  to  i*end  or  carry  sueb  advertise- 
ments by  post  ;  and  that  without  dis- 
tinct authority  I  have  no  power  to  slop 
their  circulation, 

Mr,  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  Is  the 
right  bon.  Gentb'man  aware  thait  the 
American  PoBt  Office  exercises  the  power 
referred  to  in  the  question  constantly  ? 

Mr.  A.  MORLEY  i  Ye^  ;  it  is  done 
under  a  special  Act  passetl  two  or  three 
years  ago. 

Sir  J.  WHITEHEAD  (Leicester); 
Will  the  right  boa.  Gentleman  bring  in  a 
Bill  on  the  subject  ? 

Mu.  A.  MORLEY  :  I  will  consider 
that  question. 

PLEURO-PXElTxMONIA, 
CoLOVEL  WARING  (Down,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  whether,  in  the  Report  of 
the  Departmenta!  Conjinittee  on  tlie  Hid>- 
]e«H,  it  is  statetl  that  the  disease  of 
pleuro-puenmouia  has  been  known  to  lie 
dornmut  for  a  period  of  L5  months  \ 
whether  it  was  admitted  that  the  disease 
existed  in  Canada  in  the  month  of 
Augn»t  last;  and  wlietber  it  now  exij^its 
ill  the  Uniteil  States  of  America  ? 


•*  That  they  bad  known  ojines  of  the  ileveU^p- 
m en t  of  t lie  disease  after  no  leas  a   [lerloti  than 

I  may  say  that  no  properly  anlheuticiited 
case  of  the  kind  is  known  to  the  Veteri- 
nary Officers  of  my  L>epanment,  to  whose 
statements  before  the  Committee  with 
regard  to  the  period  of  incubation  I  would 
invite  the  attention  of  the  lion.  Member. 
So  far  as  1  am  aware,  it  has  never  been 
admitted  by  anyone  that  pleiiro-pneu- 
monift  existed  in  Canada  in  the  month 
of  Augyst  hist ;  and  with  regard  to  the 
United  States^  1  can  only  say  that* 
animals  declared  to  have  been  affected 
with  the  disease  have  been  detecteil  in 
cargoes*  landed  in  this  country  in  i^ncb 
miml>ers  during  the  past  few  years  as  to 
prevent  me  from  being  satisfied  that 
reasonable  security  against  the  introduc- 
tion of  diseased  aniunils  therefrom  existjj 
at  the  present  time, 

STROUD  ^SCHOOL  BOARD. 

St  It  J,  DORINGTON  (Gloucester, 
Tewkesbury)  i  I  Iwg  to  ask  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education  whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  requirement  of  the 
Edncation  Depjirtment,  that  tbe  Stroud 
School  Board  shall  build  for  200  more 
chihlren,  notwithstanding  that  the  School 
Board  has  pointed  out  that  in  their 
existing  schools  they  have  vacant  places 
for  300  children  ;  ami  whether  he  is  pre- 
pared to  insist  npnn  tins  expenditure? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  ur  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr,  At  land,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherliam)  :  This  case  hns  been  under 
my  careful  consideration.  There  \^  a 
difference  of  opinion  between  tbe  Depart- 
ment and  the  School  Board  as  to  tlie 
requirements  of  the  *  ase,  and  the  Board 
have  just  been  askrtl  to  take  a  census 
of  children  of  school  age  in  order  to 
throw  further  Hijbt  on  tbe  figures. 

StR  J,  D0RIN(;T0N  :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  a  ceuflus  was 
taken  last  vear  ? 

Mr.  ACXAND  :  No,  Sir. 

Mh,BRYNMOR  JONES  (Gloucester, 
Stroud)  :  Arising  out  of  tbe  answer  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  may  I  ask  id 
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it  not  a  fact  that  iu  coasequeuce  of  the 
special  cireumetances  of  the  locah'tj  a 
large  iHiml>er  of  children  are  ohltged  to 
attetul  schools  outside  the  area  of  the 
School  Board  district,  aud  would  not  this 
teod  to  show  that  the  requirements  of 
the  Departmeut  are  at  fault  ? 

Mr.  ACL  and  :  The  whole  circum- 
stances of  this  matter  shall  have  my 
careful  consideration. 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS  OFFICIALS. 

Mr,  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  On  l>ehalf 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Hanbnrj),  I  beg  to  af^k  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  whether  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  the  Correspondence  between 
the  Treasury  and  the  Clerk  of  the  Par* 
liameuts,  wdii^di  has  already  been  pre* 
seiited  to  the  Moiiwe  of  Lords,  relating 
to  the  salaries  of  the  officials  of  the 
House  of  Lord?*  ? 

8nt  J.  T,  lilBBERT:  Certainly  1 
will  do  so. 


EVENING  SCHOOL  CODE. 
Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islinjgrtoo,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  he  is  aw^are  that  the  Revised 
Code,  rclatiug  to  evetjing  scliools,  Uti^ 
not  been  circulated,  although  it  will  he 
40  day  a  on  VVeduesday  since  it  vfm  laid 
Upon  the  Table  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND;  On  this  subject  I 
would  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
answer  I  gave  yestenhty,  on  the  Adjourn- 
ment of  the  House,  to  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  fur  Kingston. 

Mr.  BABTLEV  :  I  put  the  questiou 
down  before  tlie  statement — which  w^as 
qnite  satisfactory — -w^as  made  yesterday. 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can 
a<itl  inomethiiig  to  it  now  ? 

Mn.  ACLAND  r  The  actual  day  will 
be  the  27th  ;  but  I  have  made  arrange- 
ments which  will  pnictically  give  a  full 
month. 

THK  NEW  DfSTlUrT  cnUNriLS. 
Mr,  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
Btoke)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Govcrnmeiit  Board  whether,  under 
Section  20  of  *'The  Local  Government 
Act,  1894,"  those  Guardians;  who  may 
be  elected  by  tlie  District  Council  from 
outside  their  own  body  will  abo  sit  on 
the  District  Council  for  the  purposes  of 

Mr,  Brt/nmor  Jones 
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Authorities  r 

The  PRESIDENT  of  thb  LOCAt. 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Sha.w- 
Lefevre,  Bradford,  Central) :  The  ques- 
tion^ as  I  understand,  refers  to  peraons 
who  are  elected  by  Guardians  from  out- 
sitle  their  ow^n  body  under  the  provisions 
of  Section  20  (7)  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act  of  last  Session.  Persons  who 
are  so  elected  by  the  Guanliana  do  not 
thereby  become  members  of  either  the 
Urban  or  Rural  District  Council. 

EX-CONSTABLE    MLTLLANY,   R.LC. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,N.)  :  On 
behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Harbour  Divisiun  of  Dublin,  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  case  of 
Charles  Mullany,  a  constable  in  the 
Royal  Irisli  Constabulary »  who  was  re- 
cently retired  on  pensiou  on  the  ground 
that  he  was^  wholly  incapacitated  for 
service  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
injury  from  which  he  was  rendered  unfit 
for  further  service  occurred  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duty  :  that  though  be  had 
served  a  period  of  nearly  15  years,  be 
was  only  awarded  ii  pension  of  £30  per 
annum,  althongb  the  jury  wdio  tried  aud 
convicted  the  man  wlio  inflicted  these 
injuries  on  Constable  MuUany,  on  learD- 
ing  the  pension  he  was  awarded,  ex- 
pressed their  opinion  of  its  inadequacy* 
and  memorialised  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
make  some  adequate  provision  for  him  ; 
and  whether  he  can  hold  out  any  hope 
that  his  case  will  be  re-consLdered  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  facts  are 
generally  as  stated  in  the  question.  The 
civse  was  very  carefully  considered  by 
Govermnciit  on  receipt  of  the  Memorial 
referred  to,  aud  they  concurred  in  the 
decision  arrived  at  l»y  the  Inspector 
General  and  the  Treasury  as  to  the 
justice  of  the  award  made  to  the  ex* 
constable.  The  matter  has  agani  been 
looked  into  ir*  consequence  of  the  ques- 
tiou of  the  hon.  and  learned  Geutlemati, 
but  the  Government  see  no  sufiicieut 
reason  for  re-opeuing  the  cage. 

PRISON  WARDKR  BARRETT. 
CoLoxEL  NOLAN  :  On  behalf  of  the 
hon*  Member  for   the   H arbour   Division 
of  Dublin,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord   Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
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whether  his  atteutioti  hiis  been  called  to 
the  ease  of  a  prison  warder  iMimed 
Barrett,  who  in  November,  1891,  was  re- 
mo  veil  from  Armagh  to  Mount  joy  Prison 
for  the  piirpo«-e  of  being  examineil  for 
promotion  to  the  Convict  Prisoii  8erviee, 
andfaihngd»iring  his  probation  toqmilify 
for  promotion  waw  compelled  to  retire 
from   the   Service  altogether,  instead  of 

Ebeiug  seut  to  the  prii^oti  from  whieh  he 
ivas  favoimi  hi  J  com  me  nded  for  promot  ion  ; 
aod  why  this  proeednre  was  adopted^  and 
whether  his  case  will  lie  re-eonsi<lered  ? 
Mr.  J.  MORT.EY  :  The  General 
Prisons  Board  report  that  in  ileeiding  to 
xeqnire  this^  warder  to  send  in  his  resigna- 
tion they  were  inflneaced  by  the  eon- 
sideratioa  tbat  he  appeared  to  them  to 
be  unfitted  for  either  the  Local  or  Con- 
vict Service.  It  is  true  that  the  warder'^ 
application  to  be  trafisferred  to  the  Con- 
vict Service  was  reco  in  mended  by  the 
Governor  of  Armagh  Prison,  and  the 
Prisons  Board  explain  that  they  acceded 
to  the  appheation  in  order  to  enable  him 
to  improve  his  record,  whieh  they  did  not 
regard  aa  previooely  satisfactory, 

I  THE  LOCAL  VETO  BILL. 

'  Mr.  BART  ley  :  I  beg  (o  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  the 
Local  Veto  Bill  will  be  introduced  before 
Whitsuntide  ? 

The  chancellor  or  thf  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.Hahcourt,  Derby): 
No»  Sir;  probably  not. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  :  Will  it  be  in- 
troduced lifter  Wbitisuntide  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  hope  m, 

THE  REPEAL  OF  THE  CRIMES  ACT. 

Colonel  NOLAK  :  I  beg  to  ask  tbe 

Chaueeltor  of  the  Excbequer  if  he  could 

promise  to  give  «luriiig  the  next  fortnight 

an  evening   or  half   an    evening  to    get 

through  Committee  the  two  clauses  which 

,  constitute  tbe  Bill   for  the  repeal  of  the 

I  Crimes  Act  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:    I  am  afraid 
(I  cannot  make  aay  promise  on  that  sub- 
ject At  present. 

COPYISTS  IN  THE  COLONIAL  OP^FtCE. 
Mr.  MACDONALD  (Tower  Ham- 
lets, Bow)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  whether  the  copyists  ap- 
pointed as  assistant  clerks  in  tbe  Colonial 
Office  were  employed  on  precisely  similar 
conditioua  of  service  to  copyists  in  other 


Public  Departments ;  and  whether  the 
Lords  of  tbe  Committee  of  Council  on 
Eihicatiou  reconunended  the  appointment 
of  assistant  clerks  at  an  additional  salary 
similar  to  that  recommended  by  the  re- 
sponsible beads  of  the  Colonial  Office  ; 
and,  if  so,  what  are  the  exceptional 
circumstances  under  which  tbe  Treasury 
granted  the  application  of  the  Colonial 
Office,  and  reftised  that  of  tbe  Education 
Deptirtment  ? 

Slit  J.  T.  HIBRERT  :  I  can  only 
refer  my  boti.  Friend  to  my  answer  of 
the  IStli  of  April,  in  which  I  expkined 
why  tbe  case  of  tbe  Colonial  Office  was 
ijxceptionaL  I  am  umiblc  to  add  any- 
thing to  the  answer  then  given, 

CLONAKILTY     RATE     BOOK. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (Roscommon,  S.)  t  On 
behalf  of  the  lion.  Member  for  the  St. 
Patrick's  Division  of  Dublin,  I  lM3g  to 
ask  tbe  Chief  Secretary  to  tbe  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 
of  the  circumstances  under  which  the 
name  of  a  tenant,  Cornelius  DriscoU,  was 
removed  from  tbe  rate  books  of  the  Clona- 
kilty  Union,  although  be  was  not  evicted 
either  by  landlord  or  Sheriff',  and  tbe 
name  of  Diiniel  Donovan  was  inserted 
instead  ;  and  whether  be  is  now  in  posses- 
sion of  the  land  formerly  held  by 
CorneUus  Drisroll  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY"  :  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  are  informed  that 
Donovan  is  in  possession  and  has  paid 
the  rates  due  on  this  holding  for  some 
years  past,  and  that  Driscoll  was  re- 
cently defeated  in  a  suit  to  obtain  pos- 
session of  the  holding. 

THE    AKNALV    EVICTIONS. 
Mr,     HAYDEN:     1    heg   to   ask 

tbe  Chief  Secret ary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  how  many  people 
have  been  imprisoned  during  1 B93-4  for 
charges  arising  out  of  disputes  in  con- 
nection with  evictions  and  land-grabbing 
on  the  Annaly  estate,  in  tbe  County 
of  Longford,  distinguishing  those  im- 
prisoned for  contempt  of  Court,  with  the 
term  of  sentence  ;  and  how  many  of  these 
are  still  undergoing  imprisonment  ? 

Mk.  DANE  (Fennanagh)  :  Before  the 
qitestion  is  answered,  I  wish  to  ask  whe- 
ther this  estate  is  not  under  the  control  of 
the  Land  Judges  in  Ireland  ;  whether 
the  persons  referred  to  in  the  question  aa 
land-grabbers  are  not  tenants  in  occupa- 
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tion  of  their  farms  ;  and  whether  within 
the  last  month,  under  the  order  of  the 
Judges,  the  solicitor  having  carriage  of 
the  sale  has  not  been  in  negotiation  with 
the  tenants  for  the  sale  of  the  farms  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  think  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  who  puts  this  string 
of  questions  to  me  must  know  that  it  is 
impossible  for  me  to  have  knowledge  of 
what  he  desires,  and  if  he  desires  an 
answer  he  should  put  the  question  down. 
In  answer  to  the  question  on  the  Paper, 
I  have  to  say  that  during  the  period 
mentioned  four  persons  have  been 
imprisoned  in  connection  with  evictions 
and  disputes  on  this  estate.  One  was 
sentenced  to  a  month^s  imprisonment,  and 
another  to  two  separate  terms  of  a  week 
and  a  month  respectively.  These  terms 
of  imprisonment  have  now  expired.  The 
remaining  two  persons  were  committed 
to  prison  by  order  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  in  March  of  last  year,  for 
trespassing  on  the  evicted  farms.  It  was 
treated  as  an  act  of  contempt,  and  they 
are  still  in  custody.  Of  course,  the  hon. 
Member  is  aware  that  the  Executive 
Government  has  no  power  whatever  to 
interfere  in  cases  of  imprisonment  for 
contempt. 

Mr.  H AYDEN  :  What  was  the  actual 
sentence  of  the  Court  ^ 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  As  I  understand, 
in  cases  of  contempt  there  is  no  sentence 
passed,  but  the  person  is  detained  in 
custody  until  he  purges  his  contempt  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Court. 

Mr.  HAYDEN:  Were  they  not 
sentenced  to  12  months'  imprisonment, 
as  a  matter  of  fact  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  1  believe  there 
was  no  sentence  of  12  months'  imprison- 
ment— they  are  detained  until  they  have 
satisfied  the  Court. 

Mr.  DANE :  Does  it  not  appear, 
from  an  Order  made  by  Mr.  Justice 
Monroe,  that  these  were  persons  who 
took  forcible  possession  of  their  farms  ; 
that  they  were  committed  by  him,  and 
afterwards  let  out  on  condition  that  they 
would  not  go  back  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  must  ask  for 
notice  of  that  question. 

TELEGRAPH  OFFICE  FORLOUISBURGH. 
Dr.  R.  AMBROSE  (Mayo,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  if  he 
will  now  establish  a  telegraph  station  at 
JiOuisburgh,  County  Mayo,  seeing  that  the 
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Congested  Districts  Board  and  the  West- 
port  Union  have  given  the  required 
guarantee  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  No  intimation 
has  reached  me  that  the  Congested 
Districts  Board  and  the  Westport  Union 
are  prepared  to  give  a  guarantee  for  a 
telegraph  office  at  Louisburgh ;  but 
perhaps  the  hon.  Member  will  agree 
with  me  that  the  matter  can  now  be 
dealt  with  better  by  correspondence  than 
by  questions  in  this  House. 

THE  EVICTED  TENANTS'  BILL. 

Mr.  HAYDEN :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether,  in  the  interval  before 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Evicted 
Tenants'  Bill,  he  will  consider  the  pro- 
priety of  introducing  a  provision  under 
which  new  tenants  who  decline  to  retire 
in  favour  of  the  former  tenant  would  be 
obliged  to  pay  to  the  latter  such  a  sum 
as  the  Board  of  Arbitration  would  con- 
sider to  have  been  the  value  of  the 
tenants*  interest  in  the  holding  preTions 
to  eviction  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  may  say  at  once 
that  a  proposal  of  this  kind  has  been  in 
my  mind,  and  has  been  considered  very 
carefully.  We  do  not  see  our  way  to  in- 
troducing such  a  provision  into  the  Bill ; 
but,  of  course,  to  any  arguments  which 
may  be  alleged  in  favour  of  the  proposal 
we  shall  give  the  full  weight  to  which 
they  are  entitled. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
when  it  is  proposed  to  circulate  the 
Evicted  Tenants'  Bill,  and  when  the 
Motion  for  the  Committee  on  the  Irish 
Land  Acts  will  come  on  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Committee 
on  the  Irish  Land  Acts  will  be  moved  for 
to-night,  and  the  names  will  be  submitted 
to  the  House.  The  Evicted  Tenants'  Bill 
will  be  circulated,  I  hope,  to-morrow 
morning. 

THE  BUDGET  IN  UELATION  TO 
AGRICULTURE. 
Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  what  her  he  can  say  what 
proportion  of  the  relief  which  is  given 
in  respect  of  Income  Tax,  and  which  is 
estimated  for  this  year  at  £700,000,  and 
ultimately  at  £800,000,  will  be  derived 
by  agricultural  land  ? 
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Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  tlnuk  tlmt 
E600,000  is  the  ultimate  ti*;iire.  As  netir 
as  I  cjin  calciiliite,  the  propoitiou  will  be 
alwnt  £160,000. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 
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(Ill  tlie  Committee,) 

Motion  matle,  and  yuestioti  proposed, 

Estate  Duty. 

''That,  towards  raising  tlie  Supply  g^rant^id  to 

3er  Majesty,  there  shall  be  levie<l  aufl  jj^id  to 

ler  Majesty*  in  the  case  of  every  person  dying 

I  or  after  the  fir^t  day  of  June  one  thouHand 

[jght  hutidre»l  undninety-four,  upon  the  priuci* 

lal    value  of   all   property,  real   or    (ffiraonal, 

Bttled  or  not  aettled,  which   pagses,  or   is   to 

deemed  U>  pass  on  or  with  reference  to  his 

ieath,  A  Duty  at  the  graduated  rates  followini? 
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And.  where  ppoi>erty  sabject  to  Duty  at  the 
jjraduateil  intefl  to  be  iiiif>fi«*ed  in  conformity 
wirh  this  Itewolution  is  setthj-d,  there  ehall  he 
levied  and  ]tnid  to  Her  Majesty  upon  the  prin- 
cipal value  thereof  a  further  Duty  of  £1  for 
every  full  pum  of  £10U,  aiul  for  any  fnictional 
part  of  £HMI  over  any  multiple  of  £100, 

In  rewpeet  of  ]iroperty  eharf^ealile  with  Duty 
to  be  iin|>r»se<l  in  eonformity  with  this  Beaolu- 
tion  there  shall  not  b?  leTied  tlie  Duties  follow- 
ing (that  is  to  say)  :— 

1.  The  Stamp  Duties  imposefl  by  'The 
CnstoniB  and  Inland  Revenue  Art,  1881,'  on  the 
affidavit  to  be  rei^uirel  and  received  from  the 
person  applying?  for  Probate  or  Letters  of 
Adraiiiistration  in  Enirland  or  Ireland^  or  on 
the  inventory  to  be  exhibited  and  rcconled  in 
Seotland, 

2.  The  Stamp  Duties  imposeil  by  section  38  of 
'The  Ciwtoms  and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  IftSl,' 
an  amendetl  and  extended  by  section  11  of  '  Thti 
t-ustomsand  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1889,'  on  the 
value  of  pei-sonal  or  moveable  property  toibe  in- 
clodeil  in  aecounta  thereby  directed  to  be 
delivered. 

3.  The  additional  Succession  Duties  imposetl 
by  section  21  of  *  The  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue  Act,  188^/ 

4.  The  temporary  Estate  Duties  imjxjfletl  by 
sections  5  and  6  of  '  The  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue  Act,  188*3/ 

6.  The  Duty  at  the  rate  of  one  pound  per 
centum  which  would,  by  virtue  of  the  Acts  in 
force  relating  to  Legacy  Duty  or  8ucce»wion 
Duty,  have  lieen  payable  under  the  vvill  or 
intestacy  of  the  deceased,  ^^r  on  or  by  reft^rence 
to  his  death,  uwler  bi^  dis|xisition  or  any  de- 
volulioii   from   him." — {Thr  Cfttifiepilttr  a/  thi* 

^Mk.  CHAPLIN  (Lim'olnsiiire,  Slen- 
ford)  :  In  resnmihg  the  discussion  of  the 
Regolntioo  jnst  nioveiJ  by  the  right  hon» 
Gentlomun  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex* 
ehe^]ner,  I  desire,  if  the  Committee  will 
permit  me  to  intervene  for  a  short  period^ 
to  noliee  in  the  first  place  au  (d»servatioii 
whiidi  has  fallen  more  than  oiiee  from 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  the 
course  of  this  Debate.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  appears  to  make  it  a  cause  of 
complaint  that  hin  benevolent,  iiiteuftoiis^ 
with  regard  to  the  agricultural  interest  iii 
rei^pect  of  remission  of  the  Income  Tax 
have  not  received  from  hon.  Members 
sitting  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  the  recoguitiou  which  he  appears 
to  thinlv  they  are  entitled  to.  Bwt  I  am 
sure  of  this:  that  the  condition  of  th^ 
agricultural  interest  is  such  that  those 
hon.  Members  who  represent  it  arc  ready 
to  welcome  any  and  every  relief  to  that 
intercut  from  whatever  quarter  of  the 
Uuu^e  it  may  come,  and  however  small  or 
comparatively  .^niall  that  relief  may  be. 
I  may,  however,  point  out  that  the  com* 
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plaints  of  the  right  hou.  Geutleniaii  were 
somewbfit  Iiasty,  d  uoi  h  I  together  nu- 
called  for,  I  have  eertaiuly  heard  ex- 
pressions of  appreciation  from  more  than 
one  of  my  bon*  F'riends  liehlnd  me 
which  I,  for  one,  am  not  altogether  readv 
to  endorse  without  .-^ome  (]iuilifieation, 
and  whieh  were  generous  iti  the  extreme. 
The  right  boiu  Geuth^man  has  attempted 
bj  a  very  important,  not  to  say  a  some- 
what ambition?.  Budget,  to  equ aline  the 
taxation  upon  real  property  on  tiie  one 
hand,  and  persoiml  property  on  the  other, 
and  ni  the  same  time  he  ha^  eudeavonred 
to  retires?  what  is  an  admitteil  grievanee, 
a  grievaoce  whieh  I  am  sure  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  bimsell  would  never 
have  disputed  for  a  moment — namely, 
that  hitherto  real  pro[)erty  has  been 
assessed  to  the  Iiieome  Tax  upon  tha 
j^ro^s  instead  of  upon  the  net  vahie,  as 
is  the  ease  with  personalty  at  the  present 
time.  I  have  no  complaint  to  make  of 
that  endeavour  on  the  part  of  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  to  afford  some  relief  to 
the  agricultnal  interest.  Neither  am  1 
disputing  for  a  moment  the  sympathy 
whieh  he  genuinely  feels  for  the  de- 
presf^ed  condition  of  the  agrieultural 
interest ;  but  I  slionid  like  to  point  out 
that  in  equalising  the  Death  Dutie.H  be- 
tween the  two  classes  of  property  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  com- 
pelled to  make  a  very  considerable 
tidditiou  to  the  burdenis  on  the  land, 
and  I  venture  to  say  that  do  Chan- 
ceilor  of  the  Exchequer  having  a  fair 
regard  to  justice  would  have  dared  to 
have  proposed  a  considerable  additioo 
to  the  burdens  npou  land  unless  be  had 
accompanied  tlmt  proposal  by  an  effort 
to  redress  tliat  acknowledged  injustice  to 
which  we  have  been  subjected  for  so 
many  years.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  past  has  recogniaed  that  these  in- 
equalities must  bo  dealt  with,  and  he 
would  not  have  proposed  this  Budget, 
nor  would  be  have  been  able  to  carry  it 
if  it  had  not  contained  this  proposition, 
I  have  still  great  faith  in  the  fairness 
of  the  House  of  Commons  at  large^  and 
I  am  convinced  that  not  even  the  most 
extreme  supporter  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  have  Ijeeu  prepared  to 
sanction  an  addition  Itke  thL^  to  the 
duties  imposed  upon  the  land  unless  it 
had  been  accompanied  by  a  measure  of 
this  kind.  Why,  in  these  ci re u instances, 
hon.  Members  who  represent   the  agri- 
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cnlttaral  interest  are  to  be  expected  to 
express  effusive  gratitude  to  tbe  right 
hon.  Geutleman  lor  having  dotie  the 
barest  net  of  justice  towards  that 
interest  I  do  not  altogether  understanti. 
And  it  seems  to  me  that  there  is  the  less 
reason  for  sueh  an  expression  of  gratittide 
when  we  eorae  to  examine  tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  proposals  a  little  more 
closely.  What  is  the  extent  of  the  relief 
that  is  going  to  1k^  given  to  the  agrictil- 
tural  land  as  distinguished  from  personal 
property  in  respect  to  the  removal  of 
grievances  as  regarded  the  Income  Tax. 
The  right  hon.  Geutleman  himself  has 
jixed  tbe  amount  at  £160,000  per  annum. 
What  is  the  nature  of  the  inequality  in 
tbe  past  arising  out  of  this  tax  as  regards 
land  and  personal  property  ?  A  much 
greater  autbority  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  1853,  pointed  out  to  this 
House  the  difference  of  its  effect  upon 
the  two  classes  of  property  to  be  in  this 
proportion — that  an  Income  Tax  of  7d. 
in  the  £\  on  personal  property  amounted 
to  a  tax  of  9 tl.  in  tbe  £!  on  rejil  property. 
In  these  circumstances,  I  wish  tbe  Com- 
mittee to  consider  whether  an  allow*ance 
of  10  per  cent,  upon  land  which  has  been 
conceded  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
equals  the  difference  between  an  Income 
Tax  of  7d.  in  tbe  £1  upon  personal  pro- 
perty and  one  of  9d.  in  the  £1  upon  real 
property  ?  I  very  much  doubt  whether 
that  can  be  shown  to  be  the  case.  1  am 
confirmed  in  that  impression  by  a  Report 
that  was  issued  some  years  ago  by  the 
Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue,  m 
which  it  was  calculated  that  tbe  owner 
of  real  property  wjis  assessed  to  the 
Income  Tax  on  a  scale  of  something  like 
20  per  cent,  more  than  bo  received. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  What  Report 
is  that  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  I  have  not  got  the  Report  before  me, 
but  I  will  get  it,  and  will  show  tbe 
passage  to  the  right  bon.  Geutleman  very 
soon  after  I  sit  down.  If  tlie  statement 
in  that  Report  is  accurate  the  allowanee 
conceded  by  the  right  boo.  Gentleman 
falls  very  far  short  of  what  it  should 
bo.  Again,  when  we  have  to  consider 
the  inequalities  of  taxation  between  tbe 
two  classes  of  property  there  is  another 
element  which^  in  common  fairness,  must 
he  taken  iuto  conaideratiou,  and  which 
does  not  appear  to  have  entered  into  tbe 
calculations  of  the  right  hon.  GentlcmaQ* 
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I  Of  course,  1  am  now  speaking  upon  the 
I  suppositioD  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
woman in  hifl  Budget  i.^  seeking  to  brinjr 
^Bfcbont  a  complete  equal! jjatiivn  of  t^ixatioii 
^^mpon  the  t  wocksaesof  property.  The  Land 
Tax  now  produces  between  £1,200,0(K) 
.  and  £  1 ,300,000  per  auuiim,  but  that  is  nut 
I  all,  aud  it  should  be  remembered  that  at 
^H  least  half  of  that  tax  has  been  redeemed 
^BBt  a  payment  of  its  capital  value, 
^^□*be  burden  of  interest  whi^h  has  had  to 
^Hbe  paid  ou  that  capital  outlay  would 
^""bring  up  the  Land  Tax  lo  over 
£2,000.000.  AH  this  oiight  to  have 
been  taken  into  account,  by  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  in  the  ambitious 
and  large  pnjpOKals  of  tliis  Budget.  When 
the  right  hou.  Geutleniaii  taunts  the  agri- 
Gultural  Representatives  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  as  he  did  last  night,  that  the 
£400,000,  or  something  of  the  sort,  wan 
^^dl  that  we  were  called  upon  toconrrihute 
^^■0  the  defence  of  our  country,  and  that 
^^re  had  no  right  to  grumble  at  that,  I 
venture  to  say  that  in  my  opinion  such  a 
taunt  was  wholly  unworthy  of  the  right 
hon,  Gentlemau.  There  is  no  clasi*  of 
persions  in  the  whole  country  who  are 
more  prepared  to  bear  their  full  and  fair 
share  of  taxation  for  the  defence  of  the 
country  or  for  any  other  purpose  what- 
ever than  those  interested  in  land.  There 
are  two  sides  of  this  question.  If  the 
figures  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer gave  last  night  were  correct — 
and  I  do  not  think  1  am  guiUy  of  any 
discourtesy  if  I  suggest  we  may  entertain 
aome  doubt  ou  the  point  until  we  have 
had  an  opportunity  of  verifying  them  for 
ourselves — they  show  how  greatly  dimi- 
luehed  must  be  the  value  of  laud  at  the 
present  time  ;  and  they  also  make  clear 
the  magnitude  of  the  injns^tice  to  which 
the  agricultural  interests  havtj  been  sub- 
jected for  years  past,  during  which  realty 
has  been  called  on  to  bear  the  fid  I  burden 
of  taxation  for  objects  of  national 
iilteregt,  of  which  personalty  has  not 
been  called  on  to  bear  any  thing  like 
its  fair  proportion.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  nee  that  this  is  a  very 
important  branch  of  the  question,  and  if 
we  are  to  have  a  full  and  fair  settlement 
of  this  immense  subject  a  great  deal  will 
have  to  be  said  on  it  during  the  progress  of 
the  Budget  through  its  different  stages.  1 
desire,  if  I  may  be  permitted  to  do  so.  to 
preas  upou  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer and  to  urge  upou  the  Committee 


with  great  earnestness  that,  even  sup- 
posing all  the  inequalities  of  which  I 
luive  with  justice  complained  were  re- 
moved, the  condition  of  the  agrictdlural 
interest  at  the  present  moment  is  such 
that  the  laud  is  not  in  a  position  to  bear 
any  additional  burdens.  Yet  1  complain, 
audi  thiuk  we  have  a  right  to  complain, 
tliat  this  is  the  time  when  the  right  hon. 
Gen th  man  chooses  to  make  a  grievous 
addition  to  the  burdens  upon  laud — a 
time  when  we  are  absolute iy  unable  to 
bear  it.  That  may  be  a  strong  state- 
ment to  make,  but  I  make  tt  in  the  most 
unqualified  terms,  and  before  I  sit  down 
I  propose  to  give  ample  proof  of  it.  As 
the  Committee  is  perfectly  well  aware, 
the  Royal  Commission  appointed  last 
year  to  examine  into  the  whole  question 
has  taken  already  a  va^t  amount  of  e vi- 
de nee  of  as  grave  and  as  serious  a  character 
as  was  ever  submitted  to  a  Royal  Com- 
mission, and  with  the  permission  of  the 
Committee  1  am  going  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  some 
portions  of  it.  That  evidence  has  either 
been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House, 
and  I  believe  I  may  refer  to  it  without  im- 
propriety, or  will  be  laid  on  the  Table 
directly.  In  regard  to  the  County  of 
Han  tSf  Dr ,  Frea  ni ,  o  ne  of  t  h e  S  u  b -  C  om  m  i  s- 
sioners,  comparing  the  depression  at  the 
present  time  with  that  which  prevailed 
in  1879,  said — 

*'  I  ma*ie  a  |>oint  of  asking  all  farmers,  whose 
experience!  had  been  of  sufficient  length,  how 
the  present  crisis  eotnpared  with  that  of  1879, 
The  answer  invariably  was  tlmt  the  exiBting 
depreasioa  is  worse — far  worije — than  of  13  or  1? 
years  ago/' 

In  regard  to  unoccupied  farms  in  Hamp- 
shire, or  farms  taken  in  hand  by  the 
owners,  the  witness  stated  : — 

*'  The  inquirieg  in  this  direction  reveal  a  de- 
plorable state  of  affairs.  On  several  estates,  not 
only  are  numbers  of  farms  in  hand,  but  much  of 
the  land  is  paaaing,  or  has  passed,  out  of  eulti- 
ration  altogether,  being  merely  utiliBed  at  times 
as  sheep  runs.  Old  family  manoiona  are  let  lo 
snccefsafu]  commercial  or  professional  men.  ,  , 
,  .  In  some  localities  the  land  is  looked  upon 
as  exhausted.  In  every  direction  from  Andover 
uneultivated  laud  may  be  speedily  met  with. 
.  .  ,  Between  Whitchurch  and  Basingstoke 
there  is  an  extensive  area  of  land  out  of  cultiva- 
tion. Much  of  this  land  was  m  burnt  up  by  the 
summer  drought  that  it^  appearance  forcibly 
recalle*!  to  my  mind  that  of  the  irreclaimable 
'  bad  landii '  south  of  latitude  49  deg.  N.  in  the 
Weatern  prairica  of  the  United  States.  .  .  . 
The  eifect  of  the  depression,  the  existence  of 
which  is  unhappily  only  too  fully  attested  on  all 
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iddeSj  will,  it  ig  sAid,  not  make  iteclf  fully  fell 
iitifil  Latlj  Day  or  Michaelmas,  1894/' 

I  come  next  to  the  County  of  Eswex^  ftiid 

tbe  gejuh'tiifiij  njipoiiited  bj  us  to  inquire 
into  tlie  eondition  of  tliat  eoimty  stated  to 
lis,  especially  m  regftrd  to  four  particular 
(liatriats,  that — - 

"The  land  is  going  out  of  cultivation  or 
ranning  wiUl  ; " 

iind  in  another  part  of  liis  evidence  he 
said — 

"There  has  been  no  ebb  ;  tbe  tide  of  dmnges 
litia  eoDti lined  to  fiow  steadily  in  the  same 
direction  ever  since  the  davB  of  Mr.  Pruce's 
vinit  (10  years  ago).  All  this  took  place  in 
spite  of  reflated  enileavours  on  the  part  of 
landlordK  to  encourage  and  enable  them  (the 
tenants)  to  stay,  lienU  were  reduced,  arrears 
were  pennfttefl  to  accumulate,  in  many  cfiscs 
they  were  written  off,  improvements  were  Jnnde. 
drainage  done,  uiauaiG  given.  Yet  all  tu  no 
purpose  :  fanning  in  Esfex  had  ceaj^ed  tu  pay, 
and  capital  wa«  gone.  Farmei^  whose  fathers 
and  grant! fathers  had  lived  in  the  same  huld- 
in^,  and  who  were  reganled  as  pursonal  friends 
by  the  |>mprietor8,  and  accordingly  treatc*il  with 
the  utmost  consideration^  were  conipell©!  to 
give  up,  after  having  reduced  themselves  to 
|>Dveriy  and  the  land  to  steriJity." 

And  the  same  wituess  (Mr.  IliiiJler 
Friugle),  in  his  concluding  words,  pointed 
out  that  fresh  capital  was  the  only  thing 
that  could  possibly  prwliice  a  l>etter  state 
of  things,  and  he  added — 

**  It  is  not  at  all  likely  that  fresh  cajn'tal  will 
Haw  into  a  ct>unty  where  land  i»  taxed  and  rate<l 
out  of  all  proportion  to  its  real  value  ;  and, 
without  fresh  (capital,  Essex,  so  far  as  its 
agriculture  is  conceme<l,  is  absolutely  lost,'* 

I  could  read  a  great  deal  more  about  that 
county,  the  conditiou  of  which,  when  it; 
is  made  public  to  tlm  House,  to  Parlia- 
ment^ and  to  file  country,  will  present  a 
deplorable  view,  and  one  for  which  I 
believe  it  is  iinpfissiblo  to  find  any  prece- 
dent in  tbe  history  of  this  eonulry  for  the 
last  two  or  three  eeuturies.  But  I  will 
now  go  to  a  totally  different  part  of  the 
coil u try — my  own  county  of  Liucolu- 
ghire — to  a  small  district  in  which  tlie 
land  is  cultivated  under  eouditionw  which 
have  often  been  held  to  be  tbe  Itcau 
ideal  of  agricultural  cultivation  bj 
gentlemen  who  are  members  of  tlie  great 
Party  wdiich  I  now  see  sitting  opposite 
me,  Tbe  gentleman  we  sent  to  Lincoln- 
shire examined  carefully  into  the  con- 
dition of  the  small  holders,  and  hmall 
proprietors,  and  small  tenants  in  the 
Isle  of  Ax  holme,  iti  Lincolnshire,  which 
ha^  lieeu  noted  for  its  fertility,  atd  be 
stated — 
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"Mr.  Dmce  described  the  small  holders  a« 
dt^cply  involved  and  seriously  situatetl  in  bia 
day.  and  from  all  that  I  have  been  tohl,  Hr. 
Drut^e  was  absolutely  wjrrect  in  his  opinion* 
Wince  the  date  of  his  BcpTt,  13  years  of  con- 
tiimeil  agiicultural depression  and  falling  prices 
have  ehipsetl.  With  respect  to  the  present  coo- 
ditiou  of  those  who,  at  the  ^>eriod  of  Mr.  Druce's 
vinit,  were  in  a  struggling  position.  1  found  that 
many  have  Ijcen  ruined The  continua- 
tion of  agricultural  depression  from  about  1877 
till  the  present  time  h^is  had  one  unmistakable 
i-esult  in  this  district.  All  conuerted  with  tbe 
industry  are  i>oorer,  and  their  credit  is  gone. 
Farmers  are  toodect  with  tiebt  to  merchant^ 
triMleHinen,  and  Ijanks,  and  their  rents  we 
heavily  in  arrear.  Liindloriis  are  sorely  hit  by 
the  great  and  numei^nis  reductions  in  rent,  and 
in  tome  ca-*i<?s  are  almost  ruined;  indee*!,  estate* 
burdened  in  goo<i  times  do  not  now  hring  iii 
soflScient  even  to  pay  interest  on  mortgages/^ 

I  could  quote  reports  from  other  part& 
to  very  miieii  the  same  effect,  but  I  will 
only  trouble  the  Committee  with  one 
more  qnotatiou  from  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Royal  Commission  by  a  man 
of  high  reputation  lu  the  agricultural 
world,  ODce  a  Member  of  this  House,  who 
also  occupied  a  position  in  the  Govern- 
meiit.  Mr,  Clare  Sewell  Read,  w^hose 
opinion  everyone  will  treat  with  res  pec  t» 
dealing  with  districts  in  tbe  County  of 
of  Norfolk,  stated — 

**  I  may  say  that  the  condition  of  the  fATmers- 
of  Norfolk  is  verging  on  absolute  ruin  and 
wholesale  bankruptcy/* 

Speaking  of  tbe  various  classes  of  landed 
interest 8,  Mr.  Read  said— 

**  We  have  had  a  good  many  yeomen  in  the 
County  of  Norfolk^  an«i  1  say  that  they  are  much 
the  hanlest  hit  of  all,  Thvy  have  to  bear  both 
the  losses  of  the  landlord  and  the  losses  of  the 
tenant^  and  there  have  been  the  most  disaatpoufr  | 
failuM." 

And,  speaking  of  the  landlords,  Mr.  Read 

stated—* 

**  I  should  think  that,  taking  the  County  of 
Norfolk  through,  three  out  of  four  of  our  country 
gentlemen  do  not  live  in  their  homea  in  oonse- 
qucnce  of  their  diminished  incomes,** 

I  assure  the  Committee,  having  access 
to  a  great  deal  of  iufornmtiou  with 
regard  to  the  agricultural  condition 
of  the  country,  that  1  do  not  believe  the 
extracts  I  have  read  ofler  in  the  slightest  i 
degree  any  exaggerated  description  of  the 
general  conditiou  of  agriculture  lu  many 
districts  at  the  present  time*  If 
tlmt  be  so,  surely  this  Is  not  a  time 
when  any  Government,  Radical  or  Con- 
servative, M^hatever  its  majority  may  be, 
which  has  at  heart  the  real  interests  of 
the    country,  ought    to    select    as    the 
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mometit  to  iiicreajie  the  Ininlen  of  taxa- 
tion on  land.  What  is  your  oWn  eiirLlinal 
t'inelple  ?  What  did  ttie  right  hoiu 
entlemuu  tell  us  hi  the  able  speet'h 
e  heard  the  other  night.  He  said — 
♦*  Tfixatioii^ — and  fh^t  i»  uur  priiici(ile  niiil  the 
inciplc  of  all  economics — oii^ht  to  Ik:  |Jm|K:^^- 
atiate  to  the  ability  to  t^ear  it  of  those  on 
whom  it  is  imposed/' 

Now,  I  defy  yoii  to  iiame  a  i^ ingle  claims 
in  this  eountrj  at  this  mometit  who  are 
less  able  to  teir  increased  taxation  tlian 
the  nnfortunate  owners  of  a;2:ricnltnral 
iaiid,  who  have  no  other  source  of  income 
or  means  of  livelihood  to  look  to.  Does 
the  ri^ht  hoii,  Grentlemait  wij^h  to  elo^e 
the  few  remaining  hou^^es  in  which  onr 

Konhtry  gentlemen  are  able  to  live,  and  to 
ani^h  from  their  homes  those,  who  for 
for  many  years,  under  the   greatest  ditfi- 
cnlty,  have  been  doing  tiieSr  utmost  to  per- 
t'orm  their  duties  in  that  station  ?     Doe** 
he  realise  whiit  a  kma  it  is  to  a  neigh- 
bourhaod    Jn    mat»y  an   English    county 
when  tiie  chief  hoUHe  in   the  iiarish  has 
to  beelosed,and  tlie  re^^idents  have  to  go 
^KAway,  and  it  in  let  to  some  stranger  who 
^Hbas   no   thought   or   reganl    or    care   for 
^^  the  people  of  the  district  ?     Look  at  the 
loss  of  employment  and  the  lo^^s  of  wtiges 
alone.     They  are  in  themselves  eonsider- 
iible*     But  putting  thii?  on  oiu'  side,  look 

IRt  the  loss  of  the  thoTisnnd  and  one  kindly 
act?  of  charity  and  iH^nefieence  whieh  in 
our  English  conn  try  life,  for  years  atjd 
years  ever  since  history  can  tell,  have 
formed  one  of  its  most  attractive 
features,  and  which  have  done  so  much  to 
knit  more  closely  together  in  att'ection 
Aud  regard  the  different  classes  which 
dwell  together  on  the  soil.  Does  not  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  recognise  all  this  ? 
Of  course  he  does.  1  kiiovv  he  recognises 
it,  because  he  is  so  closely  connected  with 
th^  interes^t  of  the  land  himself  ;  and  1 
believe  the  Chancellor  of  tlie  Exchequer 
in  perfectly  sincere  in  the  expressions  of 
sympathy  for  that   depressed    interest  he 

I  lias  80  often  proclaimed  in  this  Hotise* 
If  that  is  so,  what  1  venture  to  think  ntid 
«tty  is  that  the  right  lion,  (icntlemaii 
should  have  more  closely  examined  ami 
^sonsidered  the  present  nind  position 
before  selecting  the  present  moment  ns 
the  time  and  a  fitting  opportunity  for  the 
iiitrmiuction  of  a  Buflget  which,  amongst 
its  other  inciilents,  has  this  ntifortunafe 
^^  poculiarity,  that  ir  adds  to  the  burden  of 
^Ktaxatiou  on  laud.     Let  me  ask  the  Com- 
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mittee  to  eonsnler  tor  a  few  moments 
what  is  likely  to  l>e  the  ctfect  in  many 
cases  of  this  additional  tax  upon  real 
property  in  this  country.  I  am  speak- 
ing now  of  purely  agricuUnnil  land, 
The  right  hon.  Geittletnan,  upon  the 
first  night  of  this  Budget  disciission, 
made  this  statement.     He  said — 

*'  As  rej^nls  real  property,  there  is  no  reasoa 
in  the  world  why  it  should  be  charged  ou  a 
tliffertint  rate  from  other  property/' 

I  join  issue  altogether  on  that  point.  I 
say  there  are  a  hundred  good  reasons 
why  it  should  be  charged  differently,  in 
addition  to  the  u timber  of  reasons  which 
I  hnve  already  submitted,  I  x\m  afraid 
at.  undue  length,  to  the  Committee.  I 
will  go  to  the  very  fonntuin-head  of  in- 
formation  on  tliis  subject  in  support  of 
my  assertion,  and  will  quote  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
himself*  In  considering  this  question 
the  Committee  must  remember  that, 
in  some  cases,  which,  uodcr  the  Budget 
of  the  right  hon,  Genllemaii,  wilt 
proljably  not  he  very  uncommon,  what 
von  are  going  to  do  is  to  impose  a  duty 
upon  the  successors  to  real  property 
atnonntifjg  to  IH  per  cent,  on  the  capital 
value  of  the  land.  Just  consider  the 
probable  result.  What  does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  fnr  Midlothian 
say  ?  He  gave  three  tnain  reasons 
against  any  proposal  of  that  kind.  In 
the  first  place,  he  said  he  objected  to  it 
on  the  gronnd  of  the  cliarges  to  whieb 
real  property  is  subjected — the  enormous 
weight  of  local  taxation  falling  solely 
upon  real  property.  That  was  not  all. 
The  riglil  hon.  Gentleman  based  his 
objections  on  other  grounds.     He  said — 

*^  I  think  it  i&  a  iMilicy  worthy  of  aoniu  con- 
fiidi-TMtioii,  not  only  to  ^ve  »oijietbitc''tb:it  may 
tend  to  coantcract  the  s{»ecial  hunlcns  borne  by 
rcal  property,  but  likewise  to  ttikecjiri.'  i  but  you 
so  Oiljust  the  payment  of  the  tax  in  re^aril  to 
property  of  that  dettt-iijttiou  that  you  do  not 
fillow  it  to  l>ecome  an  engiue  of  tji'eat  and  *.eriou!J 
evil  by  forcing  cluinges  in  the  poswisfiion  of  the 
land." 

Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  taken  care 
to  so  adjust  this  duty  that  it  will  not 
become  an  engine  for  forcing  changes  in 
the  iJossession  of  the  land?  I  think  I 
shall  l>e  able  to  show  that  he  has  done 
nothing  of  the  kind.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
himself  gave  an  illustration  of  what  ha 
meant  on  this  point.     He  said- — 
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"  Take  a  large  estate  worth  Rome  £">ULMXM), 
with  a  j^rotis  rentiilof  £lii,iHM)  or  £]'S,tK>0  a  jear, 
uiifl  n  net  rental  I  of  i-13.(HH>  or  *:i4,(KH),  luort- 
gRgcni  for  £3UO,0<tO ;  the  mortpi^'es  wouKl 
nhsorb  jiume  £12,(HH)  of  the  rental,  and  leavti 
Vnit  £1,000  or  £2,000  a  year  to  the  poKsesaor, 
whicli  will  represent  the  annual  value  of  the 
life  interest,  while,  at  the  :yime  time,  there 
would  be  an  excess  of  capital  value  over  the 
mortgages  reaching  to  £2D0j0(JO." 

The  right  hoiu  GeDtlemaii  npou  that 
case  said — 

*'  Now,  1  think,  if  you  charge  upon  the  capital 
value,  there  is  no  way  in  which  you  could  uitict 
that  c^se  so  as  not  to  give  the  lux  the  efFect  an<l 
ehAracterof  an  engine  for  displacing  the  present 
pofiseiiar.^' 

The  right  hon,  Gentletnan  the  Chan- 
cellar  of  the  Kx chequer  m  bouud,  hefore 
this  discussion  closes,  to  show  to  lis  what 
provisioos  he  ia  going  to  make  in  the 
Budget  }*o  that  this  new  tax  shall  net 
have  that  elfeet.  The  excess  value  in 
the  case  quote^l  by  the  ri^ht  t)on.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Midlothian  was 
£2(H),(X)0.  So  it  might  have  been  in 
thoi^e  days,  but  you  may  be  sure  it  would 
be  nothing  like  that  at  this  time,  even  if 
there  was  any  excess  io  vahioat  all.  But 
whatever  it  may  be,  I  waut  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleraao  to  consider  how  i^ 
this  duty  to  be  raised  and  met  ?  How 
is  the  nufortuuatc  successor  to  pay  it  ? 
I  see  one  thing  very  clearly,  and  that  rs 
that  your  Budget  will  provide  the  richest 
harvest  for  all  the  money  lenders  and 
lawyers  ju  the  Kingdom,  But,  at  the 
eame  time,  tt  will  have  tliis  elTeet — that 
in  case  after  ease  wdiere  their  margiu 
is  sjnail  it  will  absolutely  ruin  the  uii- 
fortfciuate  holders  of  land.  This  raises 
the  only  other  f|uestioii  with  which 
1  want  to  deal  upou  thif*  occasion,  for 
w^e  shall  have  numerous  opportimities 
later  of  enforcing  the  views  I  have  eti- 
dcavoured  to  urge  upon  the  Coiauiittee — 
1  meati  the  qiiestiou  of  the  method 
and  mode  of  vahiation  which  is  to  Ue 
eiuployed  in  cases  of  this  kind,  Now, 
the  right  hoii.  Gentleiuau  the  other 
night  made  a  statement  which  I  heard 
with  great  i uteres t  and  which  caught 
my  attenf  ion  at  ouce.     He  said — 

**  There  ia  no  more  difficulty  in  estimating 
the  capital  value  of  real  property  than  the 
value  of  pictures  or  jewels." 

[Sir  W,  Harcourt  :  Or  of  leaseholds,] 
I  grant  that  he  added  leaseliolds,  hut  1 
Avill  first  take  his  statement  with  reganl 
to  jewels  and  pictures.  I  think  in  making 
that  statement  he  was  guilty  of  a  funda- 

Mr,  Chapiin 


{COMMONS]  Committee.  1240 

lueutal  error.  Pictures  and  jewels  ar© 
valued  up©u  their  i market  value  for  sale. 
They  pay  no  reut,  and  they  always 
possess  some  market  value  for  sale.  That* 
is  not  the  case  with  regard  to  laud  at  the 
present  time.  I  could  quote  iustaoce 
after  instance  in  which,  wdiile  laud  may 
possibly  still  continue  to  pay  some  rent-^ 
however  small,  it  has  absolutely  do 
marketable  value  for  sale  at  all.  That 
is  the  fact,  and  if  the  right  hou»  Gentle- 
man po^isessed  agriciillnral  land  iu  many 
parts  of  England  at  the  present  moment 
he  would  know  that  for  the  sale  of  agri- 
cultural laud,  which  iK>8sesses  no  ad  vantage 
for  resiliences  or  attractions  of  that  kind^ 
the  market  is  absolutely  closed  altogether. 
If  necessary,  I  could  produce  liim  many 
instances  of  evidence  given  before  the 
Koyal  Commission  over  and  over  agaiu^ 
The  reason  for  this  is  not  difficult  to 
discover,  and  it  is  very  easy  to  under- 
stand. There  is  no  marketable  value  In 
those  cases  to  which  I  refer  for  l he  sale 
of  land  for  two  reasons*  Would-be  pur- 
chasers are  afmid  of  two  thinga^ — first, 
the  fall  iu  values  which  ha^s  proceeded 
now  for  a  good  many  years,  which  is 
still  progressing  (and  nobody  kuow^s  how 
long  that  fall  will  continue  or  how  far  ii 
will  go),  and,  therefore,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  investment,  no  otie  except  a 
lunatic  would  in  these  days  invest 
his  money  in  purely  agricnltural  laud  ; 
and,  secondly,  there  is  another  reason, 
and  that  is  the  fear  of  more  ratUcal 
legislation  with  regard  to  the  land. 
These  are  the  two  great  factors  which 
at  the  present  moment  are  depress- 
ing the  marketable  value  of  land.  1  need 
not  say  that  jewels  and  pictures  are  not 
aftected  in  the  same  way.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  Government,  with  regard  to 
the  procee^ls  they  expect  to  obtain  from 
agricultural  land  under  these  new  duties, 
will  be  placed  iu  this  dilemma.  Either 
your  duty  will  prove  to  be  a  failure  al- 
together, and  bring  you  iu  comparatively 
nothing,  or  else  you  will  be  compelled  to 
value  agricultural  land  in  a  manner  which 
will  be  most  unfair  to  the  owner  and  the 
person  who  succeeds.  I  do  not  wish  to 
delay  the  Committee  at  greater  length 
on  this  occifcsiou,  but  an  expedient  ha-* 
occurred  to  me  in  connection  with  this 
f|uestiou  by  which  atiy  injustice  of  the 
kind  I  anticipate  I  think  possibly  may 
be  avoided.  As  you  are  determined  to 
tax  agricnltural  laud  upou  its  net  %^aliiis 
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1  believe  you  might  do  rfuinetlii[i|nf  of  thh 
kiod.      1  iiMi  afraid  wlmt  1  am  ^oiug  to 
Siiy  will  not  com  me  lid  it,self  very  much  to 
the  Chfitieellor  of  the  Excheifiiur,  but,  at 
all  eveuts,  I  Huhmat  it  for  hh  eousidera- 
lion»       Wheu    tiiese  estates    pass    upou 
death  you  mii^t  %aliii'  (he  properly.  You 
mu«*t  value  i!  in  detail,  putting  your  own 
valuafioii    upon    it,    iiiul     having    doue 
that    1  tUiuk    you    shotdd    give    to  tlie 
owner     of     the     laud     the     optiou     of 
payiug  hit*  duty  either  \u  canh  or  iii  kiud» 
TtiaL   is  to  rtay,   he  should  hand  over  to 
you  a  portion   of  his^   hind  equivalent  to 
the  amount  of  duty  he  has   to  pay,   on 
your  own   valuation.     This  phui    would 
have  two  great  advantage-?^.     In  the  first 
place,  it    woidd    ensure  a   perfectly  fair 
valuation.      The  Government,  of  eourw, 
would   not   put  it  too  high,  because  they 
might   be   compelled   to  take   land   at   a 
value  greater   than   its    worth.     On  tlie 
other  hand,  they  would  not  put  it  too  low, 
becausne  then  they  would  be  afratd  of  de- 
frauding  the  Revenue  ;  and  you  may  be 
sure,   therefore,  that  the  valuation  would 
be    fair   to    the    two  purtie.n.     It  wouhl 
effect  another  advantago.     I  do  not  know 
how  long  it  is  since  I  first  heard  it  advo* 
cated  in    Parliament,  by  gentleaieu   pro- 
fesiiug  Liberal  and  Radical  principles  on 
that  side  of  the  House,  that  the  time  had 
come  when  one  of   tiie  greatest  iid van- 
tages   that    could    he   conferred    on    the 
coramunity    of   this   country  as   a  whole 
would  be  a  far  wider  di*stributiou  of  the 
land  aiuoQg  the  people  than  is  the  case  at 
the  present  time.       You  yourselves  were 
engaged   during  a    large    part    of    last 
Session   in  making   proposals   with  that 
abject.      If  the   right    hou.    Geutleiuuii 
will  consent  tocousidertbis  syggestion- — 
if   it   were  possible  to  adopt  it,  see  what 
ao  opportutiity  yoti  would  have  of  carry- 
lug  out    the  principles   so   dear  to  you. 
You   might    let    the    latid    which    you 
would  acquire  all  over  the  country  to  the 
new  Parish  Councils,     Yon   might   sell 
them   if   you    please,  and  create  a  vast 
number  of  small  ownerships  in  land  ;  and 
iu  that   way  yon   would  be  doing  some- 
fhJug  to  carry  into  effect  the  principles 
joti  80  ardently  profess.     1  have  i*tated 
to  the  House,  very  crudely  I  am  afraid, 
objections    which    1    entertain     to     the 
proposals  of  the  right   hon.   Gentleman 
the     Cbaucelior     of     the     Exchequer, 
having    confined    myself    on     this    par- 
iictdar  oecasiou    almost  exclusively    to 


the  mode  in  which  they  will  iiffect  the 
position  and  ownership  of  land.  I  do 
think  I  have  made  some  statements  to 
the  House  which  deserve,  aiid  ought  to 
receive,  the  most  careful  consideration  of 
the  Government  and  of  the  right  lion. 
Gentleman.  For  sure  am  I  of  this-*-tliat 
there  never  was  a  time,  certainly  within 
the  present  generation,  when  the  con- 
dition of  agriculture  as  a  whole  wiis more 
deplorable  than  it  is  at  the  present 
moment,  and  that  [f  you  select  this 
opportunity  for  piling  further  taxa- 
tion upon  it,  you  will  do  all  that  lies  in 
the  power  of  the  Government  of  this 
country  to  bring  it  to  ruin  and  complete 
destruction. 

♦8i«  C,  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester,  Forest 
of  Dean)    s^aid,   the   right   hon.   Gentle- 
man who  had  just  spoken  had  gone  to  the 
most  Radical  of  all   Radical  colonics  for 
the  suggestion  which  he  had  made  to  the 
House,  with  respect  to  the  procedure  in 
connection  witli  the  valuation  of  land — to 
the  colony  of  New   Zealand,   where  the 
owner  placed  his  own  valuation  upon  his 
land  for  the  purpose  of  the  Death  Duties^ 
where  the  State  also  placed  its  value  upon 
the  land,  and  the  landowner  could  force 
the   State   to  buy,  and  the   State  could 
force  tlie  owner  to  set  I.     That  was  the 
system,    but   it    never  came  to    sale    in 
practice,    because   an    arrangement    w^ap 
always  arrived   at  which  gave  to  both 
parties  their  due.    In  the  course  of  his  in- 
teresting  speech,  the  right  hon,  Geutleroan 
had  painted  his    picture    of   agricultural 
depression   in   rather  strong  colours — for 
example,  when  he  quoted  the  nufortHuate 
depressed  latidowner  with  a  mortgage  on 
his  estate,  who  might  be  in  the  wretched 
position  of  having  to  pay  18  per  cent,  on 
succession  to  the  land.  If  there  were  any 
mortgage,  be  w^mld  not  have  IS  percent, 
to    pay,   unless   the    residue    was    more 
than  £  1 ,0(K>,(>00  sterling;  and  if  a  man  had 
laud  of  the  clear  value  of  £  I  ,(XK),000  ster- 
ling he  did  not  think  that  payment  at  that 
rate    would  he    a    very  great  hardship. 
That   justified  him    in   saying  that    the 
colours  were  laid  on  a  little  strong.   Then 
there     was    a    little   confusion    running 
through   the  whole  of    the    right    hon. 
Gentleman's  speech.     On  the  last  occa- 
hiun  when  he  addressed  the  House  on  the 
Budget — iu    1888 — this    same    question 
was  raised  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Bristol,  and  the  same  confusion 
ran  through  the  Debate  on  that  occasion 
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which  seemed  likely  to  run  through  it 
on  this.  That  confusion  was  conveyed 
in  the  phrase  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  used  when  he  spoke  of  the 
burden  of  taxation  resting  heavily  on  the 
agricultural  interest,  while  in  the  same 
breath  he  talked  of  the  burden  bearing 
heavily  on  land.  He  forgot  that  there 
was  land  and  land,  and  that  the  interest 
of  the  owner  was  not  exactly  that  which 
was  ordinarily  understood  by  the  phrase 
"agricultural  interest."  That  agricul- 
tural interest  was  mainly  and  before  all 
the  interest  of  the  occupier  of  the  land. 
As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to 
speak  of  the  burden  of  rates  on  the  occu- 
pier he  rather  mixed  up  the  two  different 
positions  of  the  owner  and  occupier  of 
laud,  and  the  use  of  the  phrase  "  agri- 
cultural interest "  was  confusing,  because 
it  brought  two  classes  together  under 
consideration  whose  interests  were  not 
identical.  The  occupier  and  the  owner 
were  not  the  same  ;  and  if  it  was 
said  that  the  burden  of  rates  was 
very  heavy,  it  must  be  remembered  that 
it  was  mainly  a  burden  -upon  occupiers  of 
houses  rather  than  upon  holders  of  agri- 
cultural land.  It  has  been  proved  con- 
clusively that  the  burden  lay  heavier 
upon  occupiers  of  house  property  than  of 
land.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
this  was  not  the  moment,  considering  the 
depressed  condition  of  agriculture,  when 
fresh  burdens  should  be  placed  on  the 
land  ;  and  he  said  further  that  realty 
bore  at  the  present  moment  all  the 
burdens  of  the  rates,  and  many  of  these 
rates  were  imposed  not  for  local  but  for 
national  purposes.  [Mr.  Chaplin  :  I  said 
nearly  all.]  Yes,  many,  or  nearly  all.  It 
must  be  remembered  that  upon  that  plea 
this  House  had  over  and  over  again  allo- 
cated money  from  Imperial  funds  for  the 
relief  of  these  rates,  and  the  last  allocation 
made  was  a  portion  of  the  Probate  Duty 
which  was  applied  to  that  purpose  be- 
cause personalty  could  not  be  rated  ;  and 
therefore  the  Probate  Duty  was  applied 
to  the  relief  of  rates  because  it  fell  upon 
personal  estate  only.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  on  to  advocate  a  full 
and  fair  discussion  of  this  rating  question 
and  the  burden  upon  realty.  He  (Sir 
C.  Dilke)  should  be  glad  when  that  full 
and  fair  discussion  took  place.  In  his 
own  constituency  there  were  interests  of 
various  kinds.  The  larger  interest  was 
agriculture,  and  there  was  a  proportion 
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of  collieries.     The  burden  of  rates  was 
heavier   on   the    coalowners   than   upon 
agricultural   occupiers   of   land,   and  he 
thought  it  would  be  found,   when  this 
system  of  rates  was  again  examined, that 
it  was  one  that  in  the   principal  degree 
concerned   town    interests    rather   than 
those  of  the  agricultural  classes.     The 
right    hon.     Gentleman     asked     for    a 
full    and    fair    discussion,    but    in    the 
whole   of    his    suggestive   remarks,    in 
which    he    raised    the    rating    of    per- 
sonalty and  what  the  objects  were  upon 
which  rates  were  spent,  he  did  not  allude 
to  the   exemption  of  ground  rents   and 
values,  which  must  be  an  essential  por- 
tion of  this  discussion  when  it  came  fully 
before  the  House.     Therefore,  his  speech 
was  certainly  one-sided  when  that   was 
borne  in  view.     Over  and  over  again  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  impressed  upon  the 
Committee  the  depressed  condition  of  the 
land-owning  classes  in  this  country,  and 
supported  himself  by  copious  and  interest- 
ing quotations  from  well-known  men  who 
gave    evidence   before    the   Agricultural 
Commission.     There  was  another  side  to 
the  question,  and  although  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    said  any   man    must    be    a 
lunatic  to   invest   in  purely  agricultural 
land  at  the  present  time,  he  (Sir  C.  Dilke) 
must  ask  what  land  in  England,  looking 
at  the  extension  of  railways  and  markets 
and  the  opportunities  for  turning  it  to  ad- 
vantage, could  be  regarded  as  purely  agri- 
cultural land  when  it  was  in  the  hands  of 
any  man  of  ability  ?     All  land  must  be 
affected  by  the  possibility  of  fruit  and 
vegetable  and  flower  growing,  and  there 
was  very  little  of  it  that  was  out  of  reach 
of  great  towns  where  markets  could  be 
found.     He  would  not  give  his  own  opi- 
nion, but  the  opinion  of  a  gentleman  who 
was  perhaps  the  highest  authority  on  the 
subject   of     investments  —  Mr.     A.     J. 
Wilson,   City   editor    of   The  Standard 
and     editor     of     The     Indtutrial     Re^ 
view.     He  recommended  the  purchase  of 
derelict  estates  of  the  class  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  alluded  as  the 
best   field  for  investment  at  the  present 
prices  that  the  world  could  supply.  [Mr. 
Chaplix  :  Why  does  not  he  buy  them  ?] 
Now,    the    right    hon.    Gentleman   also- 
stated  that  much  land  had  gone  out  of 
cultivation  in   Essex   and   Norfolk   and 
other  counties.     He  did  not  go  deeply  into 
the  causes  which  had  driven  the  land  out 
of  cultivation,  but  he  (Sir  C.  Dilke)  was 
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bound  to  say,  fronx  what  lie  bad  seen 
bimself^  tbat  in  Essex  titlie  bad  much  to 
do  with  it,  and  iu  Norfolk  game  had 
much  to  do  with  it.  The  question 
ftpecially  liefore  thorn  wan  one  to  wbieh 
he  would  devote  the  greater  portion  of 
the  lirief  rcniarki?  he  had  to  make> 
Before  panging  away  from  this^  pnhject., 
however,  he  would  point  out  to  the 
House  thai  over  and  over  again  a  geti- 
tleman  who  n^ed  to  sit  on  the  Radical 
Benches,  and  who  was  now  regarded  and 
iToperly  regarded  by  hon,  Memliers 
opposite  as  a  great  authority,  urged  upon 
the  Ilouse  I'.onside  rat  ions  the  very  oppo- 
Bite  to  tho^e  wbieh  the  right  hon*  Gentle- 
man had  urged  upon  the  House  to-nigh t» 
Since  he  had  been  dead  he  bad  been 
canonised  by  the  Conservative  Ptuty, 
aud  with  them  hii*  words  carried  great 
weight.  It  was  the  late  Mr,  Faweett, 
who  had  shown  in  tlie  clearest  way  that 
thi»  question  was  one  which  upou  a  full 
counideratiou  woultl  turn  out,  not  to  the 
advautage  of  the  agricultural  interest  so 
much  as  to  the  town  interest.  The 
Death  Duty  specially  dealt  with  in  this 
Resolution  did  not  specially  hit  occupiers 
of  land,  and  ^vas  uot  specially  directed 
against  the  agricultural  interest.  A 
smalt  farmer  would  be  better  ort^  under 
this  Budget  than  he  would  be  under  such 
a  Budget  as  the  right  hon.  (Fentleman  had 
suggested.  In  the  ciise  of  many  properties 
which  were  divided  l>etween  personally 
and  ground  values,  if  personalty  escaped 
the  rates  the  grounil  rents  and  ground 
values  also  escaped,  and  if  the  subjoet 
wiift  to  >>e  fairly  dealt  with  certainly 
ground  rents  and  ground  values  ought  to 
be  brought  into  tlie  Uesolution.  Although 
it  had  been  snggesteil  iu  the  country  by 
Lord  Salisbury  and  others  that  [lersou- 
alty  ouglit  to  he  rated,  the  propr»sal  bad 
seldom  been  brought  forward  in  the 
HouKe  of  Coumnnis  otherwise  than  in  the 
form  in  which  it  Und  het*u  suggested 
by  the  right  bon.  Geulleunui  to-night. 
The  difticulty  of  carrying  out  such  a 
BQggestiou  would  l»o  very  great.  The 
law  of  this  country  originally  was  tbat 
por»omilty  should  bo  rated,  but  the 
system  of  rating  it  was  abandoneil  on 
aeeouiit  of  the  impossibility  of  carrying 
it  into  practice.  The  ditticulty  of  de- 
ciding on  which  of  severa!  resiilences  a 
rich  man  w^as  to  have  ids  personal  pro- 
perty rated,  and  in  which  district  be  was 
lo  pay^  and  the  difficulty  of  throwing  the 
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iluties  that  would  arise  upon  Local  Autbo* 
rities,  were  insuperable,  and  be  was 
sure  that  the  rating  of  personalty  was 
only  a  Will-o^-thc-wisp.  None  of  the 
arguments  that  had  beeo  used  appeared 
to  him  to  l>e  strong  enough  to  redress 
tbiit  wdiich  was  an  admitted  inequality 
between  laud  and  other  property  as  far 
as  taxation  was  concerned.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  on  th^  present 
oceasiou  was,  to  some  extent,  between 
two  fires,  or  rather,  he  was  in  the  happy 
[Kisition  of  having  taken  a  middle  course. 
There  was  a  goovl  deal  of  democratic 
opinion  outside  the  House  iu  favour  of 
carrying  the  principle  of  graduated 
taxation  a  great  deal  further  than  was 
proposed  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, lie  (Sir  C-  Dilke)  had,  he 
belicvetl,  longer  than  any  other  Member 
of  the  House  advocated  griulualed  Death 
Duties,  and  he  was  happy  to  see  how 
rapidly  that  principle  had  moved  within 
the  lai^t  few  years.  Only  a  few  years 
ago  he  ventured  to  advocate  as  pos- 
sible in  extreme  cases  a  Death 
Duty  of  25  per  cent,  Tbat  was  looked 
upou  as  a  very  extreme  ]>ro position,  but 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Excliequer  was 
now  trying  a  duty  of  18' I  per  cent.» 
which  was  undoubtedly  the  highest 
D<iatb  Duty  in  the  vvnrhL  There  were 
some  who  thought  tijat  it  wiHd<l  have  been 
wise  for  the  right  bon,  <Tentlenian  to  go 
still  further.  He  was  bound  to  say  that, 
looking  to  the  possibility  of  fraud  and  to 
the  certainty  of  a  certain  amount  of 
what  might*  be  called  more  legit imatfe 
evasion  of  duly,  there  were  reasons  why 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should 
not  snddetdy  go  too  far  in  this  particular 
direction.  The  New^  Zoidand  Death  Duty 
was  one  iu  extreme  cases  of  13  per  cent. 
If,  however,  there  was  any  transference 
of  any  property  from  this  country  iu 
conscfpience  of  the  Budget  proposals  it 
wouhl  he  not  lo  the  Colonies  but  to  the 
neighbouring  countries  of  Europe.  In 
France  the  extreme  Death  Duty  was 
lOj  to  ia|  per  cent.  In  Victoria  it  was 
10  per  cent.,  and  in  New^  South  Wales 
and  *S<»uth  Austniba  it  was  much  smaller, 
\vhilc  there  were  very  few  other  countries 
which  hail  graduated  Death  Duties  at  alb 
There  were  a  great  many  people  outside 
the  House  who  desired  to  see  a  graduated 
Income  Tax  adopletl  eitlier  in  substitu- 
tion for  or  in  addition  lo  the  Death 
Duties,      The    Budget  scheme  aftbrdod 
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great  advantages  over  any  such  proposal. 
A  graduated  Income  Tax  would  produce 
enormous  difficulties  of  collection.     He 
failed  to  see  how  it  would  be  possible  at 
all   to   collect    a    graduated    tax    upon 
securities.      It  would   be   impossible  to 
tell   whether   all    the   Stock    that    was 
credited  to  a  person  with  a  certain  name 
belonged   to   the   same    person,   as   the 
similarities  of  names  were  so  misleading, 
and  he  believed  the  similarities  of  scarce 
names  were  more  misleading  than  those 
of  common  names.     He  himself  had  been 
on    the     Register    of     Voters     in    the 
place    of    his    own    great  -  grandfather. 
If  a  graduated  Income   Tax  were    not 
collected    upon    securities   it   would   be 
necessary   to    make   a   man    declare  his 
income,  and  this  would  result  in  fraudu- 
lent returns  unless  the  returns  were  pub- 
lished.    When  an  attempt  had  been  made 
to  levy  a  heavy  Income  Tax  in  foreign 
countries   it  had   been   accompanied    by 
the  publication  of  the  returns,  and  in  the 
United  States  the  returns  were  published 
for  years  as  public  documents.    Of  course, 
under  such  a  system  the  State  would  find 
itself  well   off.      Some  men,  no   doubt, 
would  return  less  than  their  incomes,  but 
there  were  some  who  for  business  pur- 
poses would  return  more  than  their  in- 
comes.     There  was   one    man    in    New 
York  who  would  rather    have  perished 
than   have   allowed  any  man  to  return  a 
higher  income  than  he  did.     Unless  the 
returns  were  published,  he  was  convinced 
that   it  would  be  impossible  to  graduate 
the  Income  Tax.    He  thought,  therefore, 
the    Ciiancellor    of    the   Exchequer  had 
been  right  in  falling  back  upon  graduated 
Death  Duties  alone.     He  did  not  believe 
that  the  direct   transference  of  property 
abroad  was  very  probable.     It  was  noto- 
rious that    rich    men    valued    complete 
freedom  of  bequest,  and   if  they  were  to 
transfer  their  property  abroad  they  would 
lose  such  freedom.     If  it  was  true  that 
there  was  no  privilege  which  an  English- 
man valued  more  than  that  of  being  able  to 
cut  off  his  son  with  a  shilling,  that  fact 
would  undoubtedly  prevent  the  transfer- 
ence of  property  to  foreign  countries.  As 
to   fraud,    there     was    very    much    less 
danger  of  fraud  in  the  case  of  the  Death 
Duties  than  in  that  of  the  Income  Tax. 
In  the  case  of  the  Death  Duties  it  was  a 
man^s  successors  who  paid  the  duty  on 
his   estate,  and    they    were   under    very 
heavy  penalties  to  make  a  correct  return. 

Sir  C.  W.  Dilke 


There  were  professional  men  who  were 
liable  to  be  completely  ruined   by   any 
fraud  «ti  their  part,  and  though  testators 
might  possess  a  fraudulent  intent,  theur 
executors  were  very  seldom  allowed  to 
carry  such  intent  into  execution.  But  fraud 
might  be  feared  under  very  heavy  Death 
Duties,  and  that  was  a  reason  why  Par- 
liament should  shrink  from  going  too  fast 
all    at    once.     Evasions   of    the   Death 
Duties  by  means  of  chimges  made  in  the 
disposition    of  a    property    during    the 
owner^s  lifetime  were  in   his   opinion  a 
good  thing,  and  to  the  advantage  of  the 
State.     They  tended  to  bring  property 
into  the   hands  of  men  who  were   able 
to    use    it,    and    prevented    what    was 
virtually  a    dead   hand   being  extetided 
over   property    for    an    indefinite    time. 
It   had    been   suggested,   however,  that 
the  State    ought   to    be   satisfied    with 
any    valuation     that    was     put     before 
it.     One  reason  why  he  (Sir  C.  Dilke) 
welcomed  the  suggestion  made   by    the 
right  hon.   Gentleman   the  Member  for 
Sleaford    (Mr.    Chaplin)    with     regard 
to      the      valuation       of       land      was 
that      he      thought      it      desirable      to 
take  the  first  opportunity  of  objecting  to 
any  such  lax  principle  being  adopted.  It 
would  l>e  damaging  to  the  conscience  of 
the  community  and  a  bad  thing  for  the 
Exchequer    should    any  lax    system   of 
valuation  be  adopted.    The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  very  largely  robbed  in 
reference  to   l>ooks,  pictures,  and  things 
of  that  kind.     Valuers   were    generally 
representeil  by  their  clerks,  who  seemed 
to  think  that  all  books  should  be  valued 
at  about  3d.  a  volume,  and  all  pictures  at 
the  value  of  their  frames.     He  could  not 
but  think   it  would  be    a  wise  thing  if 
steps  were  taken  to  improve  such  a  state 
of  things.     It  had  been  suggested  that 
these  Death   Duties  would  force  the  sale 
of  estates.     He  could  not  but  think  that 
even    in    some    of    those    cases    where 
estates  might  have  to  be  sold  an  advan- 
tage  would   result   to    the    community. 
For  the  reasons  he  had  stated  he  gave 
a  hearty  support  to  the  Resolution. 

Mr.  grant  -  LAWSON  (York, 
N.R.,  Thirsk)  said,  it  clearly  illustrated 
the  difficulty  of  the  subject  when  they 
saw  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  whose 
ability  they  all  appreciated,  falling  into 
confusion  at  the  commencement  of  bis 
speech  in  regard  to  "  testator  **  and 
"recipient."     The    right    hon*    Baronet 
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I  had  said  it  was  impossible  that  the  case 
hid  >»eforc  the  House  by  th©  ri^bt  hon, 
Gentlenmu  the  Member  for  Sloaford 
could  occur — ^it  would  l>e  impossible  for 
•nyoue  taking  a  burdened  estate  to  pay 
18  per  cent.  The  right  htm.  Baronet 
Iiad  confused  the  living  man  with  the 
dead    man.       It    wa;^     the    dead    nuui's 

Ipo8sa*<9iou8  that  were  ag'grot^atGil 
Sir    C.  W.    DILKE  :    Tliev  do    tiot 
,pay    18   per    cent*      Tbev    only    pay   8 
Or  9, 

•Mr,  GRANT-LAWSOX  said,  (hat  a 
ric h  man  w  i  t  h  £  I  ^(X)0/>(>0  d  i  ed .  A  m  o  n  *r  t*  t 
bis  possessions  was  an  enrinnbereil  et^tiite* 
He  left  his  other  property  to  one  man 
and  the  encumbered  e^ture  to  another.  If 
Lthe  latter  was  a  straut^^er  in  hlood  he 
I  would  have  to  pay  18  per  cenf.  He  (Mr. 
jGrant-Lawi*ou  j  whs  interested  in  t[ii» 
kqiiestion  of  8u''cossiou  Duties,  having 
Jbeen  a  ])aycr  iintl  having  Inid  a  (|iiarrel 
l-with  Somerset  Houj*e  in  the  matter.  He 
Icould  not  help  regardin;^  this  Budget  as 
sequel  to  the  ReKistratiou  Bill,  the 
Vernment  proposing  in  tliat  meas^nre 
Trediice  the  refucsentntion  of  holders  of 
real  estate,  an<l  now  propof-inij  in  the 
Budget  to  saddle  that  ehis?^  with  extra 
burdens.  Well,  he  hoped  to  ho  able  to 
give  one  or  two  tigures  *o  show  that  hind 
was  already,  whether  a;^  re«:anle(l  loeal 
taxation  or  Imjiertat  and  local  taxatimi 
together,  taxed  up  to  the  hilt,  and  that 
iu  fairness  it  i^hoiihl  now  he  dealt  with 
leniently  and  lightly.  lie  wtmld  not 
speak  of  agricultural  depression,  beeause 
he  desired  his  remiirkH  to  refer  to  the 
whole  of  realty,  both  land  and  houses,  as 
affected  by  this  Resohirinn,  Whea  the 
proper  time  eame  he  should  be  bajipy  to 
say  something  about  the  tax  falling  ujiou 
agricultural  laud — ^and  he  nuist  call  iu 
aid  the  assistance  of  the  right  boti.  (Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  ibe  Local 
Government  Board,  because  only  as 
lately  as  188H,  speaking  iu  this  House, 
he  said — 

"Helhoa^rht  that  agricultural  land  at  tliia 
time  was  entitleti  to  ^reat  considenitton,  ami  if 
Saccestsioa  Ditty  fell  rmly  on  a^ricultiipul  law] 
he  wnulil  not  pre***  for  an  et^uiikliaatkiii  of  ttie 
duties  At  th(>  present  moment/* 

He  hopoti  when  it  was  proposed  that 
that  duty  sboiihl  not  fall  oti  agricultural 
laud  lliey  would  have  the  benetit  of  the 
right  hon.  Geiiilemairs  iissistance.  The 
reason  he  (Mr,  Grjint-Lawson)  would 
give  why  land  shouhl  be  treateil  leniently 


was  that  it  was  the  raw  material  of  all 
prodiiction*  That  was  an  argument 
which  found  great  weight  with  boa. 
Gentlenieu  opposite,  if  they  would  study 
the  writings  of  their  own  friends  in  the 
Land  Restoration  League  and  the  Land 
Natiouali^ation  Society.  The  gentlemen 
who  wrote  for  these  Leagues  and 
Societies  drew  as  a  ded taction  from  the 
facts  that  the  land  oughi  not  to  he  in 
present  hands.  Biit  llio  House  inighl; 
draw  the  deduction  that  if  the  land  was 
the  raw  material  of  all  production  it 
ought  not  to  be  heavily  taxed,  for  no 
raw  material  in  these  days  was  or  ought 
to  be  taxetl  if  they  could  he!j>  it.  Why 
was  that  argument  ignored  in  the  case  of 
land  ?  It  was  because  it  was  supposed 
that  land  and  houses  were  held  in  the 
batnls  of  a  few — namely,  the  rich.  That 
was  the  reason  it  ilid  not  get  justice,  and 
that,  obviously,  would  really  he  the  case 
in  the  future,  for  if  the  proposals  of  the 
Governinent  were  carried  the  collection 
of  estates  into  fewer  hamls  would 
rapidly  take  ]daee.  He  would  define 
these  proposals  as  an  attempt  to  compc!, 
if  not  Xahoth,  Naboth's  son  or  bis  grand- 
s^on  to  sell  bis  vineyard  to  some  Cotton 
King  or  other,  for  only  very  rich  men 
would  lie  able  to  keep  lautl  at  all,  Tbia 
wa&  the  very  difficulty  the  right  hon, 
Gentlcmiin  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
foresaw  in  lH53  if  any  proposal  was  made 
to  tax  land  lor  Death  Duties  on  its 
capital  vahie.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
below  him  had  rcail  a  passage  fn*m  that 
speech  of  the  right  lion,  (Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Midlothian,  but  there  was 
another  passage  even  stronger.  He 
aaid^ — * 

**  It  would  Ijc*  libviously  highly  i aeons i stent 
wliile  we  leav^e  such  profieny  (^spenkini;  of  real 
property  J  subject  tn  itn  heavy  annual  burdens, 
t*»  aj:i,'^ravftte  these  Ity  laying  a  heavy  charge  oa 
the  cftjjitab  For  the  Ooverameut  would  then 
force  and  nccolerate  by  the  prcsauTc  of  fiscal 
enactments  charges  on  the  tenure  of  this 
property  ;  aad  that  accelt'ration  wnuhl  bp,  in 
my  opiiiinn,  not  only  unjiiNt^  but  motit  cruel  and 
mischievous  in  a  socinl  |K>int  of  vievv." 

Whatever  might  happen  in  the  future, 
real  property — hind  and  houses— was  not 
now  altogether  iu  the  bands  of  rich  men. 
He  was  glad  to  say  that  in  the  part  *»f  tho 
country  with  whicli  he  was  connected  a 
vast  number  of  working  men  owtied  their 
own  houses,  and  on  the^e  men  would  fall 
to  a  large  extent  the  proposed  dnty. 
What  had  been  the   policy  of  the  House 
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during  the  past  10  or  12  years  ?  To 
encourage  both  in  Euglaud  and  Ireland 
the  creation  of  small  proprietors  and 
ownerships.  The  small  tenant  farmer 
of  whom  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  just 
now  spoke  might  be  a  yeoman  farmer 
owning  the  farm  he  tilled.  On  such  an 
one  these  burdens  would  fall  with  great 
severity.  What  was  the  present  position 
of  the  land  as  regarded  taxation  ?  Its 
position  presented  four  anomalies  or 
admitted  inequalities  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  called  them  —  namely,  in 
regard  to  Income  Tax,  Death  Duties, 
the  exclusive  monopoly  of  the  burden  of 
the  Land  Tax,  which  was  originally  levied 
on  all  property,  and  its  special  position  as 
to  local  burdens.  On  the  Death  Duties 
anomaly  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
had  spoken  at  great  length,  on  the  In- 
come Tax  anomaly  he  had  spoken  a 
little,  and  the  other  two  anomalies  he 
had  said  nothing  about.  Having  regard 
to  the  Registration  Bill  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  to  their  Budget  it  might  be 
said  of  them  that  they 

"  Compound  for  sins  they  are  inclined  to 
By  oamning  those  they  have  no  mind  to." 

He  must  now  confine  himself  to  the 
anomalies  of  the  Death  Duties,  which 
were  calculated  on  life  interest  and  not 
on  capital  value.  That  advantage,  he 
could  tell  the  Committee  from  experience, 
was  more  apparent  than  real.  If  they 
went  to  Somerset  House  as  successor  to 
real  property  what  happened  was  this  : 
The  gross  income  was  taken  and  arbi- 
trary deductions  were  made  which  were 
considered  sufficient  to  get  at  the  net  in- 
come ;  then  the  net  income  was  calculated 
as  an  annuity,  and  on  that  they  had  to 
pay.  The  whole  thing  rested  on  the  net 
income  being  fairly  arrived  at,  and  on 
that  nothing  was  allowed  otl'for  manage- 
ment of  estate  or  agency — though  5  per 
cent,  for  agency  was  usual  on  estate 
accounts.  A  man  was  richer  in  the 
opinion  of  Somerset  House  than  he  was 
at  his  bankers.  The  anomaly  of  which 
he  was  speaking  was  created,  explained, 
and  justified  by  the  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian himself.  He  did  not  know  that 
anybody  had  ever  undertaken  to  explain 
the  injustice  of  the  Income  Tax,  but  as 
reganled  the  anomaly  of  the  Death  Duties 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  1853  men- 
tioneil  four  or  fi\e  reasons  why  this  ap- 
parent anomaly  should  be  allowed  to  con- 
tinue.      The     right     hon.     Gentleman 

Mr.  Grant' Lawson 


mentioned  the  Income  Tax,  the  Land 
Tax,  the  expense  of  transfer,  and 
especially  the  great  weight  of  local  taxa- 
tion. He  had  gone  closely  into  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman^s  figures  to  see 
whether  his  arguments  had  lost  any  force 
during  the  time  which  had  elapsed. 
He  wished  to  say  a  few  words  with  re- 
ference to  the  question  of  local  burdeoft 
on  land,  because  these  burdens  were  now 
actually  heavier  on  the  total  value  of 
realty  than  they  were  in  1853.  It  was 
impossible  to  obtain  the  real  amount  of 
the  rates  in  1853,  but  it  was  possible  to 
get  them  for  1851.  From  the  Report  of 
1870,  presented  to  this  House  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  St.  George's  Division,  he  found  that 
the  receipts  from  the  rates  in  1851  were 
£8,916,000,  they  were  in  1890-91 
£27,818,642.  In  1851  they  had  no 
absolute  Return  of  the  rateable  value 
of  realty,  but  they  had  his  right  hon. 
Friend's  Return  as  to  the  gross  value 
of  realty  in  that  year,  and,  further, 
a  table  showing  how  much  at  that  period 
they  had  to  deduct  from  the  gross  annual 
value  to  arrive  at  the  rateable  value. 
Working  that  out,  it  would  be  found 
that  the  rateable  value  in  1851  was 
£71,107,000,  whereas  in  1890-91  the 
rateable  value  of  realty  had  grown  to 
£152,116,000.  By  the  process  of  simple 
arithmetift  anybody  could  arrive  at  this 
fact,  that  whereas  in  1851  the  rates  falling 
on  realty  amounted  to  2s.  6d  and  1-lOtbd. 
in  the  £1,  in  1890-91  the  rates  were 
3s.  7|d.  in  the  £1  ;  so  that  the  pressure 
of  local  taxation  was  heavier  now  than 
it  was  in  1853,  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
made  it  justify  this  anomaly.  He  would 
not  make  an  estimate  of  the  amount  that 
would  fall  upon  real  property  when  the 
English  Local  Governmentt  Bill  came 
into  operation.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  kept  entirely  out  of  view  all 
this  question  of  local  taxation  and  the 
burdens  on  realty.  In  doing  so,  he  had 
succeeded  in  avoiding  what  would  have 
been  a  rather  nasty  rock  to  stumble  upon, 
because  in  his  Budget  speech  he  quoted 
against  realty  the  Report  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  St. 
George's  of  1870,  as  showing  that  realty 
in  England  paid  less  to  Imperial  taxation 
than  it  did  in  sevei*al  other  countries 
which  he  named.  If  the  right  hon.  Geu* 
tleman   had    completed    the    paragraph 
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rbicb  be  wh«  reiiiJing  lie  would  have 
dUDcl   tbe  diftmetrically  opposite   to   be 

*tlie  case  as  regarded  Imperhil  and 
local  taxatiou   coupled  together.     The!<e 

prordu  came  immediately  before  the  words 
rbicli  the  Chancellor  i»f  the  Exf:hequer 

"read — 

It  is,  therefore,  apparent  that,  with  the  ex- 

iptioii  of  Belgrium,  n«U  prnperties  pay  a  larger 

portion  in  the  Unittsi  Kinploiii  t-o  what  it 

ekewherts  though  the  (li^oreiiet'  bctwt."0[i 

and  the  tTnited  Kitigfiom  is*  little  more 

1  per  cent.    Throwing-  Imperial  and  Iwal 

tion  together,   the  general   result    of    the 

'»  upon   real   property   appears   to    be    fis 

follows  :** — 

ad  there  followed  a  table  showing  that 

Bklty    io   the    United    Kingdom^  taking 

and    Imperial    taxation    together^ 

Iter  the  abolrtiou  of  the  Fire  In.Hnranee 

^Duty  and   the  rednctlon    of   the   Income 

Tax   to   4d.»   paid  more    than  any   other 

Duntry,  Belgium  excepted.     What  was 

Ibc  relief  in  the  matter  of  Income  Tax  ? 

The   riglit   bon.    Gentleman    based   this 

Resolution   upon  the   fact    tliat   be    had 

tiveu   some  reduction   iu   tbe  matter  of 
nconie  Tax,  and  had  accused    tbem  of 
eiug  ungrateful.     lie  assured  the  right 
OH.  Gentleman    that  they  were  grateful 
ar  small   mercies  ;    they   bad   not  been 
luudereil  so  much  as  some   of  the  sup- 
orters  of  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  had 
iiei*ireti  they  should  be.     But  he  appealed 
to  tbe  common  sense   of   the   Committee 
•      HH  to  wbether  any  landlord   in   the  world 
received   idne-teuths   of    the   gross    rent 
roll  of  bis  estate   to  spend.     Me   took   it 

^ihat  what  was  meant  by  net  income  was 

^Blbe  inc<mie  which,  at  the  end  of  the  year, 

^Birould    lie    available    for    dividejul    if  a 

person  made  himself   into  a  Joint  Stock 

^^Compnny«      Who   could    say    tlnit    one- 

^■lenth  was  a  fair  deduction  U*  get  ?     As 

^^pgarded   the  outgoings,  tliere   were  the 

^Kepairs,  the  management   and   collection 

^^of  I  be  rent,  arrears,  and  law  charges,  of 

which    the    right     hon,    (Gentleman    the 

Mem  her  fur  Midlotliian  said — 

VVithoat  these  it  is  imivcwsible  to  coiidiict 
tsinew  connveted  with  landed  pro^^erty  and 
ttfies/' 

Taking  oflTall  »bose  deductions,  and  re- 
membering that  ihey  came,  in  the  case  of 
real  property,  charged  for  mortgages, 
annuities,  dowers,  and  portions,  only  out 
of  the  margin,  who  could  say  that  one- 
nth  watt  a  reasonable  *leduction  t  He 
I  tbo  sj>ecifie  figures  before  him.  For 
the    purpose     of    getting    the    rateable 
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value  of  propjorty  tt  was  the  rule 
to  deduct  everything  that  waa  re- 
quired to  keep  tbe  property  io  a  state 
of  repair  snflicient  to  earn  tbe  rent.  He 
would  00 1  take  anyone  County  or  Rating 
Authority,  because  tbe  applicatiou  of  the 
rule  varied  with  ilifferent  conuties,  bnt  he 
wonld  take  tbe  collective  wisdom  of  all 
the  limiting  Aulborities  of  England. 
The  Return  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  8t,  George's,  Hanover 
Square,  slumped  calculations  at  five 
diilerent  periods  as  to  the  gross  income 
returned  for  Income  Tax,  and  it  apf>eared 
that  to  arrive  at  rateable  value  the  dednc- 
tion  ought  to  be  not  10  per  cent,  or  I6f 
per  cent,,  which  it  was  now  propose*!  by 
the  Chancellor  to  dedtict,  but  between  25 
and  30  per  cent.  The  Secret*iry  of  State 
for  India  said  hi  his  Report  in  IB91  that 
tbe  grosB  income  from  laud,  houses,  rail- 
ways, and  rateable  property  generally  was 
£2]9,5o4,086.  The  rateable  value  was 
£  1 52, 1 16,008,  The  deduction  was 
almost  precisely  30  per  cent,,  or  rather 
over.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
started  w^ith  the  proposition  that  it  was 
best  to  place  both  taxes,  tbe  Death 
Duties  and  the  Income  Tax^onafair  and 
equitable  basis,  hnt  the  small  ileducttou 
he  !iad  allowed,  an  instalment  of  justice 
long  ovenhie,  would  not  induce  owners 
of  land  and  the  agricultural  interest 
generally  to  give  him  a  receipt  hi  full  for 
all  tbe  chums  they  btwJ,  not  upon  bia 
generosity  hnt  upon  his  sense  of  Justice. 
They  eutereil  that  eurefif  at  once.  It 
would  be  fonuil  that  hind,  instead  of  pay- 
ing too  little  to  Imperial  taxation  as 
com  feared  with  personalty,  was  paying 
too  much*  and  they  could  still  cotitiuue 
to  put  that  chiim  before  their  consti- 
tuents, 

♦Tiiiv  SECRETARY  ok  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  H,  11.  Fowler,  Wolver- 
hampton, E,)  :  Before  I  i^ny  a  few 
words  npon  the  general  question,  I 
s^bouild  like  to  make  one  remark  iti  reply 
to  the  hon-  Memlier  who  has  just  sat 
down.  He  says  that  no  one  who 
has  any  knowledge  of  rating  would 
make  the  ilcduction  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
suggested,  and  (bat  it  is  inconsistent 
with  both  tbe  practice  and  opinion 
of  all  Rating  Anthorities.  I  thiuk  that 
the  Rating  Authority  of  the  great  County 
of  LancHhhire  atui  the  Rating  Authority 
of  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire  are  two 


1255       Wat/s  and  Means,- 


{COMMONS} 


Committee. 


1256 


very  typical  and  reliable  cases  to  guide 
this  House.  Those  authorities  may  be 
taken  as  specimens  of  men  wbo  are 
singularly  competent  to  decide  these  ques- 
tions, and  their  counties  are  specimens 
of  counties  where  every  variety  of 
industry  flourishes,  perhaps  to  be 
found  nowhere  else  in  the  Kingdom. 
Those  Rating  Authorities  declared 
in  their  recommendation  to  their 
County  Councils,  and  the  County  Coun- 
cils have  adopted  the  recommendation, 
that  1-1 2th  is  the  proper  allowance  to 
make  in  respect  of  land,  and  one-sixth 
in  respect  of  house  property,  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  while 
accepting  the  higher  rate  so  far  as  houses 
were  concerned,  has  increased  the  1-1 2th 
to  1-lOih  in  respect  of  laud.  But  I  have 
risen  not  to  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  on 
that  question,  but  rather  to  reply  upon 
the  broader  questions  which  he  has  raised, 
and  which  were  also  raised  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division. 
That  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
land  of  this  country  was  taxed  and  rated 
out  of  all  proportion  to  its  real  value — 
[^Opposition  cheers'] — and  those  cheers 
show  that  hon.  Members  share  in  that 
view.  The  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
sat  down  has  instanced  many  anomalies 
which  affect  taxation  of  land  in  this 
country,  aud  has  dwelt  upon  the  exces- 
sive burden  of  local  taxation,  having 
taken  the  figures  from  the  Return  of  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  St. 
George's,  and  also  from  a  Return  I 
myself  prepared  some  few  months  ago. 
Having  had  the  duty  devolved  upon  me 
of  making  that  inquiry,  I  hope  the 
Committee  will  allow  me  to  say  a 
word  or  two  in  reference  to  this 
burden  of  taxation  upon  land  in  this 
country,  and  especially  upon  agricultural 
land.  I  admit  at  once  that  it  is  a  grave 
question,  and  a  difficult  question.  I 
admit  that  in  1858  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Midlothian  pointed  to 
the  burdens  on  land  in  the  shape  of  local 
taxation.  That  was  the  justification  of 
the  proposals  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
1888.  But  although  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  then  stated  that  the  account 
was  closed,  and  that  the  State  had  then 
rendered  full  satisfaction  to  thd  landed 
interest,  with  respect  to  local  tf^ation, 
yet  now  we  find  the  demand  iJl  still 
made,  and  the  complaints  are  >pow 
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perhaps  greater  than  they  ever  were.  I 
think,  under  these  circumstances,  it  will 
not  be  an  unpardonable  expenditure  of 
time  if  I  point  out  what  the  real 
facts  are.  These  assertions  cannot  be 
either  proved  or  disproved  by  making 
dogmatic  statements.  Some  Members 
may  be  of  opinion  that  land  is  anjnstly 
taxed  so  far  as  local  taxation  is  concerned; 
others  may  be  of  opinion  that  land  is  not 
taxed  sufficiently  as  compared  with  other 
interests  in  the  country.  All  I  am  going 
to  do  to-night — and  I  shall  deal  with  the 
matter  in  no  controversial  spirit — is  to 
endeavour  to  put  before  the  Committee 
the  result  of  my  own  inquiry,  and  also  the 
result  of  the  combined  inquiries  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  myself  on  this 
question,  and  I  will  leave  the  Committee 
to  draw  its  own  conclusions.  Now,  the 
first  thing  we  have  to  deal  with  is  to 
ascertain  what  is  the  total  amount  of 
public  rates  levied  at  the  present  time — 
what  is  the  amount  of  our  local  taxation. 
The  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
said  with  great  accuracy  that  that 
taxation  has  been  enormously  increased 
in  recent,  years.  I  exclude  from  con- 
sideration all  rates  levied  for  other  than 
public  purposes.  I  do  not  include  gas  or 
water  rates,  or  any  rates  levied,  so  to 
speak,  for  a  reproductive  purpose.  I  am 
dealing  now  with  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  called  direct  taxa- 
tion, and  I  am  taking  the  figures  for  the 
last  year  for  which  we  have  a  correct 
Return,  the  year  1891.  In  a  few  weeks' 
time  the  Returns  for  the  next*  year  will 
be  ready,  but  I  know  enough  of 
the  figures  to  say  that  practically  the 
difference  will  be  very  slight,  and  the 
Committee  will  he  safe  in  judging 
this  question  on  the  figures  of  the 
last  year's  Return  published  of  local 
taxation.  The  amount  of  local  taxation 
is,  in  round  figures,  £28,000,000,  it  being 
£27,818,000.  I  need  hardly  say  that 
that  is  a  figure  which  the  Committee 
should  not  pass  by  lightly.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  in  his  Budget  has  made  very 
great  demands — the  Government  think 
necessary  demands — upon  the  public 
in  respect  to  Imperial  Expenditure. 
That  Imperial  Expenditure  has  growc, 
and  is  growing,  to  a  very  enormous 
sum.  When  we  consider  the  burdens 
upon  the  people  of  this  country  we  must 
add  to  this  very  heavy  Imperial  Expen- 
diture the  enormous  sum  of  local  tax*- 
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Boil    whieb    is,    I    am    afraid,    rapid  I  v 

pproaehrnjtr  £30,(>D(),()W>  sterling.     The 

U   point  is   how  is   this  £28»0tK),OtX) 

1,  or  rather  from  what  localities  is  it 

ilfsed,  an<i  how  ig   it  cla>4rtified  ?     I  will 

deiil  with  it  rather  in  round  fiifure;*,  and 

riJl    not    troulile    the     Committee    with 

iictionH.       Now  the   Metropolitan  and 

irhau  districts  of  this  <M>oMtryniisu  ahont 

JI7,5<Jt),OU0.         London      rai^e?^     almnt 

B8»O0U,Ot>0,   and  the  rest   of  the    innui- 

ftipal    and    otlier    boron *,^hs     snul    iirhau 

latriets    raise   t'9»500,0lKX     The   partly 

rban    and    partly    rnrai    districts    raise 

^,2tX);0()0,    and    the   pciruly    ru nd  dis- 

ricts  raise  in  round  tig u res  a   little  over 

t2,(X)i),(K)0  —  to       l>e      exactly      right, 

B2JOH,67»L     In  that  mode  we  raise  the 

E28,(XKM)UO,       I     would     like,     in     the 

irst    instance,    to    eoiilni^t     this     with 

be  ratet^   which    were  raised   when  the 

ight    hon.     Geiitlenmn    opposite    made 

lis    investigation    2o    yearg    at;r>»        He 

then  Rtieertfli ned  timt  the  aggregate  taxu- 

tion  of  this   country  for  local  rates  was 

■b  round  figures  l'16,.SiXX()()0.    The  Cnm- 

^^Bittee  will  iH^te  th<.*   large    increase  from 

^fcl6,.5(.KUK»0   to   practically   £;J(M)LK>,(HK) 

^Bd  tlieHc  few  years  since  1h6H.     I  tind  in 

^Hftie  Metropolitan  and  urhan   districts  the 

^nhixation  was  then  f  <i,7o(X00<K    It  is  now 

£  1 7,o(K),0(K),  so  that  the  Committee  will 

^■Itofe  that  the  enormous  increase  has  not 

^fbeen    in    the    agnciiltnnd    districts,    but 

that    it     has     been    in     the    urban    and 

Metropiditatj   districts.     In  jiartly  iirhan 

nd  partly  rural  districts — an<!   this  is  a 
jrery  siugnlar  feature  which  I   sludl  ex- 
Jllaiii  shortly — the  amount  is   now   prac- 
pcally  the  same  as  it  was  then,  Imt  there 
ft    slight   decrease   of  something   like 
5160,000.       But  in   ronnd    figures    you 
Dfty    say    that    the   increase    fias    been 
!10,7.'>0^0(X)    iti    the    urban    and  Metro- 
politan districts.     There  bus  bceti  jio  in- 
reane    in    tlic    partly    ninil    nnd    p/irtly 
|rbai>,  but  in   the  purely  rural  there  Inis 
[?n  an  increase  of  nearly  £T00,O00. 
►Sir  M.  hicks-beach  :  Woidd  the 
ight  hoD.  (4entleman  give  us  figures  re- 
ining the  ratcahle  values  ? 
Mm,  II.  ir.   FOWLER  :  I  can  wssure 
ae  right  hon.  (Tenth  nuiu  that  I  have  no 
iri^h  to  put  these  fignres  hefore  the  Com- 
littee  in  any  one-sided   way,  and  I  will 
Jl  attention  to  the  varieties  \u  rateable 
rnlue    presently.      That    is    a    very  im- 
rjrtant  point,  of  course,  and    I    may  say 
»w  that  these  detailfl  that  I  have  given 


are  to  a  certain  extent  misleading,  be- 
cause the  decrease  in  the  rates  raised 
ill  the  partly  urbaji  and  jmrtly  rural 
districts  is  due  largely  to  subventions. 
Then  the  area  in  which  the  rural  rates 
are  raised  is  constantly  diminishing,  io 
consequence  of  the  formation  of  new 
urbau  districts,  and  the  rateable  vabie 
may  have  so  risen  in  some  nrban  and 
fallen  in  some  rural  districts  that  the 
rates  in  the  £1  may  have  fallen  in  the 
urlmn  and  risen  in  ihe  rural  districts. 
Therefore  I  do  not  ask  the  Committee  to 
take  these  figures  as  conclusive,  I  would 
ratJier  take  as  the  test  of  the  severity  of 
local  burdens,  not  the  amount  raised,  but 
the  rates  in  the  £1  of  the  rates  levie<L 
What  is  theaverngerntein  the£l,  taking 
into  consideration  all  the  rales  levied  in 
England  and  Wales,  and  to  what  extent 
lias  ttiat  rate  been  increased  ?  Until  we 
get  to  the  ymir  1841  I  do  not  think  the 
lignres  are  to  be  entirely  dejiended  on  ; 
l>ut  in  180^-4  the  average  rate  was  4s,  o|il, 
intlie£i  x  in  1H1:M.>,  ^s.  l^d.  ;  in  1817, 
;is.  lOfd,  ;  in  1827,  3s,  Hd.  ;  in  1841, 
2s,  7d.;  in  1868,  as,  4d.  ;  and  in  1891, 
3s.  Hd.  Between  1H68  and  1891,  there- 
fore, there  has  been  an  increase  of  4d, 
only.  The  fluctuation  of  the  rates  has 
been  remarkable,  and  it  is  thie  to  the 
subventions  that  the  amount  has  not 
exceeded  3s.  Hil.  Taking  tins  figure  of 
3s,  Hd.  as  ihe  total  rate  in  the  £1  for 
Englaiui  and  Wales,  the  m*xt  question 
for  consideration  is  how  it  is  compose<l. 
What  portion  of  it  is  raised  by  what  are 
called  old  rntes  and  what  portion  by 
rates  impose^l  in  recent  times  ?  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Sleaford  rather 
blamed  the  Government  for  not  taking 
the  Land  Tax  into  consideration  as  a 
tax  upon  land.  I  cannot  agree  with 
the  view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
for  the  Land  Tax  is  essentially  an  here* 
ditary  burden,  subject  to  which  laud 
has  l>een  l*ought  and  sold  at  all 
event:^  for  1(X>  or  loO  years. 
The  Land  Tax,  of  course,  has  nothing 
to  do  with  my  present  argument ;  I  am 
only  saying  that  in  passing,  because 
the  Land  Tax  is  not  a  local  but  Imperial 
charge.  There  are  two  charges  which  I 
shall  venture  to  submit  to  the  Committee 
are  emphatically  hereditary  burdens  out- 
side the  purview  of  what,  might  b© 
tlescribed  as  current  taxation.  The  old 
nites  levied  ilnring  a  long  series  of  yeara 
from  1841  were  divided  by  my  predeeessor 
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and  by  mjself  into  four — the  poor  rate, 
the  highway  rate,  the  county  rate,  and 
the  church  rate.  These  are  the  old 
rates.  The  new  rates  are  the  sanitary 
and  the  whole  structure  of  municipal, 
urban,  and  education  rates.  [An  hon. 
Member  :  The  police  rate.]  The  police 
rate  is  included  in  the  county  rate,  and  both 
have  been  collected  together.  But  the 
oldest  rate  of  all,  and  the  principal  local 
rate  levied  for  300  years,  is  the  poor 
rate  ;  and  by  the  poor  rate  rising  and 
falling  is  to  a  great  extent  to  be  tested 
the  severity  or  the  contrary  of  local 
burdens.  The  poor  rate,  I  maintain,  is 
an  hereditary  burden  on  land.  ["No, 
no  !  "]  The  poor  rate  has  been  imposed 
on  land  in  this  country  at  all  events  since 
1603  ;  land  has  been  charged  with  the 
burden  of  maintaining  the  poor  of  the 

farish  in  which  that  land  was  situated 
"  No,  no  ! "]  ;  and  every  acre  of  land 
since  1603  has  been  bought  and  sold 
subject  to  that  burden.  It  is  the  un- 
fortunate mischief  of  our  system  of 
local  taxation  that  in  the  expression 
"  poor  rate  "  we  include  a  great  deal 
that  does  not  relate  to  the  relief 
of  the  poor.  We  have  the  rates 
raised  for  the  expenditure  of  the 
Guardians  uud  the  Poor  Law  Authorities 
for  purposes  connected  with  the  relief  of 
the  poor  ;  but  then  the  county  rate,  often 
the  borough  rate,  the  police  rate,  contri- 
butions  to  the  Overseers,  Highway 
Boards,  School  Boards,  Rural  Sanitary 
Authorities,  are  all  raised  in  the  poor 
rate.  Therefore,  to  get  at  the  real  truth  of 
that  impost,  we  must  dismiss  everything 
except  Poor  Law  expenditure.  I  do 
not  say  that  the  gross  poor  rate  is 
an  hereditary  burden  on  land.  I  do  not 
say  that  the  poor  rate  of  last  year,  which 
was  nearer  £  1 6,000,000  than  £  1 5,000,000, 
is  a  hereditary  burden  on  laud,  because  it 
includes  a  vast  variety  of  items  which 
are  not  hereditary  burdens  ;  but  out 
of  the  amount  of  the  poor  rate 
raised  for  thesfl  purposes,  what  is  ex- 
pended in  relief  of  the  poor  ?  That 
is  the  true  hereditary  burden.  Last 
year  there  was  expended  in  relief  of 
the  poor  about  £7,250,000,  and  that 
was  raised  out  of  the  sum  I  mentioned 
of  nearly  £16,000,000.  What' I  want 
to  put  to  the  Committee  is  what 
has  been  the  pure  poor  rate — if  I  mav 
coin  an  expression — the  rate  raised  for 
the  relief  of  the  poor,  and  has  that  been 
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an  increasing  or  a  diminishing  burden  ? 
Is  the  average  now  higher  than  it  was, 
and  is  there  a  greater  burden  imposed 
upon  land  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  than 
there  has  been  in  any  previous  period  ? 
We  have  clear  figures  about  that.  In  1803 
the  rate  expended  in  relief  of  the  poor 
was  3s.  4^.  in  the  £1  ;  in  1813,28.  4^ 
in  1827,  2s.  5id.;  in  1841,  Is. 
in  1856,  Is.  8d. ;  in  1866,  Is.  4^.;  and  in 
1868  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
put  the  rate  at  Is.  6d.  Taking  1868 
as  the  starting-point  of  my  calculation 
with  reference  to  the  poor  rate,  I  have  to 
see  what  was  the  condition  of  the  poor 
rate  in  1891  as  compared  with  1868.  The 
testing  of  this  figure  will,  I  think,  throw 
some  light  on  the  relief  which  has  been 
given  out  of  Imperial  taxation  for  local 
purposes.'  In  1891  the  average  poor 
rate  of  England  and  Wales  was  Is.  l^d. ; 
in  London  it  was  Is.  lid. ;  and  in  the 
provinces  it  was  under  8^.  If  you,  there- 
fore, exclude  London — and  I  think  for 
the  purposes  of  *an  argument  of  this  sort 
we  should,  especially  in  dealing  with  rural 
taxation  —  we  find  that  in  1891  this 
rate  is,  in  the  Provinces,  less  than  half 
of  what  it  was  in  1868.  There  are,  of 
course,  certain  items  to  be  added  in  the 
shape  of  expenses  which  fall  on  the  Poor 
Law  Authorities  which  are  neither 
wholly  connected  nor  wholly  unconnected 
with  the  relief  of  the  poor  ;  but  taking 
all  these  into  account,  I  submit  that 
there  has  been  a  fall  of  more  than  4d. 
in  the  £1  in  London  and  7id.  in  the  Pro- 
vinces. There  is  a  decrease,  therefore, 
of  what  I  venture  to  submit  to  the  House 
is  an  hereditary  burden  on  land,  and  that 
decrease  has  arisen,  not  from  a  decrease 
in  the  expenditure  of  poor  relief,  which 
has  increased  and  is  still  increasing — the 
relief  has  arisen  partly  from  an  increase 
in  the  rateable  value  and  partly  from  the 
very  large  subventions  which  have  been 
made  to  the  Poor  Law  Guardians  in  the 
relief  of  the  rate  for  the  specific  purposes 
of  relieving  the  poor.  The  other 
hereditary  burden  which  land  is  bound 
to  bear  is  the  highway  rate.  Land  has 
always  been  subject  in  this  country — 
ever,  indeed,  since  this  country  might  be 
said  to  have  had  civilisation  —  to  the 
burden  of  repairing  the  highways.  That 
rate  has  l)eeu  virtually  the  same  for,  1 
might  say,  the  greater  part  of  this  cen- 
tury. In  1817  it  was  £1,400,000;  in 
1862  it  stood  at  the  same  figure.     Id 
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1883  the  ftvcnige  rate  levied  m  the  £1 
for  the  highwaj  nile  was  7' hi, ;  \t  varie»1 
slightly  until  1889,  when  it  at^atu  stooi! 
at  7* Id.  ;  ill  the  two  succeeding  years  it 
wftB  6'4d,  and  6d,^  and  pnittteally  tlie  rate 
ia  standing  at  that  fig" u re  now.  If  anytliiat^, 
therefore,  there  han  been  a  fall  in  the 
highway  rate  during  the  hut  few  years. 
I  ueed  Bay  nothing  about  the  cliurch 
rate.  That  has  gone,  hut  while  it  lasted 
it  was  a  burden.  There  is  a  greater 
diflficiilty  ill  dealinjLr  with  the  eonnty  rate, 
Theeountieshaddifferent  modes  ofassesB- 
meut,  and  the  areas  of  the  counties  hud 
varied, especially  si?ice  llie  introduetlon  of 
the  Local  Government  Aetof  1 888,  which, 
80  far  as  the  Metropolis  is  eoneerned,  has 
materially  altered  the  position  of  the 
countiei*.  The  figures  I  am  nowquotiti^ 
are  not  my  own  figmes,  Itut  those  of  the 
Stati^tieal  and  other  Departments  of  the 
Local  (joveriiment  Board,  [prepared  under 
the  super! n tend enee  of  one  of  the  ablest 
men  in  the  Civil  Serviee,  ami  therefore 
the  figures  can  be  relied  on.  The  result 
shown  is  that  there  has  been  uo  groat 
variation  iu  the  county  rate.  In  1870  it 
was  4|ii.  ;  iu  1H80,  4}d.  ;  an<l  I  place  it 
myself  now  praetically  at  od.»  hut  I  tlo 
not  think  that  it  has  increased  beyond 
that  amotinf.  The  result  of  all  this  iipon 
these  old  rates,  which  have  always  been 
for  a  long  series  of  years  a  l>urden  on 
land,  and  two  of  which  are  an  hereditary 
harden  on  land,  h  that  while  those  old 
rates  in  1868  were 2s,  7dJu  the  £1,  iu  IHtH 
they  were  Is.  lOid, ;  and,  therefore,  there 
has  heeu  a  fall  in  the  old  rates  of  8^d.  It 
18  clear,  therefore,  tluit  so  far  as  these  are 
concerned  there  has  been  this  reduction. 
There  is  another  side,  of  course,  to  the 
account.  Hon,  Members  will  say,  '*  It 
is  all  very  well  to  talk  about  old  rates, 
hut  you  have  already  admitted  to  tis 
apparently  that  there  is  a  rise  of  4d.  from 
1868  to  the  present,  wldlst  now  yon  are 
talking  of  a  diminution  of  H^d,  How  do 
you  account  for  tlie  discrepancy?" 
By  the  groat  increase  in  taxation 
which  has  taken  place  during  the 
last  20  years.  Local  taxation  ap- 
pears to  have  commenced  its  rise 
at  the  beginning  of  the  70*8,  It 
increased  largely  in  the  Ws,  and 
it  has  not  decreased  in  the  '90*3, 
Id  1868  the  municipal  and  urban  sani- 
tary rateB  outside  London  amounted  to 
£3,(KX),000.  In  1880  they  were £5,700,000, 
;ana  in  1891  jE8,50O,O0O,     Prior  to  1880 


the  rate^  in  the  £1  of  those  rates 
cannot  be  ascertained,  as  the  rateable 
vahies  of  the  urban  districts  are  not  re- 
corded. In  1880  tbe  rate  in  tbc  £1  of 
the  mnnicipal  and  urbttn  sanitary  rate 
averaged,  in  boroughs  2s.  ♦i^d.,  and  in 
other  urban  districts  Is,  9|d!  In  1891 
it  had  risen  tn  boroughs  to  3s,  O.Vd.,  and 
iu  other  urban  districts  to  2s.  4d,  In 
addition  to  these  rates,  there  were  also 
the  new  School  Board  rates,  whi<di  had 
come  into  existence  since  1868,  and 
whicli,  when  spread  over  the  whole 
of  the  valnations  of  horoughs  and  other 
urlmu  districts,  averaged  in  boroughs 
a  little  over  5d,,  and  in  other 
nrhan  districts  i5|d,  in  the  £1.  I 
come  to  the  eonclusion  that  the  new 
rates  levied  in  boroughs  have  now 
reached  lis,  .5^d,  iu  the£i.  There  is  an 
average  horough  rate  of  7'2iL,  an  average 
School  Board  rate  of  5d,,  and  an  average 
l»orongh  urban  sanitary  rale  of  2s.  5j^d, 
The  House  will  see  that  these  are  entirely 
new  rates*  which  were  not  in  existence  to  a 
great  extent  many  years  ago,  and  these 
formed  a  considerable  increase  to  the  local 
taxation.  With  referen<'e  to  the  rates  in 
the  rural  districts,  the  first  dilticulty  in 
fintling  out  what  has  been  tbe  position  of 
purely  rural  dintricts  is  with  reference  to 
the  School  Board  rate.  In  *ome districts 
there  is  no  such  rate,  while  iti  others  it 
is  very  heavy.  The  rate  as  a  whole  must 
be  taken  and  spread  over  the  whole  of 
the  rural  districts.  Tbe  new  burdens 
which  have  been  imposed  on  land  within 
the  last  20  years  are  three  iu  number— 
the  rnral  sauitary  rate,  the  School  Board 
rate,  and  the  burial  rate.  The  gross  total 
of  the  rural  sanitary  rate  is  £412,000  ;  the 
gross  totjd  of  the  School  Board  rate 
raised  in  purely  rural  districts  is  £350,000, 
There  is  also  a  proportion  of  the  School 
Board  rate  raised  in  parishes  consisting 
mainly  of  urban  districts,  but  which  in- 
clude a  considerable  portion  of  rural  jiupu* 
lation  ;  and  for  that  1  allow  ilO.5,O0O. 
The  gross  total  of  new  local  taxation  on 
the  rnral  districts  between  IH68  and 
1891  was,  therefore,  £867,(K)0.  If  that 
were  spread  eqnally  over  the  poor 
rate  valuation  of  these  rural  districts,  it 
would  amount  to  a  rate  of  4d,  in 
the  £1.  Therefore,  the  rural  districts 
are  paying  in  local  taxation  under  the 
old  rates  8^.  in  the  £1  less,  and  under 
the  new  rates  4d.  in  the  £1  more,  sliow- 
iiig  a  net  deduction  of  ^A.  in  the  £1.  In 
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the  vttluahle  tables  prepareil  io  1868  tUe 
ainoiirit  of    the  poor,  couDt}%  churrh,  and 
highway  mtes  levied  iu  the  ruml  dislrieti^ 
was  put  at  2s*  TU.  in  tlie  £1.     The  t^ame 
rates,  with  the  atlJitiou  of  the  sanitary 
and   eilucntion  rates*,  iti  1890-91  were  put 
at  2s.  2^d.»  whieh  would   shuw  a  fall   of 
4W'  Hon*  Mernl>er8  have  asked  me  ahont 
rateable  values,  and  what  ure  tiie  propor- 
tions of  property  on  w^hich  these  rates  fall. 
1    do    not    c|uite  understand  the   fic^ureH 
wbieii  the  lion.  Geiiflernan  who  has  juj*t 
sat  down  has  given  uk.     He  said  that  iu 
1861  the  rateable  value  was  £71,000,000. 
Now,  Sir,  I  have  it  here  in  the  Report  of 
the  rit^ht  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  that  the 
mteable  vabre  in  1847  was  £67,0(K>,000 ; 
in  1856  it  was  put  at  £71,840,tKXJ  ;  an^l 
in    18(58    it    bad    reaeiied   £  RX),5tRX00O. 
The     increa8e     In     the     rateable    value 
between  1868  and  to-dav  is  the  ditierence 
.  between  £100,000,000  and  £lo4,00<WM>0, 
The  rateable  value  of  the  rural  sanitarj 
diBtriets  in  1882  w^as  £.55,000,000,  aud  in 
1892   was  £o3,000,CX>0,  whieh   shows  a 
very  small  deerea^e.     Of  course,  there  is 
an  explanation  of  that.     It  arose  partly 
on  account  of  the  increase  of  value  of  one 
description  of  property  and  decrease  of 
value   in   another  deseription,  lieeause   I 
find   that   the  Income  Tax   valuation  of 
the   value   of  the    land   has   fallen   from 
£50,000,iH-)0  iu   1873  to  £42,000,000  in 
i1j«-^  present  year,  whieh  is  a  decrease  of  1 
something  like  £8,0tKV>t>0  ;    and   there- 
foremucli  of  the  decrease  iu  the  rural  sani- 
t4iry  rateable  value  must  arise  from  the 
increase  of  house  and  other  properties  in 
those  districts  and  also,  perhaps,  from  a 
better  mode  of  assessmeut  so  far  as  that 
is  concerned.     At  all  events,  so  far  as  the 
rural    districts   are   eoDcerned,  we   have 
only    a   decrease    of    rateable    value   of 
something  like  £2,500,000.     The  ques- 
tion we  have  to  ask  ourselves  is,  what  is 
the  burden  on  land  of  local  taxation  at 
the  present  day  ?     That  is  the  jwint  on 
whieh  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
is     impeached     with     reference     to    the 
Budjifet,    Tl)e  argument  of  the  right  bon» 
Meml>er  for  Sleaford  was  that  the  Chau- 
cellor  of   the   Exchequer   had    no  right 
to  increase  the  burden  of  Imperial  taxa- 
tion   on     land,   l>ecause    its    burdens    in 
respect   of    local    taxation    had    Vieeu  so 
euonnously  increased.     As  far  as  rating 
was  concerned,  I  have  shown  the  House 
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that  the  burden  has  been  decreased  in- 
stead of  increased  in  recent  years.  W6 
have  the  difficulty  again  in  reference  to 
these  figures  which  is  caused  by  the 
difference  between  our  various  systems  of 
valuation.  I  ventured  to  say  when  the 
Local  (ioveroment  Bill  was  before  the 
House  that  I  knew  for  no  more  pre9»in)i|; 
reform  than  tliat  there  should  be  an 
assessment  for  all  purposes.  Wc  ought 
to  have  one  valuation  for  local  and  Im- 
perial purposes.  The  County  Councils 
are  now  endeavouring  to  put  their  rates 
upon  what  I  may  call  a  mtional  system, 
l>ecause  there  is  no  rations!  principle  in 
the  variety  of  systems  adopted  by  the 
various  assessment  committees.  They 
vary  to  an  enormous  extent,  and  there- 
fore, when  aggregated,  they  present  the 
extraordinary  discrepancy  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Thirsk  j)ointed  •out.  As 
sliowing  how  I  lie  value  of  different  classes 
of  property  has  shifted  I  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  following  figures  : — 
According  to  the  investigations  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  total  anunal 
value  of  rateable  property  was  thus 
distributed  :  In  1814,  of  a  total 
of  £53,o0O,0Ot),  lauds  represented 
£37,000,000,  houses  nearly  £  1 5,tKX),000, 
and  **  other  property''  aliout  £1,500,000* 
In  1843  the  total  amount  ha^l  risen  to 
£85,803,000,  and  was  thus  distri- 
bute<l  :  Lands,  £42,128,000  ;  houses, 
£35,556,0tK)  :  railways,  £2,418,000  ;  and 
other  property,  £5,701,000.  In  1868 
the  total  value  was  £143,873,000,  dis- 
tributed as  foUow^s  :  Lands,  £47,767,000  ; 
houses,         £68,013,000   ;  railways^ 

£15,980,00(J ;  and  othor  property, 
£12,1 13,000.  The  House  will,  perhaps* 
understand  these  figures  better  if  I  give 
tbeni  in  the  form  of  percentages.  Iu 
1814  lands  represented  69'28  per  cent.; 
houses,  27*84  per  cent,,  and  other  pro- 
perty 2-88  j>ercent.  In  1843  lands  had 
decreased  to  49*10  per  cent,;  bowses  wore 
41*41  per  cent,;  railways  were  2*82  per 
cent.,  and  other  property  6' 64  per  ceDl. 
In  1868  the  percentage  of  lands  was  only 
33^20  ;  of  houses  47' 27  ;  of  railways 
11*11  ;  and  of  other  property  8*  42.  Com- 
menting on  these  figures,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said — 

'*  It  appears  that  a  complete  revolutioti  lias 
laken  place  in  the  relative  position  of  lands  and 
otber   clafiacs  of   property  m  contributorft  To  { 
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al  taxation.  While  in  1814  lands,  8|>eakini?  ^  now,  and  he  Baitl  tliaf.  of  all  delusion* 
imily.  represent etl  7U  per  cunt,  of  the  total  I  ^rhiGh  agriculturii^tH  eutertniued  none  was 
filue  of  real  property,  they  now  represent  only 


|»er  went,,  or  less  than  half  of  the  previousi 
erceut4igc  ;  hounee  which  in  1814  eontrihutoil 
nly   27*1*4  per  cent.,  or   little  more    than  one 

i^uarter  of  the  value  of  real  property,  now  re- 
rcBont  4 7" 2 7^  or  nearly  one- half  ;  while  rail- 

Wnys  and  «>ther  property  which  in  1814  eontri- 
uted  only  2'88  to  the  whole  now  together  *x»n- 
•ibute  Ui'h^r 

rii©  same  procei^a  has  <!onr,ininjd  since 
1868.  Ou  reference  to  tUe  anionntH  and 
eri'entage«  of  the  aKPeswrnentfl  to  the 
ineomeTax,  it  will  be  seen  that  the  per- 
centage of  lands  lias  steadily  fallen,  while 
those  of  lionses,  railwari*,  and  other  pro- 
perties have  steadily  iiicreasetl.  Theiiguree^ 
for  the  Income  Tax  valaatiou  for  1H9()-1 
bIiow   that    of    a    total    annual    valne  of 

Pi219,000,Dt)(J  lands  were  represented   by  i 
19*2 4  per  cent.,  bouses  by  56*35  per  eent,, 
railways  by  14*02,  and  otber  properties  by 
10*39,       The      rates    raised    by    Local 

^tAutboritiof^      amounted     in       IHlT       to  i 
:iO,l(KX(mt),  and  in  1868  to  £10,500,000,  I 
It  wonld  appear,  therefore,  that  the  mtes  i 
borne    by    lands      amounteil,      speaking 

CbroaiUvt  in  1817  to  £6,733,000,  and 
in  I8ti<  £5,500,000:  while  those  borne 
by  hon&es  and  other  properties  amonnted 
m  1817  to  £3,366,000,  atui  in  1868  to 
£11,000,000,  In  1891  the  nttes  borne 
by  lands  did  nut  exceed  £4,260,(K)O, 
wliile  those  borne  by  houses  and  other  pro- 
perties ujnouuted  at  least  to  £23,500,000. 
When  I  mention  land  I  should  tell  the 
House  that  it  notonly  includes  agricultural 
land,  I  nit  land  for  or  n  a  mental  purposes, 
parley,  garilens  attaelied  to  liousen,  farm 
liouses,  farm  bnildings,  tithe-rent  charge, 
tithe  not  arising  from  liaid,  Easter  offer- 
ings, and  other  money  payments  in 
■  respect  of  Church  matter!^,  other  royalties, 
casements,  right  of  way,  and  so  on.  If 
the  amount  of  £4,260,000  had  been  borne 
by  agricukurai  land  it  would  have 
amounted  last  year  to  an  average  of 
'  3b.  OuiL  on  the  27,800,000  acres  wdiich 
»re  under  all  kinds  of  crops.  That  is  a 
siugular  coufirmatiou  of  the  sialenient 
made  to  me  four  or  live  years  ago  by  the 
late  Mr,  James  Howard,  who  was  a  sound 
authority  on  all  agriculturai  matters.  Mr. 
Howard  was  talking  of  the  great  distress 
in  agriculture  which  was  theu  very  much 


greater  than  the  idea  that  they  could  be 
relieved  by  any  shifting  or  chiinging  of 
local  tJixation,     He  added  that  if  the  land 
were  to  be  relieved  from  all  rates  what- 
ever,  the  relief    would  only    amount  to 
something  between  2s.  anil  3s.  an  acre, 
1    have    shown    that    the    actual    figure 
is    about    3s.   0|d.  per   acre.     Can   tiiat 
mean     the    prosperity   or    depression    of 
the    agricultural    interest  ?       I    do    not 
wish  to  minimise  the  depression  in  agri- 
cnltnre.       It     is     the    greatest    industry 
in  the  country  ;  it  has  the  largest  amount 
of  eapEtiil  invested   in  it  ;  and  it  is  more 
depressed  than  any  other.     At  the  same 
time,  if  we  are  to  look  at  the  matter  from 
a  statesmanlike    point  of  view,  we  must 
Ik?  sure   of  the  facts   and  figures,  and  I 
submit  to  the  House  with  a  considerable 
amount  of  confidence  that  the  real  burden 
on   agricultural   land  at  this   moment  is 
Dot  much  over    3s.   04d.  per  acre,    and 
that  from   wlmtever  source  agnculturists 
are     to     look    for     relief — and    I    hope 
they  will  he  able  to  find  some    reliable 
80 u ret — I    do     not    believe     they    will 
find    it    in    tampering   with    or    shifting 
a,bout  the  burdens  of  lociil  taxation.  May 
I  say  one  word  before  I  sit   down  about 
subveutious  ?     Why     have    these    rates 
diminished  in  spite  of  a  large  increase  of 
expenditure  on  the  poor  and  on  sanitary 
purposes?     The   answer  to  that  is,  first, 
that  it  is  due  to  the  groiit  increase  in  the 
rateable  value  of  property  ;  and,  sef»ondly, 
to  the  large  amount  whicJj  is  coiUrihutod 
by  the  Chancel  lor  of   the  Exelierpier  out. 
of  the  Imperial  fumls  to  the  relief  of  the 
local  rates.     I  am  not  going  to  enter  into 
a  discussion  upon  arguaUe  points  such  as 
j  those  which  relate  lo  contribution   from 
I  the    Treasury    to    the    prisons,  for    the 
,  police,    and    a    variety    of    similar   pur- 
I  poses.       But     my     general     content  ion 
I  is  that  the  relief  which  has  been  given 
\  out  of   Imperial  He  venue  to  local  taxa- 
tion    during     the     last    few     years    has 
I  amounted   to  something  like  £6,500,000 
per  atmum,  with  tiie  result  that   in  1891 
in  London,  where  the  average  rate  iu  the 
£1  of  the  rates  raised,  calculated  on  the 
poor  rate    valuation,  was  5s.,  the  relief 
given  was  8*6d.  in  the  £1  ;  in  the  county 
boroughs,  where  the  average  rate  in  the 
£1  of  the  rates  was  4s,   6^d.,  the   relief 


depressed — though   it  is  more  depressed    given  was  10'2d.  in  the  £1  ;  and  iu  the 


1267        Ways  and  Means.—         (COMMONS} 


Committee. 


1268 


administrative  counties,  where  the  aver- 
age rate  in  the  £1  of  the  rates  was 
28.  lO^d.,  the  relief  given  was  9*6d.  In 
the  following  year  the  relief  given  was, 
in  London,  8'8d.;  in  the  county  boroughs, 
10*5d.  ;  and  in  the  administrative 
counties  lO'ld.  The  inquiries  instituted 
by  the  Local  Government  Board  show 
that  in  1868,  of  the  total  £16,504,000 
rates  raised,  £3,703,000  were  raised  in 
London ;  £3,027,000  in  other  purely 
urban  districts ;  £8,358,000  in  extra- 
Metropolitan  districts,  partly  urban  and 
partly  rural  ;  and  £1,416,000  in  purely 
rural  districts.  In  1890-91,  of  the  total 
£27,818,000  rates  raised,  £7,930,000 
were  raised  in  London  ;  £9,583,000  in 
other  purely  urban  districts  ;  £8, 1 96,000 
in  extra-Metropolitan  districts,  partly 
urban  and  partly  rural  ;  and  £2, 1 09,000 
in  purely  rural  districts.  In  1868  the 
rateable  value  of  England  and  Wales, 
according  to  the  poor  rate  valuation, 
was  £100,612,000,  of  which  £16,946,000 
was  the  rateable  value  of  London.  The 
rateable  values  of  extra-Metropolitan 
urban  districts  for  that  year  cannot  be 
separated  from  those  of  rural  districts. 
In  1890-91  the  total  rateable  value  was 
£152,116,000,  distributed  as  follows: — 
London,  £31,597,000  ;  boroughs, 
£43,545,000  ;  other  urban  districts, 
£23,696,000;  rural  districts,  £53,278,000. 
In  1868  the  average  rate  in  the  £1  of  all 
rates  for  the,  whole  of  England  and 
Wales,  calculated  en  the  poor  rate 
valuation,  was  3s.  4d. ;  in  1890-91 
it  was  3s.  8d.  ;  in  1868  the  average 
rate  in  the  £1  of  all  rates  for  Loudon, 
calculated  on  the  same  principle, 
was  4s.  4td.  ;  in  1890-91  it  was  5s. 
In  1868  the  average  rate  in  the  £1  of  all 
rates  for  extra-Metropolitan  urban  dis- 
tricts cannot  be  ascertained.  In  1890-91 
it  was — In  county  boroughs,  4s.  6^d.  ; 
in  non-county  boroughs,  4s.  4^d.  ;  other 
urban  districts,  3s.  lid.  In  each  of 
these  classes  of  districts  the  average  rate 
in  the  £1  had  risen  very  considerably 
since  1868.  In  rural  districts  the  aver- 
age rate  in  the£l  of  all  rates  in  1868  (ex- 
cluding certain  rates  raised  by  Commis- 
sioners of  Sewers  and  Drainage  and  Em- 
bankment Boards,  which  are  levied  in  a 
limited  number  of  counties),  was  2s.  7^d.; 
in  1890-91  it  was  2».  3d.  The  fall  in 
the  rate  in  the  £1  of  rural  rates  was 
mainly  due  to  the  fall  in  the  poor  rate 
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levied  to  meet  the  expenses  of  Poor  Law 
Authorities.  It  was  also  attributable  to 
the  disappearance  of  the  church  rate 
and  to  a  fall  in  many  counties  in  the 
highway  rate  and  the  county  rate.  As 
against  these  falls,  the  new  rural  sanitary 
rates  and  rural  School  Board  rates  had 
come  into  existence  since  1868.  But  the 
decreases  in  the  rate  in  the  £1  of  the  old 
rural  rates,  i.e.,  the  poor  rate,  the  high- 
way rate,  and  the  county  rate,  were  con- 
siderably greater  than  the  average  rates 
in  the  £1  of  the  new  rural  rates.  The 
urban  ratepayers  participated  in  the  bene- 
fits arising  from  the  fall  in  the  rate  in  the 
£1  of  the  poor  rate  and  the  disappear- 
ance of  the  church  rate,  and  in  some 
counties  from  the  fall  in  the  county  rate; 
but  these  benefits  were  more  than  coun- 
terbalanced by  the  rise  in  the  rates  in  the 
£1  of  the  modern  urban  rates,  especially 
the  urban  sanitary  rates  and  the  urban 
School  Board  rate.  The  modern  sani- 
tary rates  press  with  severity  on  the  rate- 
payers in  towns  where  the  aggregation 
of  large  populations  in  comparatively 
small  areas  necessitates  the  provision  of 
costly  schemes  of  sewerage,  scavenging, 
water  -  supply,  and  other  works  of 
primary  sanitary  importance  which  cannot 
be  neglected  without  serious  danger  to 
the  public  health.  As  the  final  result,  I 
submit  to  the  Committee  that  at  no  time 
during  the  present  century  for  which 
statistics  are  available  has  the  average 
rate  in  the  £1  of  the  rural  rates  been  so 
low  and,  I  must  add,  that  of  the  London 
rates  so  high  as  during  the  years  1890 
and  1891. 

•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH:  I  wiU 
venture,  in  the  first  place,  to  supplement 
the  last  sentence  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  has  just  sat  down  by  adding 
that  never  has  agricultural  depression 
been  so  great  or  the  wealth  and  rateable 
valuation  of  London  so  high  as  at  the 
present  moment.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  given  the  Committee  a  most 
interesting  and  able  exposition  of  a  very 
voluminous  Return  which  has  been  made 
by  his  Department.  Of  course,  I  can- 
not profess  to  be  able  at  a  minute's  notice 
to  follow  the  figures  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  quoted  to  the  Committee ; 
but  I  venture  to  say  that  no  lunoant 
of     averages     taken     from      all     parts 
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nt  the  country  will  cotivuice  aDyotio 
that  th6  rates  Rt  the  pre*ieiit  time  are 
not  higher  than  they  were  in  the 
early  part  of  the  presieut  century,  or 
will  miike  the  agriiniUiiral  ratepayer  be- 
lieve that  real  property  h  not  hiirdetietl  I 
ftS  regank  local  rate8  nio&t  unfairly  as 
compared  with  per'sonal  property,  or  i 
that  there  ever  wa8  a  time  when  the 
agricnlttiral  ratepayersi^  was  leB^i  able 
to  hear  the  hnrdeu  of  thog^o  rates  t 
than  at  the  present  time.  The 
right  hon,  Gcntlenmn  has  followed 
many  pre v ion »  speakers  by  calmly  ex- 
cludmg  from  his  calculation  some  of 
the  tuxcH  and  rates  as  forming  here- 
ditary burdens  upon  the  land.  For 
example,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ban 
asserted  that  the  Land  Tax  and  the  poor 
mte  are  hereditary  rates,  anil  therefore 
cautiot  be  regardeil  an  bnrden^  ujM>n  the 
laud.  As  regards  the  Lan*l  Tax  and  poor 
rate,  however,  it  is  clear  that  they  were 
origiualiy  a  tax  upon  all  persons  according 
to  their  ability  to  bear  it.  ami  were  in  uo 
eeuse  a  tax  \m*\  upon  real  property  alone. 
Again,  the  rigbt  hon.  (ientleman  has 
tdasi^ed  the  higliway  rate  as  an  hereditary 
bnrden  upon  land.  That  rale,  however, 
stood  at  very  much  less  than  its  present 
amouut  before  the  old  turn  juke  road 
system  of  tuxitig  those  who  used  the 
roadn  w^as  abolished  ;  and  certainly 
the  addition  since  made  to  it  (<annot 
be  regarded  as  being  an  hereditary 
burden  \\\m\\  land.  Again,  the  abolition 
of  the  church  rate  has  not  relieved 
thoi5e  who  live  in  the  country  IVcmi  the 
obligation  of  keeping  their  churches  in 
repair.  The  riglit  hon.  Gentleman  lias 
admitted  that  the  school  rate  is  a  new 
burden  upon  real  property  ;  but  heappearn 
to  have  forgotten  that,  in  the  greater 
ninnber  of  the  parishes  in  England,  there 
ti»  no  school  rate^and  that  in  tiiose  parishes 
the  landowners  tax  tlu*mselves  volnutarily 
iu  order  Xi^  keep  up  the  schools.  The 
right  hon.  Geutletuau  has  alluded  to  the 
Hnuttary  rates,  which  he  said  were 
equally  borne  by  the  towns  and  the  rural 
districts,  but  he  aitpeared  to  have  over- 
loi>ked  tlio  fact  thiU  in  the  niral  dis- 
trictd  most  of  the  sanitary  works 
which,  in  tow  as,  would  be  done 
at  the  expense  of  the  ratepayers, 
are  carried  out  at  the  expense  of 
the  landowners  without  the  imposition 
of  a  single  penuy  on  the  rates.  And  w  hen 
the  right   hoiu   Gentleman   talks    of  the 
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Laud  Tax,  the  poor  rate,  and  the  high- 
way rate,  as  being  liereditary  Imrdens 
upon  the  land,  it  occurs  to  me  that,  in 
no  very  remote  future,  some  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  might  with 
equal  fairness  come  down  to  this 
House  and,  pointing  to  the  Death 
Duties  now  projKiscd  lo  be  imposed  by 
tlie  present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
might  describe  them  as  hereditary 
burdens  upon  real  property,  and  therefore 
urge  that  they  formed  no  argument 
against  additional  taxation  npon  that 
chiss  of  property*  I  think  the  riglit 
hon.  Gentleman  rather  confused  the 
real  issue  before  the  House  when 
lie  attempted  to  deal  with  the  relative 
burden  of  the  rates  npon  agricuknral 
land  as  compared  with  that  npon  the 
towns.  1  have  never  contended,  and 
I  do  not  believe  tinit  anyone  has  ever 
contenderl,  that  the  vast  increase  in  tbe 
rates  which  lias  undoubtedly  taken  phu*e 
in  this  con  all  y  during  recent  years  has 
not  been  in  tbe  towns  ralher  th:in  in  the 
rural  districts  \  bnt  what  1  have  always 
contended  is  that  the  enormous  growth 
iu  the  value  of  property  iu  towns  has 
Diade  the  rates  a  comparatively  easy 
burden  to  bear,  whilst  irj  tlic  rural  dis- 
tricts tbe  depression  in  the  value  of  agri- 
cultural land  has  imule  stationary  antl 
even  reduced  rates  in  reality  a  far 
heavier  burden.  It  mnst  be  remembered 
that  this  is  not  a  question  of  the  rural 
district  a  against  the  towns  ;  it  ts 
not  a  question  of  property  against 
laljour,  but  it  is  a  quest  ion  of  the 
taxation  of  one  class  of  projierty  against 
anotlier  class  of  property.  That,  I  thiuk, 
will  be  admitted  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. 1  am  glad,  1  confess,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  followed 
tlm  Chan<:ellor  of  the  Exchet|uer  in  some 
of  tlic^  fallacies  that  we  have  heard  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  1  have  heard 
with  satisfaction  the  adniigsion  from  the 
Government  Bench  that  the  enormous 
increase  in  the  rates  has  not  fallen  upon 
tbe  great  bulk  of  persoualty.  The  Com- 
mittee are  now  asked  by  the  Cbancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  equalise  taxation 
between  realty  and  personal ty.  The 
Committee  must  remember  the  total 
amount  of  taxation  borne  by  both  classes 
of  property,  Ideny  that  the  subject  can  be 
considered  as  a  question  of  Dt^ub  Dnties 
only,  apart  from  the  whole  question 
of   taxatiou    upou   realty   and   upon  per- 
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sonaltj.  The  CbaDcellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer gave  last  night  a  statement  iu 
explanation  of  his  calculation  of  the  pre- 
sent burden  of  the  Death  Duties,  first 
upon  personalty  and  then  upon  realty. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  put  the  total 
amount  of  the  Death  Duties  at  pre- 
sent at  £8,910,000  paid  by  per- 
sonalty,  and  £1,150,000  paid  by  realty, 
making  together  rather  more  than 
£10,000,000.  But  in  that  calculation 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  think,  took 
credit  for  the  whole  of  the  Probate  Duty 
paid  by  personalty — namely,  that  part  of 
it  which  goes  to  the  relief  of  local 
taxation  as  well  as  the  part  which  goes 
to  the  Imperial  Exchequer.  That  is,  in 
my  view,  an  absolutely  unfair  contention, 
and  I  think  that  the  part  devoted  to  the 
relief  of  local  taxation  ought  not  to  be 
taken  into  consideration  at  all  when  we 
are  considering  the  relative  amount  of 
Death  Duties  borne  by  realty  and  per- 
sonalty. In  common  fairness,  instead  of 
saying  that  personalty  bears  £4,800,000, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ought 
to  have  said  that  it  only  bears 
£2,400,000. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  spoke  of 
what  was  levied  under  the  head  of  Death 
Duties  on  other  species  of  property. 

Sir  M.  hicks-beach  :  Then  I 
venture  to  repeat  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  have  taken  into  calcu- 
lation the  total  tax  borne  by  realty.  I 
think  that  for  purposes  of  this  argument 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  only 
take  the  duty  borne  by  personalty  at 
£2,400,000,  instead  of  £4,800,000. 
He  was  also  wrong  in  saying  that  realty 
pays  no  Legacy  Duty.  It  pays  a  sum 
which  in  1 888  was  estimated  at  £200,000 
&  year  on  legacies  charged  upon  or 
taking  effect  out  of  the  real  estate  and 
on  the  proceeds  of  real  estate  directed  to 
be  sold.  This  sum  should  be  transferred 
from  the  personalty  to  the  realty  side  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  account. 
Making  the  two  alterations  which  I 
have  now  suggested  as  absolutely  neces- 
sary, instead  of  the  totals  of  £8,910,000 
and  £1,150,000  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  put  before  the  Committee  for 
personalty  and  realty  respectivelv,  the 
figures  should  be  £6,390,000  for  jier- 
sonalty  and  £1,350,000  for  realty.  That 
is,  of  course,  on  the  face  of  it,  I  admit, 
a  much  larger  contribution  from  per- 
sonalty  than  from  realty,  but  why  did 
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not  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  go 
on  to  compare  the  relative  amounts  of 
personalty  and  realty  upon  which  the 
duties  were  charged  ?  Everyone  must 
be  aware  that  the  amount  of  personal 
property  in  this  country  is  much  larger 
than  the  amount  of  real  property.  The 
only  fair  basis  of  comparison  of  the  rela- 
tive burdens  of  the  Death  Duties  is  the 
amount  of  either  class  of  property  paying 
duty.  The  Return  of  1885,  which  has  been 
frequently  quoted  in  this  House,  contains 
so  much  that  is  purely  conjectural  that 
I,  for  one,  should  be  sorry  to  base  any 
estimate  upon  it.  In  the  year  1889, 
taking  the  average  for  the  seven  years 
ending  in  1888,  the  annual  value  of  per- 
sonalty upon  which  Probate  Duty  was 
paid  was  £140,000,000,  and  of  per- 
sonal property  paying  Succession  Duty 
£8,000,000.  The  annual  value  of  real  pro- 
perty on  an  average  of  seven  years, 
taken  iu  the  same  way,  was  £31,000,000 
paying  Succession  Duty.  Of  course, 
that  was  only  upon  the  life  interest 
as  taken  by  the  Revenue  Authorities. 
Taking  into  account  that  a  large  portion 
of  realty  consists  of  house  property,  it 
cannot  be  capitalised  at  more  than  2o 
years'  purchase. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  allow  me  to  interpose 
for  a  moment  ?  I  can  point  out  some- 
thing to  clear  up  the  argument.  It  is 
immaterial  what  the  relations  are  of  the 
various  classes  of  property,  because  I 
charge  only  on  the  principal  value,  and 
therefore  it  is  unnecessary  to  go  into  cal- 
culations of  the  kind  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  been  suggesting.  If 
one  class  of  property  is  larger  the  charge 
upon  it  will  be  larger,  and  if  another 
class  is  less  the  charge  upon  it  will  be 
less.  The  question  of  the  relations  of 
the  different  classes  is  wholly  immaterial, 
and  that  is  why  I  did  not  enter,  and  did 
not  desire  to  enter,  into  those  calculations. 
I  only  desired  to  consider  the  various  in- 
comes derived  from  each  class  of  property. 
•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  My  com- 
plaint of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
statement  is  that  he  has  only  commenced 
his  calculation,  and  did  not  finish  it. 
The  right  hon.  Gcutleman^s  figures  were 
evidently  accepted  by  hon.  Members 
behind  him  as  showing  that  the  present 
system  imposed  an  infinitely  greater 
burden  upon  personalty  than  upon  realty. 
Now,  I  want  to  show,  if  I  can,  what  the 
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real  cause  of  the  iiirgtM*  payment  bj  p^**- 
ftonalty  is,  and  I  conteiul  one  «:rcat  reason 
ia  tire  greater  value  of  tiersonalty  I  ban  of 
realty.  The  uet  annual  value  of  realty 
paving  tax  on  an  average  of  seven  year^ 
enaing  IHHH  waf*  £o7,00tM)U0,  To  that 
ra list  be  addeil  £8,000,000  of  realty  payiii^i; 
Legacy  Dtitj,  ami  tM, 000,000  paspiii^r 
from  Imx-ibaiid  to  wife,  not  payin^^  duty 
at  all.  Taking  those  tigures,  and  takiiig 
the  amouots  of  Death  Duties  piiid  at  the 
date  I  have  mentioned,  there  was  a  pro- 
portionate difference  of  £1,200,000  in 
favour  of  realty  as  against  personalty  ; 
aud  if  that  amount  of  taxation  had  heen 
adde<l  annually  to  realty  the  two  classes 
of  property  would  have  been  put  quu 
Death  Durie?^  tipon  precisely  the  same 
footing.  On  the  other  hand  must  fairly 
be  taken  into  account  the  Land  Tax, 
which  in  its  inception  was  levied  not 
merely  ypon  realty,  but  upon  personalty 
as  well,  and  from  which  persona hy  was 
oulj  exempted  in  comparatively  recent 
years.  The  Land  Tax,  including,  of 
c*ourse,  that  part  of  it  wliitdi  has  been 
redecraedj  conies  to  practically  .something 
like  £2,000,000  a  year.  I  do'not  wish  to 
ehi borate  this  argument.  I  have  merely 
desired  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  it,  as  I  deem  it  to  bo  a  figure  of 
great  importance  in  the  present  discussion. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  now 
proposeH  what  ho  eonsidcreti  to  be  an 
increase  upon  personalty  of  £2,130,(K>0, 
and  upon  realty  of  £1,320,000.  What 
I  should  like  to  know  is  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  includes  in  the 
former  figure  that  proportion  of  the  uew 
Estate  Duty  arising  from  his  graduated 
6Cale  which  would  be  devotee!  to  local 
taxation  ?  Been  use,  if  so,  I  venture  to 
say  that  his  estimate  ought  to  be  cor- 
rected in  exactly  the  same  way  as  I  have 
shown  is  necessary  in  his  account  of 
the  existieg  burden.  It  is  not  fair  to 
compare  the  payments  by  [>ersonalty  to 
Imperial  taxation  w^ith  the  payments 
made  by  realty,  and  to  credit  personalty 
in  the  comparison  with  that  portion  of 
the  Death  Duties  which  goes  to  the 
local  taxation  fund.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  taking  the  figures  Tvhich  I 
have  fpioted,  arrived  at  the  conckisiou 
that  after  allowing  for  the  relief  to 
realty  oo  Schedule  A  of  the  Income  Tax, 
of  the  additional  taxation  that  he 
proposed  about  £720,000  would  fall  on 
realty,  atid  then  he  said   he   was  asto- 


nished at  his  own  moderation.  I  confess 
I  was  never  more  astonished  than  at  the 
estimate  of  the  right  hoi».  GcutlenuxD  as 
to  what  the  new  tax  would  in  his  opinion 
]U'odtice.  1  hope  during  the  course  of 
the  Debate  the  right  hon.  (ieutleman  will 
make  some  statement  as  to  the  data  on 
which  he  founded  that  conclusion.  The 
graduated  increase  in  the  rates  ought,  I 
think,  to  produce  a  much  hirger  amount.  I 
will  ventJircto  cpiote  to  the  Committee  a 
easewiiich  has  been  sent  to  me.  It  does  not 
relate  to  agrictdttiral  property  at  all.  It 
relates  to  ground-rents,  which  are  very 
lightly  taxed  at  present,  because  the 
Succession  Duty  has  no  regard  to  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  called,  in  his 
Budget  speech,  the  capital  value  of  the 
]>roperty.  This  is  the  case  that  was  put 
to  me.  Supposing  a  person  of  the  age  of 
oO  succeeds  for  lite  to  100  i^ouses  let  on 
leases  for  30  years  at  Is.  a  year  each  or 
£o  a  year  in  all.  It  is  perfect fy  obvious 
that  u rider  the  present  system  the  Death 
Duty  on  that  woukf  be  very  sum  11  indeed. 
But  if  the  right  hon.  Geutlemau*s  pro- 
posal becomes  law"  the  man  wovdd  have 
to  pay  ail  Estate  Duty  on  the  value  of  the 
houses,  which  in  this  case  I  have  put, 
subject  to  the  leases,  might  he  estimated 
at  £300  each, or  £30,000"in  all.  This  at 
4^  per  cent,  would  amount  to  a  Death 
Duty  of  £1,350  on  a  property  producing 
to  the  successor  only  £5  a  year.  That 
may  be  a  perfectly  fair  increase.  I  do 
not  want  to  argue  that  matter  ;  but  it 
seems  to  me  that  it  is  the  taxation  of  an 
interest  before  that  interest  has  come 
into  possession. 

Sm  W.  IIARCOUET  :  It  is  cjuit^ 
saleable. 

Sm  M.  HICKS-BEACII  :  That  Is 
precisely  the  point  to  which  I  was  coming. 
It  would  1)0  absolutely  impossible  for  a 
person  to  pay  such  a  <liUy  by  instal- 
ments from  the  rents  of  his  properly.  He 
WTjuldhave  to  sell  it,  as  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  suggests,  instead  of 
leaving  it  to  his  family.  Does  the  right 
hon.  Geutlcmau  really  think  that  that 
would  be  au  advisable  result,  seeing  the 
enormous  Duml>er  of  cases  where  ground- 
rents  are  at  the  present  time  held  by  the 
poorer  classes  ?  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Sleaford  has  put  the  case 
as  to  agricultural  laud.  We  have 
had  no  atiswer  whate%'er  on  that  matter. 
As  my  right  bon.  Friend  pointed  oui,  the 
Member  for  Midlothiau  denounced   any 
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attempt  to  tax  such  estates  as  be  tbeu 
described  at  their  capital  value  as  auwise 
and  unjust,  and  be  described  it  bj  epitbets 
as  strong  as  ever  were  used  by  tbe  Cban- 
cellor  of  tbe  Exebequer  in  bis  uuregeiie- 
rate  dajs  witb  regard  to  local  option  or 
Home  Rule.  Tbe  rigbt  bou.  Gentleman 
says  you  can  borrow  on  mortgage  and 
pay  tbe  Estate  Duty.  How  is  tbat 
money  to  be  raised  ?  It  cannot  be  raised 
on  a  second  mortgage.  Nobody  will 
lend  on  tbat,  and  tberefore  tbe  money 
cannot  be  raised  at  all.  Tbe  annual  in- 
come from  tbe  property  is  not  equal  to 
paying  tbe  annual  instalments  for  eigbt 
years. 

SiE  W.  HARCOURT :  Tbe  duty  is 
only  made  on  tbe  actual  value  of  tbe 
property. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  But  bow 
mucb  percentage  on  tbe  capital  value  of 
an  agricultural  estate  does  tbe  rigbt  bon. 
Gentleman  suppose  tbe  owner  of  tbe  pro- 
perty puts  into  bis  pocket  as  tbe  net 
annual  income  ?  Tbat  is  tbe  real  difRculty . 
Supposing  tbe  capital  value  of  an  estate 
is  taken  at  £30,000.  Does  tbe  rigbt  bon. 
Gentleman  tbink  tbat  tbe  owner  will  re- 
ceive £1,000  a  year,  and,  if  so,  can  be 
devote,  as  be  would  bave  to  devote, 
£170  for  tbe^annual  instalment  of  tbe 
duty  upou  tbat  amount  ?  No  ;  there 
must  be  a  forced  sale,  precisely  as  in  the 
othcrcaseto  which  I  bave  all uded,but  witb 
this  difference — in  the  case  of  ground  rents 
there  are  plenty  of  buyers,  but  in  tbe 
case  of  agricultural  estates  in  the  South 
of  England  and  Ireland,  and  in  parts  of 
Scotland,  there  are  no  buyers  at  all.  Is 
not  this  a  reason  for  giving  consideration 
to  the  suggestions  of  my  right  bon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sleaford,  which 
has  been  supported  by  the  right 
bon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
Forest  of  Dean  ?  It  is  clear  that  it  is 
practically  impossible  for  the  owner  with 
a  property  such  as  that  to  which  I  am 
alluding  either  to  pay  the  annual  instal- 
ments of  the  Estate  Duty  for  eight  years, 
or  to  borrow  money  on  a  mortgage  to  pay 
the  amount.  The  Treasury  could  only 
get  the  tax  by  seizing  the  property.  Why, 
thou,  should  not  the  Treasury  be  called 
upon,  after  a  fair  valuation  on  both  sides, 
to  take  a  certain  part  of  the  property,  in 
tbe  way  my  right  bon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Sleaford  suggested,  instead  of  tbe 
tax  ?  Parliament  has  not  recently  shown 
any  reluctance  to    take  land    either  by 

•Sir  M,  Hicks-Beach 


purchase  or  by  hiring  from  owners 
whenever  it  was  desirable  io  the 
public  interest  tbat  land  should  be  so 
taken.  It  is,  therefore,  only  fair  to  the 
owners  of  property  tbat  this  suggestioo 
should  be  fully  considered  by  the 
Treasury.  I  do  not  want  to  detain  the 
Committee  by  going  into  details.  It  is 
impossible  fully  to  consider  them  before 
we  bave  tbe  Bill  before  us.  But  this,  at 
any  rate,  is  clear — tbat  tbe  new  Estate 
Duty  at 'the  rates  proposed  to  be  charged 
is  so  mucb  in  excess  of  tbe  Death  Duty 
at  present  chargeable  tbat  it  must  increase 
considerably  tbe  burdens  upon  real  pro- 
perty. Add  to  this  the  substitution  in  tbe 
Succession  Duty  of  the  capital  value  in 
place  of  tbe  annual  value.  In  speaking 
on  this  subject  in  1888,  tbe  rigbt  bon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
said  that  in  his  opinion  to  charge  realty 
witb  Succession  Duty  on  tbe  life  interest 
instead  of  on  tbe  capital  value  wa» 
practically  to  diminish  by  half  tbe  tax  on 
realty.  If  tbat  be  so,  will  not  tbe  sub- 
stitution of  the  capital  value  for  the 
life  interest  as  tbe  basis  of  the  charge 
practically  double  the  Succession  Duty  ? 
Without  entering  at  any  length  on  the 
question,  I  should  like  to  touch  on  the 
principle  of  graduation.  Of  course,  the 
Committee  knows  very  Avell  tbat  the 
principle  of  graduation  has  been  accepted 
in  several  parts  of  our  existing  finance. 
Tbe  House  Duty  and  other  duties  are  to 
some  extent  graduated  duties.  But  this, 
as  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  tbe  Member 
for  the  Forest  of  Dean  admitted,  is 
graduation  to  an  extent  which  no  other 
country  has  attempted.  My  belief  is  that 
it  will  be  largely  evaded  in  the  case  of 
personalty.  It  is  so  easy  in  tbe  case  of 
certain  securities  to  band  over  personalty 
as  a  bojia  fide  gift,  an  innocent  gift,  as 
the  rigbt  bon.  Baronet  ex  pressed  it,  during 
the  lifetime  of  the  person  who  owns  the 
property  to  the  heir  in  whom  be  places 
confidence  so  tbat  it  shall  not  come  under 
the  Death  Duties  ;  and  the  temptation--* 
nay,tomauy  consciences  the  justification — 
for  such  action  will  be  the  high  graduation 
scale  proposed  by  the  right  bon.  Gentle* 
man.  The  rigbt  hou.  Gentleman  may  have 
been  wise,  for  this  reason,  in  estimating 
bis  receipts  from  this  increased  tax  at  a 
low  figure,  but  is  that  a  very  moral 
position  for  a  Chancellor  of  tbe  Ex- 
chequer ?  Is  it  a  wise  or  defensible 
policy   to  introduce  a  graduated  tax  of 
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this  kind,  with  the  ktiowlodge  that  it  is 
Itkely  to  be  hirgely  evmlcd  ?  I  do  nor 
wiiDt  to  pursue  ihe  subject  further  now  ; 
hut  for  tliese  and  other  reasons  we 
ought  to  have  some  fuller  statement 
as  to  the  data  on  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ei^iimates  the  proceed}? 
from  t  h  i  8  i  iic  rea  s ed  t  a  x  a  t  i  on » w  i  t  h  e  x  a  m  f » le s 
of  the  manner  in  wliirh  that  increanied 
taxation  will  work  in  tlie  rase  of  ilitferent 
clasties  of  ©states.  So  tar  as  the  dis» 
tinctioo  between  tlie  burdens  on  realty 
and  personalty  are  concerned,  tiie  right 
hou,  Gentletnan  is  gnilty  of  the  unfairness 
of  imposing  mhlitional  bnrdens  on  realty, 
without  any  coiisirieration  of  the  other 
kinds  of  taxation  to  which  realty  is  suli- 
ject,  and  these  burdens  will  he  sfiecially 
felt  in  the  agriruftnral  districts,  whirli 
are  so  much  distresed  that  they  are,  as 
my  right  hon»  Friend  the  Member  for 
t^leaford  has  said,  absolute ly  unable  to 
bear  any  increased  bnnlen  at  all.  The 
result  of  imiio^sinji;^  this  increastMl  Inirdeti 
will  he  not  merely  ruinous  to  some 
owners  of  property,  but  will  iu 
many  other  eases  prevent  landlords 
from  ependiug  on  their  estfl^tes  money 
which  is  essential,  uot  merely  for  the  im- 
proyement  of  the  estates,  but  for  the 
retention  of  the  farnners  who  are  now 
their  tenants,  and  for  the  employment  of 
t  h  e  agr  i  c  1  d  t mm  t  I  a  b  o  u  re  r s  w  h  o  o  v  e  ry  d  ay , 
from  want  of  such  em  ploy  meat,  are 
flocking  to  the  towns  from  the  rural 
districts.  It  will  he  some  time — it  may 
be  some  years — before  the  full  effect  of 
these  proposals,  if  they  should  become 
law,  will  be  realty  felt  ami  nuderstood. 
But,  in  my  belief,  the  rit'ht  hou.  Geutle- 
man  has  taken  a  step  which  is  not 
justifieil  by  tlie  existing  pressure  of  taxa- 
ttou  upon  realty  and  personalty,  and  a 
atep  which  will  be  deeply  injurious  to 
those  parti*  of  the  country  in  which  I  am 
special  I V  interesteiL 

Sir  \V.  HARCUUKT:  What  is  the 
object  of  the  sjx^eches  to  which  we  have 
lieen  treated  to-night  ?  The  claim  is 
now  made  that  hiudowners  are  not  to 
bear  an  equal  hunien  of  taxation  with 
other  people.  [Cries  o/"  **  No  ! '']  I 
will  show  that  it  is  eo  ;  that  it  is 
not  a  new  chitm  on  the  part  of  the 
landed  interest  of  tiiis  country.  To-day 
it  is  pur  on  the  ground  of  agrtcultund 
ilifttress,  but  it  in  put  hy  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bristol  on 
the  ground  that  the  value  <d  personalty 


is  largely  in  excess  of  the  value  of  realty 
iu  this  country.  That  was  the  claim 
put  forwartl  1(K)  years  ago,  when  land 
was  the  prethjminant  wealth  of  the 
country,  and  when  the  most  powerful 
Minister  whoever  ruled  in  this  country 
was  defeated  by  the  landed  ieterest  on 
the  grotind  (hat  they  were  not  to  be  taxed 
upon  the  same  footing  as  other  people* 
When  Mr.  Pitt  proposed  the  Succes- 
sion Duty,  which  is  the  equivalent 
of  the  present  proposal,  it  was  de- 
feated, but  ultimately  he  had  in 
his  favour  the  easting  vote  of  the 
Speaker.  The  claim  was  then  set  up 
thar  hiinJ  was  not  to  be  taxed,  though  it 
was  by  far  the  wealthiest  and  strongest 
interest  in  the  country  at  the  time.  Ever 
shice  there  has  been  a  traditiomd  belief 
on  the  part  of  the  lauded  interest  that 
they  had  a  right  to  some  special  exemp- 
tion, [rVicjr  ^/'''No,  lio!*']  You  say 
'''No,  no,**  but  it  is  not  au  hour  ago  since 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Thirsk  Division 
put  the  claim  upon  a  very  phdn  grouud- 
He  said — 

"  Land  is  raw  niat«?riah  and,  according  ro  all 
ecrmonii«t»,  raw  material  ought  not  to  be 
tAxetl/' 

Mk,  GKAXT  LAWSON  :  1  quoted 
the  Land  Uestoration  League  as  Imlding 
that  land  is  raw  material, 

SiH  W.  ILiHUUrKT:  Yes:  but,  in 
addition  to  the  quotation,  the  lii>n. 
Member  laiti  it  down  as  his  own  pro- 
|Misition.  Hon.  (ientlemen  opposite 
thiuk  there  is  a  special  quality  al*out 
larnl  which  ought  to  exempt  it  from 
being  treated  like  other  property.  What 
is  bred  in  the  bone  comes  out  in  the  Hesh, 
and  that  belief  is  just  as  strong  to-day 
iis  it  was  in  the  time  of  Mr.  Pitt.  1 
have  much  more  sympathy  with  the 
ground  put  forward  by  the  right  hon. 
(ieutlemau  the  Meujber  for  Sleaford, 
when  bespoke  of  the  dtstresseil  ctindilion 
of  the  agricultural  interest;  hut  the  right 
hon,  G«:tntleman  is  mistaken  in  the  belief 
that  the  present  times  are  worse,  or  so 
bat!,  as  several  other  times  which  have 
been  known  during  the  present  century. 
Anyone  who  reads  the  Kefiorts  made  in 
tiie  years  preceding  or  following  l83o 
will  Hud  expressions  quite  as  strong  as 
any  to  which  the  right  hon.  (ientleman 
has  referred  iu  more  recent  Reports  as 
showing  the  condition  of  the  agricultural 
interest,  with  the  price  of  wheat  not  much 
higher  than  it  is  ut  present. 
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CHAPLIN  :  Latid  was  not  then  I  reeded,  the  owner  got  the  benefit  ojf  balf 


out  of  cultivation  to  the  same  extent  as 

DOW. 

8iR  W,  HARCOURT  :  I  remember 
Mfp  Henley — ^who  was  au  old  Member 
of  this  Honee — telling  me  that  the  whole 
country  lying  round  the  district  where  I 
live  was  out  of  cultivation.  Timt  state 
of  things  does  not  exi.st  in  thii  same 
district  now.  Agricultnml  di.stress  has 
been  felt  before  quite  as  severely  an  to- 
day, lind  from  that  fact  I  draw  the  hope 
that  as  it  passed  away  before  so  it  will 
pass  away  again.  But  it  does*  not  follow 
that  because  an  indtjstry  was  diz^trei^f^cd 
thai  its  fair  share  of  taxation  h  to  he 
borne  by  other  classes  of  the  community. 
The  same  claim  might  with  et|Uitl  justice 
be  made  by  the  cotton,  the  iron,  and  other 
indugtries,  that  when  any  uf  these  in- 
dustries i^ijfier  depression  it  should  be  in- 
demnified at  the  expense  of  the  com- 
miiuity.  But  1  do  not  find  that  ?^iich  a 
claim  iH  put  forward  l»y  any  interest 
except  the  landed  interest.  It  is  said 
that  the  land  has  been  Hnbjected  to  a 
greater  increase  of  rates  than  any  other 
interest.  But  that  ia  not  i?o.  The 
burden  of  rates  i»  now  heavier  mi  the 
tirban  hotise  popnlation.  The  rij^ht  lion. 
Gentleman  sahl  he  appealed  in  favour  of 
the  small  men  —  the  yeomen  ;  but  the 
proposal B  in  our  scheme  will  be  a  relief 
to  these  men,  heeaiise  the  Death  Duty 
on  estates  imder  £1,000  will  be  lower 
than  it  is  at  present.  Will  auy  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  tell  nie  how  many 
acres  do  t;  1 ,000  represent?  It  depciuls 
upon  the  value  of  land  per  acre  now. 
Is  its  value  per  acre  £10,  £20,  £50,  or 
£1(X)? 

An  hou.  Me.muer  :  No  ;  £.7  an  acre. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT;  Well,  how 
inanj£o'fi  are  there  in  £l,(X)0  ?  At  £5, 
£1,000  would  represent  200  acres  of 
land  ;  and  every  man  with  2iK)  acres 
would  benefit  l>y  the  change.  I  thought 
I  should  ralcli  hon.  Members  opposite 
by  inviting  tbem  to  pnt  their  own  valua- 
tion on  land.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Sleaford  is  familiar,  from  experience 
gained  elsewhere,  with  **  selling  stakes,** 
in  which  an  owner  is  obliged  to  put  a 
value  on  a  horse,  and,  if  it  wins,  to  sell 
it  at  the  price  he  has  named. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  that  in  the  case 
of  selling  stakes  the  horse  was  put  up  to 
auction   and,   ii  the  set  price  wore  ex- 


the  excess . 

Sin  W.  HARCOURT:    I  confess   I 
am  not  familiar  with  the  details  ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  t^eemed  to  desire 
in  some  form  to  put  land  on   the   footing 
of  *Vselling  stakes,"  and  to  sell  it  to  the 
Government  upon  the  price  pnt  upon  it- 
There  has  been  a  great  deal  said  about 
the   burdens   pnt    upon    land.       In   my 
opinion,   from    the   point    of    view  from 
which  this  Bill  is  framed,  that  question 
does   not    enter  into  the  subject  at  alL 
Thiit  is  why  1  did  not  enter  into  it  in  my 
Budget    speech.        When    the    value  of  i 
land   is   settled,   all   the  charges  upon  it 
are  discoutkted,  whether  tithe,   land  tax,,.j 
or  rates.     When  you  buy   the   land  you. 
buy  it  for  more  or  less  in  consecpiencc  of 
these   burdens    being    placed    upon     it ; 
therefore,   the   question     does    not    arisaj 
whether  these  burdens  are  more  or  lees* 
Consols  are  bought  subjeet  to  no  charge 
at  all,  and  therefore  at  a  large  price  :  less 
is  given  for  other  securities  that  are  sub- 
ject to  charges.     When  yon  buy  laud 
a  commodity   subject  to  certain  charge 
you  give  less  for  it  than  when   it  is  not 
subject  to  them.     Therefore,  the  working 
of  a  plan  founded  u])on  ascertained  value 
is,    to   use    the   language  of  the  Money 
Market,  like  buying  *'ex   charges.**     It 
is  the  case  with   everything.       You  buy 
an  estate  for  less  in  consequence  of  there 
btiiig  charges  upon   it.       Everybody  in 
bis  senses  who  is  buying  a  house  or  any 
otber  property,   in  the  iirst  place  ascer- 
tains   what    the    charges    are    upon     it. 
When  he  has  ascertained  tbem  he  deducts 
them  from  the  full  value.    Therefore,  this 
rharge  exclndes  all  these  considerations; 
and    I   do  not    enter  upon   thu    question 
whether   the  rates  are   increased  or  de- 
creased.      If    they    have    increased    the, 
value  will  be  less  ;  if  they  have  decrease 
the  principal  value  will  be  more.    There 
fore,    all    these    matters    are    bcBide    tU© 
question.      The   right  bon.  Meml>er  for 
Bristol  said  that  when  huid  becomes  un- 
saleable  the  State  must  buy  it.       Why 
should  tlie  Slate  buy  it  f    The  right  hon. 
Member  for   Midlothian    was  quoted  bb 
having   referred    to    taxation     from     the 
social  point  of  view ;  hut  it  does  not  follow- 
from    that    that   we  have   any    riglit    in 
governing  ourselves   to  determine  these 
questions  by  soeial  considerations.     1   do 
not  agree  with  bon.  Members  opposite  M 
to  the  pros[>ect  of  the  alarming  resttl 
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tbej  have  predieied,  Su*;h  pretlictfons 
have  been  mucle  Uefore.  When  the 
Succession  Duty  wa^  fir*>t  iinpoj^ed^ 
it  was  said  that  country  gentle- 
meu  would  be  driven  away  by  it. 
There  was  the  same  outcry  when  the 
right  how.  Member  for  Miillotliian  pro- 
posed an  in  create  e  estimated  to  prodyt!e 
£2,()00,(;>00.  Earl  Cairns  and  Mr.  ilulins 
and  otheriT — the  l?iwyers  on  the  opposite 
side  —  naid  the  exaction  would  he 
£20,000,000  :  in  the  result  the  iuorea^e 
was  i;8(K),000.  That  only  ^^hows  how 
peofde  maydeliule  themselves  upon  these 
suhjectii,  Siuiilar  predietioiie;  were  made 
ftiid  falsified  in  connection  with  the  repeal 
of  the  Corn  Laws  and  tiio  taking  oW  of 
the  Timber  Duties.  Whenever  you  toueh 
laod  iD  auy  way  it  is  aUvay:^  ^nid  that 
country  gentleaien  will  disappear;  bnt, 
fortunately,  they  do  uot.  For  40  years 
they  have  paid  the  Sncce^siiuti  Duty  in 
spite  of  all  predictiuu^  to  llie  eontrary, 
aud  I  venture  to  say  that,  long  after  this 
proposal  has  passed,  they  will  remain 
respected  aud  honoured  as?  they  tire  to- 
day. Therefore,  these  argnuieuts  and 
cousideratioas,  I  confess,  tJo  not  affect 
me  much  in  proposhig  fair  and  equal 
taxation*  The  riglit  lion.  Geutlerran  \ni^ 
asked  meter  the  particulars  on  which  the 
valuation  is  based  ;  bnt  that  in  uot  a 
reasonable  demand.  When  I  am  pro- 
posing a  new  tax  the  anthorities  of  the 
Inland  lievenue  y(\\G  tbe  hest  assistance 
they  can  from  the  uiaterials  at  tliotr  dis- 
posal. These  inv'olve  a  uuuiber  of  coui- 
plieated  coudidenttious  on  ft  revievv  of 
which  the  Chancellor  of  tbe  Exche<iuer 
makes  proposals  on  his  own  responsibility. 
It  was  on  the  conckisioas  arrived  at  by 
these  authorities  with  the  materials  at 
their  dii^posai  that  I  based  my  estimate  as 
to  what  the  Income  Tax  would  produce. 
It  is  tjot  usual  to  give  those  estimates  to 
the  House.  lion.  Gentlemen  may  bave 
reaso ns  f o r  d  i fie ri  n  g  from  m y  es t  i  m a  t e  ; 
tbeu  let  tbeiri  state  wbiit  their  view  is 
aud  what  are  the  gronnds  on  which  they 
proceed.  In  connection  with  the  qiies- 
tiou  of  mortgages,  I  wonld  point  out  that 
when  an  estate  is  charged  with  a  luort- 
guge,  and  an  allowance  of  10  per  cent. 
\i  made  on  the  iutercst,  if  the  morlguge 
is  very  large — say,  oue-ludf — tbe  allow- 
auce  iKJComes  very  much  larger  than  it  is 
ou  a  free  estate.  The  tax  is  paid  in  the 
first  iustauce  by  the  owner,  wbo  recovers 
oue-imlf  from  the  mortgagee  without  de- 


ductiou,  aud  so  pays  ouly  10  per  cent. 'on 
a  moiety. 

Mk.  IlENEAGE  (GreAt  Grimsby) 
said,  it  aurounted  to  20  per  cent.,  because 
the  owner  had  to  bear  all  expenses  of 
maintenance. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  r  The  right 
hoii,  Geiitleaian  ims  not  had  time  to  con- 
sider tbe  matter.  If  he  will  take  a  night 
to  consider  it  be  will  find  be  ts 
wrong, 

Mr.'HENEAGE  :  No;  I  will  not  take 
time. 

Sju  W.  HARCOURT:  It  will  U 
found  there  is  maintenance  in  both  cases. 
Tbe  rigbt  hon.  Member  for  Bristol  has 
repeated  what  I  have  always  thought  an 
extraordinary  fallacy,  which  was  ridi- 
cnled  by  the  right  hou.  Member  for  St* 
George's  when  he  divided  the  Probate 
Duty.  Tbo  rigbt  bon.  Baronet  said  that, 
because  tbe  right  bon.  Gentleman  gave 
uway  bulf  tbe  Pndjate  Dnte,  therefore 
personal  property  did  not  bear  the  same 
burden  as  before.  This  is  the  most 
extraordinary  idr^a  I  ever  heard.  It  re- 
minds me  of  the  old  couplet — 

**  .My  won  IK  1  IB  great  because  it  is  ao  small  \ 
If  it  were  greater  it  were  none  at  alb" 

Apparently,  if  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
luid  given  away  the  whole  of  tbe  Probate 
Duty  it  won  hi  have  been  no  burden  at 
all.  I  have  never  l>eeu  able  to  compre- 
hend from  what  coafusion  of  ideas  that 
fallacy  bas  proceeded.  I  have  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the(|iiestioa  of  local 
taxation  ;  that  is  discarded  altogether. 
To  talk  of  the  Death  Dnty  lacing  re- 
t bleed  liy  tbe  amount  of  tbat  wbich  is 
given  away  is  a  fallacy  which  I  cannot 
accept  for  a  moment*  I  am  not  alarmed 
at  the  warnings  with  wbich  tbe  right 
boa.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bristol 
c'on eluded  bis  speech  ou  the  subject  of 
gnnbiation,  1  shall  lie  extremely  sur- 
prised if  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  takoa 
issue  OB  that  poiut.  At  any  rate,  the 
Government  are  perfectly  prepared  to 
meet  such  an  issue  when  it  is  taken  ;  for 
it  is  my  deep  convictiou  that  there  is  in 
tbe  minds  of  those  people  in  the  country 
— not  tbe  ignorant  people,  but  those  who 
have  had  the  most  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering the  matter— a  belief  that  the 
principle  of  graduation  is  a  just  prin- 
ciple, and  that  whenever  an  issue  is 
tJiken  on  tho  subject  it  will  be 
coufinued  by  the  great  majority  of  the 
people. 
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Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  he  had  not 
intended  to  enter  into  this  question  in  a 
controversial  spirit ;  but  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  when  they  asked  for 
information  which  they  had  a  right  to 
have,  turned  round  on  them  and  maligned 
the  landlords  of  the  country.  He  (Mr. 
Heneage)  was  sure  the  agriculturists  did 
not  wish  to  escape  from  their  just  burdens, 
though  they  had  had  hard  times.  The 
right  hou.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  he  thought,  might  have 
given  them  a  great  deal  more  information 
than  he  had  done.  In  the  whole  history 
of  Parliament  never  had  so  great  a  change 
been  made  in  the  taxation  of  the  country 
and  so  scanty  an  amount  of  informa- 
tion given  to  the  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  them  he  could  not  give 
them  any  data.  But  if  he  could  not, 
what  reliance  could  they  place  upon  the 
estimate  he  had  put  before  them  ?  Either 
the  Treasury  Authorities  had  based  their 
calculations  on  some  data  or  they  had 
chanced  them,  and  if  they  had  chanced 
them  those  calculations  were  uot  worth 
the  paper  they  were  written  on.  If, 
however,  the  calculations  were  based  on 
data,  why  could  not  the  Government  give 
such  data  to  the  House,  and  allow  the 
House  to  judge  of  the  fairness  or  unfair- 
ness of  the  proposition  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  just  now  dealt  with  what  he 
called  the  10  per  cent,  reduction  he  was 
going  to  allow.  He  (Mr.  Heneage) 
would  not  discuss  the  point,  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  was  prat;- 
tically  giving  the  landowner  twice  the 
amount  he  was  entitled  to  where  the  land 
was  mortgagcMl  for  one-half  that  value. 
Could  anything  be  more  absurd  ?  The 
landowner  hatl  to  keep  up  and  main- 
tain the  whole  estate  and  pay  the  whole 
expenses  of  it  whether  it  was  mortgaged 
by  half  or  ihree-quarters,  and  he  was  as 
much  entitled  to  his  return  on  that, 
scanty  as  it  was,  as  if  the  whole  property 
were  his  own.  Now,  he  wished  to  deal 
with  the  proposal  to  assimilate  personalty 
and  realty  from  a  practical  point  of  view. 
In  his  opinion,  the  whole  question  of  the 
fairness  of  the  tax  depended  largely  on 
its  mode  of  application.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer laid  down  two  premises  about  the 
Death  Duties  when  bringing  in  his 
Budget.  The  first  was,  that  the  State 
had  a  right  to  a  share  of  the  corpus  of 
the  Avhole  property.     They  had  heard  it 


called  the  corpus;  they  had  heard  it 
called  the  capital  value,  and  they  had 
heard  it  called  by  another  name  to-night, 
but  they  had  never  been  told  what  it  was, 
in  relation  to  realty.  The  second  pro- 
position of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
that  the  State  had  an  inferior  title  to 
those  who  shared  the  property.  If  that 
was  the  case,  the  demand  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Sleaford  was  a  legitimate  one,  because,  if 
the  State  had  an  inferior  title  to  take  its 
share  in  the  corpus^  he  (Mr.  Heneage) 
did  not  see  how  it  could  call  in  those 
who  had  to  share  it  afterwards  to 
mortgage  it,  and  they  had  a  right  to 
say,  "  If  you  do  require  the  corpus  take 
a  piece  of  the  land."  What  he  (Mr. 
Heneage)  wanted  to  know  was  what  was 
the  corpus  of  the  land  taken  ?  It  did  uot 
include  land  mortgaged  or  on  which  both 
mortgages  and  charges  might  have  to  be 
deducted,  and  which,  therefore,  had  do 
reference  to  the  new  Estate  Duty  ;  but 
when  they  came  to  consider  what  was 
the  value  of  the  property  he  imagined 
there  was  a  great  diiference  between 
the  value  of  personalty  and  of  realty. 
He  would  point  out  that  there  were  two 
kinds  of  personalty,  the  first  consisting 
of  Consols,  and  railway  shares,  and  invest- 
ments which  could  be  easily  realised,  and 
which  there  was  no  difficulty  in  taxing  ; 
and  the  second,  personalty  invested  in 
trade,  which  was  paying  perhaps  8  or  10 
per  cent.  In  neither  case  would  there 
be  any  difficulty  in  paying  the  tax. 
There  were,  again,  two  classes  of  realty  : 
first,  that  which  was  entirely  separate 
from  agricultural  land,  such  as  leasehold 
house  jH'operty — and  however  hard  the 
duty  might  fall  on  that  it  was  to  a  certain 
extent  personalty,  and  could  be  valued 
and  sold  or  mortgaged.  The  other  class 
of  realty  was  agricultural  land.  With 
regard  to  this,  he  wanted  to  know,  first 
of  all,  what  was  the  corpus  they  were 
going  to  tax  ;  and,  secondly,  how  were 
they  going  to  tax  it  ?  In  Lincolnshire, 
although  farms  were  let  at  30  and  40  per 
cent.less  than  formerly,  and  though  the  cost 
of  the  maintenance  of  property  had  risen 
from  12  to  20,  25,  and  30  per  cent.,  land 
was  unsaleable  piecemeal,  and  unless  the 
whole  estate  was  d  is])Osed  of  at  once.  They 
were  told  that  under  the  Bill  the  existing 
Probate,  Account,  and  additional  Succes- 
sion Duty  Avould  cease  to  exist,  and  that 
there  would  be  one  Estate  Duty  levied 
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oti    the    priiieipjil   value    of  all    property 
that    pa^setl   oil    dealb,   w  bet  her    real  or 
persorml,    settle*]    or    tin  settled.      They 
were  told  that  the  prineipal  value  baviuj^ 
been  tttkeu,  the  duty  would  be  gnuhmteil 
according  to   the  scale   set  forth   in   tlie 
KeKohitioii.     Then  the  rit^bt  hon.  Gentle- 
man   the    ChatieefloT   of  the   Exeherjuer 
told  tliem  that   tlie  whole   of  a  property 
would  liu  tiixed  hi  the  Hame  way.     Take 
an  es^tateof  the  eapital  vahie  of  £I0O,0(Xl 
The    State   under  the  new    Et^tate  Duty 
would    clairtt   £6,CX)0.       In    tlie  eii8e    of 
personalty  that    would   be  about  one  ami 
a-half     year's*      interest,     and      in      the 
case    of    trade    investment;*    about   one 
\^n,T*s  interest.       h\  the  ease  of  realty — 
lease  ho  hi  property — it  would  probahly  be 
abotit  the  saino  a<»  personalty.      Rut  what 
would  it  ho  in   rbe  riisc^  of  an    testate   of 
4 ,000  ae  res  w  b  i  <  ■  1 1   p  r«  h  I  u  i  *e«  1 ,  say ,  £  1   an 
at  ■  re  or  £  1 , 000  a  y  ear  ?     1 1  o  w  m  a  ti  y  y  ea  rs  * 
purchase    did    tliey     projioj^e    to   put   on 
that  ?     If  they  took  it  the  same  as  they 
took  realty,  in   land  and  bouse?* — or  town 
property — aial  put  it  at  20  or  2o  years' 
purchase,   it   woidd    bring   in   £100^000. 
But  were  they  j^oing  to  tax  the  whole  of 
that  ?     That  would  be  extremely  ntifair. 
In  the  first  tliree  classes  of  property  be 
had  mentioned — ^tbe  two   esises  of  perso- 
nalty and  the  ease  of  leasehottl  [iroperty^ 
there     were    no    outgoings    exc'Cpt    flu? 
Income  Tax  ;    but  in    tlie  c.iHe    of  agri- 
cultural  property,  they   must  deduct  2o 
per    cent*    first    of  all   for    uuiinten.ance. 
Why    did    he    say  that  ?     Bei^iuse   tbe 
expenses  were  not  only  the  s?tme,  but  in 
most  cases  more  than    tliey  were  hefore 
the  rentals    were  reduced   40   per  cent., 
and  therefore  tl»e  maintenance,  which  was 
formerly  \*1  per  cent.,   was*  now  actually 
20  per  cent,  on  the  reduced  rentids,  ami 
they  must  add  at  least  5  per  cent,  for  the 
extra  cost  throwu  on   the  landowner  for 
what   was   properly     tenants'   work,    but 
which  the  tenani^s  <'onhl  not  atlord  to  do. 
It  was  usual  to  put  into  agreements  that 
tenants  were  to  do  certain   painting,  and 
work  in  connection  with  fence  renewals, 
gates,  clean iug  otit  water-courses,  and  so 
forth.     The  tenants,    however,   had    not 
the  money  to  do  those  things.     Anyone 
who     had     anything     to    do    with    the 
managemeDt    of    an     estate  —  ami      he 
bad     managed    one    without    agents    for 
25      years,      and      was     familiar     with 
every    detnil    of    such    maimgotucjit  — 
eon  Id    Appreciate    the   force   of  the    old 


adage,  **  A  stitch  in  time  aavos  nine."    A 
hintilortl    would  rather    do  repairs    at  a 
small  cost  than  wait  until  a  tenant  went 
and  then  pay  ten  times  as  much  to  nnike 
good  the  property.     Therefore,  he  uuiin- 
tained  it  was  untler  the  innrk   to  say  that 
the  maintenance  of  m\  estate  cost  2o  per 
cent.     The  Chancellor  of  the  ExrhtMpier 
a f^ k et i  h i ra  (Mr.  He ne a ge )  to  take  a  night 
to  think  over  this.        Well,  he  had  S|)ent 
a  gooil   many  hours  in   his  office  yestcr- 
diiy   trying    to  tind  out   the  real  truth  of 
statements  ma<le   to  him   hy  bindowners 
a»  to  the  probable  result  of  this  tax.   He 
had    ta-keu  out    very    carefully    all    the 
maintenance    of    a    purely    agricultural 
estate,  and   he    found  that   for    the    last 
three  years  it  hail  heen  an  average  of  26 
per  cent.,  and  be  bail  not  charged  in  that 
one    sixpetice    for    olfice,   or   clerks,    or 
schools  for  which   he  paid.     He  thought 
he  might  give  that  i*s  a  concrete  cnse. 
If  the  right  hon.   Gentlemau  the   Chan- 
cellor oi  the  Exchequer  doubted   it    he 
shotdd  be  glad  to  give  him    an   abstract; 
case,   having  the  figures    in    hig  pocket. 
In  ailditinn   to  these  outlays,  there   were 
the  rates  and  taxes,   which  came  now  to 
9  per  cent, :  therefore  it  was  not  too  much 
to   say    that  the   outgoings  of  an    estate 
were   35   per   cent,   before   the   landlord 
touched  anything.     Let  ibem  look  ut  that 
in   a  (concrete  ease.      Take  the  ease  of  a 
nominal  rental  of  £4,000  per  annum.   For 
outgoings      and       maintenance       dt'duct 
£1,000,    for     rates     and     taxes     £360, 
and      a       quarter        of       the       £6,0t>0 
Probate     Duty     and      interest,      which 
was  £1,640,  amounting  to    £3,000  alto- 
getfjcr,    leaving  the  owner  of    the    land 
only  £I,(MX>   a    year    for    the    first  four 
yevLV?, — probably  for  the  first  five  years, 
because  he  would  have  to  pay,  luuler  the 
new  schetne,  interest  on  tlie  money   ilue, 
whereas  under  the  Land  Tax  an  abate- 
ment was  received.       That  was  a  serious 
thing,  hut  what   would    lie  the  ultimate 
results  ?     Kadical  slump  orators,  follow- 
ing the  lead  of  the  right  bon.  t-lcntleman, 
would    go  aliout    the    r-onntry    sayings 
*M>li  1  don^t  bother  about  this  tax,  because 
it  was  only  the  landlords  who  would  he 
hurt,**     He  denied  it.     The  persons  who 
would  1m?  hurt  more  tlnm  nnyhoily   else 
during  the  first  five  years  after  the  deatii 
of  the  owner  would    be    the   tenants    and 
the   labourers.     It    would    be  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  successor   to  cut  down 
the   expeuses    to   the   smallest    possible 
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amount.  It  would  be  impossible  to  give 
abatements  to  his  tenants,  or  allow  them 
to  get  into  arrears,  and  he  Avould  be  com- 
pelled to  keep  them  up  to  their  agree- 
ments, otherwise  dilapidations  would 
accumulate.  What,  then,  would  become 
of  the  labourers  ?  And  would  not  all 
this  affect  the  trade  of  the  district  ? 
They  in  Lincolnshire  knew  what  it  was 
to  have  very  few  resident  landlords,  and 
they  knew  what  effect  that  had  both 
upon  the  employment  of  labour  and  upon 
trade  interests  in  agricultural  towns.  He 
therefore  submitted  that  this  was  not 
only  a  landowner's  question,  because 
many  estates  would  be  forced  into  the 
market,  and  heaven  knows  who  would  be 
the  new  landlords  I  It  was  necessary  to 
know  what  was  the  basis  of  valuation. 
Was  it  to  be  the  rental  after  the  charge 
for  the  maintenance  and  the  taxes  had 
been  deducted,  or  was  it  to  be  the  whole 
rental  ?  How  many  years'  purchase  were 
to  be  taken  ?  He  was  told  that  in  Wales, 
where  there  were  many  small  holdings, 
the  land  was  sold  at  24  years'  purchase. 
An  hon.  Member  opposite  had  told  them 
that  land  was  not  worth  more  than 
£6  an  acre.  He  did  not  know  what 
number  of  years'  purchase  they  would 
call  that ;  but  he  was  certain  of  one  thing 
— that  in  Lincolnshire  at  the  present 
moment  they  could  not  sell  a  farm  apart 
from  a  large  property  at  15  years'  pur- 
chase ;  indeed,  he  did  not  believe  that 
farms  were  saleable  at  all.  If  the  charge 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  was  a 
fair  one,  he  (Mr.  Heneage)  was  not  going 
to  object,  but  he  did  think  he  had  a  right 
to  ask  for  information  and  to  know 
whether  it  was  a  fair  tax  ;  and  those 
upon  whose  calculations  it  was  based 
knew  what  they  were  doing.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  appealed  to  the  land- 
lords as  to  whether  he  had  not  done 
something  for  them  by  granting  a  10 
per  cent,  abatement  on  the  Income  Tax 
in  res[)ect  of  maintenance.  It  was 
something,  ami  it  would  have  been  grate- 
fully received  20  years  ago  ;  but,  as  he 
had  shown,  the  real  t'ost  of  maintenance 
was  now  25  j)er  cent.,  and  not  10  per 
cent.  But  even  supposing  there  had  been 
reason  for  some  gratitude  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  taken  it  away  by  his 
Beer  Duty,  which  would  reduco  the 
price  of  barley  by  at  least  2s.  a  quarter. 
The  gratitude  which  the  landowners 
might  feel  for  the  abatement  in  question 

Mr,  Heneage 


was  very  much  watered  down  by  what 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
done  in  other  ways.  He  (Mr.  Heneage) 
had  only  risen  with  the  object  of  try  lag, 
if  possible,  to  get  some  information.  He 
regretted  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer and  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
had  been  in  such  a  hurry  to  speak  before 
anyone,  but  one  or  two  gentlemen  on  the 
Front  Bench  opposite  had  taken  part  in 
the  discussion  and  had  not  allowed  inde- 
pendent Members  to  ask  questions.  He 
hoped,  however,  that  before  the  evening 
was  out  some  other  Meinber  of  the 
Government  would  give  the  Committee 
more  information  than  it  had  had  up  to 
the  present  time. 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
said  that,  although  of  course  he  listened 
with  great  respect  and  attention  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  he  could 
not  say,  like  the  hon.  Member  who  pre- 
ceded him,  that  he  rose  in  a  conciliatory 
mood  or  merely  for  the  purpose  of  asking 
information.  No  doubt  they  would  re- 
ceive all  the  information  they  desired  in 
the  course  of  the  lengthened  Debates 
which  must  take  place  on  the  Budget ; 
but  his  present  object  in  rising  was  to 
express  the  deep  disappointment  with 
which  those  interested  in  land  regarded 
the  Budget,  a  feeling  which  was  not 
sensibly  mitigated  by  the  very  slender 
concession  made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  relation  to  the  Income 
Tax.  For  that  concession  they  of  course 
thanked  him,  but,  after  all,  it  was  the  very 
smallest  of  small  mercies,  and  would  have 
no  countervailing  effect  upon  the  grievous 
injury  about  to  be  inflicted  on  the  landed 
interest  by  the  provision  of  the  Budget  as 
to  the  Death  Duties.  It  was  not  fair  to 
level  up  the  lauded  interest  in  respect  to 
direct  taxation  with  the  other  propertied 
classes  when  at  the  same  time  it  had  to 
bear  such  a  heavy  burden  of  local  taxa- 
tion, lie  was  one  to  join  in  the  chorus 
of  "  >Jo,  no  "  which  greeted  the  remark  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  those  con- 
cerned in  land  wished  to  exempt  them- 
selves from  the  burdens  of  taxatioo. 
They  had  no  such  desire  ;  but  when  they 
were  burdeued  so  heavily  and  so  unjustly 
in  respect  of  local  taxation,  they  ought 
not  to  be  treated  upon  the  equalisa- 
tion principle  in  respect  of  direct  taxa- 
tion. If  the  Chancellor  of  theExchequsr 
would  relieve  them  from  the  burdens  of 
local    taxation    they    Avould    take     the 
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dmnce  of  the  priijcipal  vahiattoti 
theory  in  ostiiutiting  the  8ucce**!<ioii 
Duty,  iititl  lie  was  sure  tliej  would 
mightily  gain  by  the  change.  The 
Seeretary  of  State  for  Joclia,  m  an  elalio- 
rute  Btatistrciil  analysis,  had  sought  to 
show  that  the  bunleu  of  local  taxation 
wui?  letit*  upon  the  rural  classet*  at  the 
prestent  time  than  it  had  been  in  two 
paiit  general  iouM,  b*it  in  order  to  ronie  to 
that  conehiflion  the  right  hoiu  Gentleman 
excluded  half  the  burdens  npoii  laud. 
They  had  always  argued  that  there  wui* 
no  reiisun  why  real  property  ami  agri- 
cultural land  should  hear  the  entire 
burden  of  the  Poor  Law.  Tliat  was  not 
neceesariiy  a  burden  incidental  to  the 
Ittud  alone.  In  the  satne  way,  why  hfid 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  excbuled  the 
highway  rate  from  his  ealeulation  ?  The 
abolition  of  turnpikes  wan  a  si  IK"  and 
unjust  proceeding,  the  rejsult  of  the  Aet 
being  to  place  upon  landowners  the 
burden  of  keeping  up  the  r^md^  for  the 
benefit  of  classes  who  eontributed  nothing 
to  the  hind.  He  was  aware  he  might  be 
reoiinded  that  his  own  Party  took  this 
step,  but  that  iHd  not  make  it  a  right 
thing,  and  that  unforlunate  aet  liad 
resulted  in  throwing  upon  the  land  the 
burden  of  maintaiiutjg  roads  for  bicyL'lists, 
for  tlie  general  merchant,  for  travellers, 
and  for  other  ehisses  who  represented 
traffic  that  brought  no  benefit  to  the 
land.  With  the  exception  of  ttthe  and 
Lau<l  Tax  they  did  not  admit  that  any  of 
the  burdeiTS  now  thri>wn  upon  bind  were 
necessarily  incidental  to  land  or  inherent 
in  landed  pro}}erty.  They  were  burdens 
which  ought  not  to  be  borne  exchisively 
by  ownera  of  land,  lie  demnrretl, 
therefore,  most  absolutely  to  the  calcula- 
tions of  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  who 
represented  the  Lot -a  I  Government  Board 
iu  the  House  with  so  much  ability  last 
Session.  But  whether  it  were  true  or  not 
that  the  burden  of  local  taxation  was 
less  now  than  it  had  l»een  at  any  time  in 
the  last  50  or  60  ye^irs,  they  assertetl  that 
it  was  more  than  they  were  able  to  boar. 
Laniled  property  in  this  eoutilry  was  fast 
approacliing  the  condition  of  prairie  value. 
When  they  considered  all  that  the  bind* 
owner  had  to  <lo  and  the  burdens  he  had 
to  bear,  what  had  he  to  spend  upon  him- 
self or  for  himself  ?  Wfjen  he  bad  paid 
his  tithed,  his  rates  and  taxes,  his  agency 
charges,  and  when  he  had  paid  for  the 
up-keep  of    his   property,  and  paid  his 


various  local  sub^eripiions  to  schools  and 
the  like — when  he  had  done  everything 
that  a  gentleman  ought  to  do  for  hiH 
farms — what  bad  be  left  ?  He  badabnost 
nothing.  They  were  in  a  descending 
scale,  and  eventuatly  the  landlord  would 
get  little  more  for  his  farm  than  be  got 
for  bis  park  or  garden.  It  was  no  doubt 
a  very  interesting  thing  to  own  a  farm 
tiiid  for  a  man  to  think  hiuiself  a  little 
**  monarch  of  all  he  surveyed/'  but  there 
was  little  more  to  be  got  frotn  it  than 
from  any  other  ornamerjtal  piece  of  laud. 
It  Imd  not  quite  come  to  that  yet,  but 
they  wore  on  a  descending  scale  which 
would  reach  to  that,  and  under  stich  cir- 
cumstances it  was  a  most  unfortunate 
time  to  throw  additional  burdens  on  the 
land.  Everything  depended  upon  valua- 
tion, atid  he  hoped  the  House  would  take 
tiote  of  the  explanution  given  on  that 
jioint  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  (treat  Grimsby.  The  right 
lion.  Gentleman  bad  shown  tiiat  wheti 
the  up- keep  and  all  these  other  thing* 
were  accounted  for  a  fair  vahiation  of  the 
hind  would  bring  out  almost  nothing,  on 
the  theory,  at  least,  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  all  that  was  to  be 
touched  was  the  margin.  If  the 
margin  nieaul  that  which  a  man  would 
have  to  sjiend  or  which  be  could 
send  to  bis  bankers  the  simi  would  Ite  so 
small,  if  fairly  calculated,  as  to  be  almost 
valueless.  Tliere  might  be  a  valuation 
mmle  by  the  taxing  officer,  or  the  Inland 
Kovenne  Department,  or  the  Treasury, 
but  it  would  not  agree  with  the  valua- 
tion of  those  who  had  to  bear  the  coat, 
1'hose  who  had  to  bear  the  cost  said  that 
if  this  margin  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
choipier  spoke  of  were  fairly  calculated, 
it  would  be  so  small  as  to  leave  scarcely 
anything  to  the  landlord.  As  for  the 
former  misfortnues  which  befel  the  land 
which  bad  been  adverted  to  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exebetjucr,  the  right  hon. 
Genlleman  bad  spoken  of  all  that  had 
liappenecl  in  Oxfordshire  in  the  year 
1835  or  thereabouts.  No  doubt  land  in 
those  days  was  so  burdened  as  to  bo 
worth  less  than  nothing.  As  the 
Americans  said  when  the  value  of  laud 
WHS  depreciated,  **  It  is  so  bad  that  you 
cannot  give  it  away."  No  doiibt  land  in 
Oxfordshire  in  those  days  was  in  such  a 
state  as  that,  still  the  misfortune  was  not 
to  be  compareil  with  the  misfortune  that 
now    huDg   over    the    land.     What  was 
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the  cause  of  the  former  misfortunes  ?  It 
was  bad  legislation  in  an  utterly  inefficient 
and  unAvorkable  Poor  Law.  But  that 
was  a  remediable  matter,  and  the  evil 
was  remedied  by  legislation.  But  what 
legislation  could  remedy  the  evils  that 
now  threatened  landowners  ?  Those 
evils  were  such  that  neither  legislation 
nor  Kings  could  cure.  Everyone  who 
understood  the  condition  of  the  British 
Empire  and  of  the  world  must  be  a^are 
of  that.  These  evils  were  of  a  permanent 
character,  and  would  become  aggravated 
year  by  year,  and  that  was  one  among 
hundreds  of  other  reasons  why  no  fresh 
burden  could  be  imposed.  It  was  a  suit- 
able suggestion  that  the  State  should 
take  this  Succession  Duty  in  the  shape 
of  its  pound  of  flesh — that  was  to  say, 
should  take  a  piece  of  the  land.  Let  the 
Treasury  take  the  land.  It  would  learu 
a  useful  lesson.  It  would  find  out  what 
was  the  real  and  true  value  of  the  land. 
They  would  see  what  a  small  fringe  or 
margin  there  was  ;  they  would  be  like 
Sindbad  with  a  mountain  on  their  back. 
Politically  and  flnancially  they  would 
have  a  millstone  round  their  neck,  and 
would  recognise  at  last  what  the  burdens 
on  the  laud  were.  They  would  be  made 
to  feel  the  evils  they  inflicted  on  the 
landowners.  He  did  not  know  that 
without  quoting  statistics  he  could  enter 
further  upon  his  denunciation — for  that 
was  what  it  came  to — of  the  measure 
DOW  being  forced  upon  the  House.  This 
measure  knocked  a  nail  into  the  coffin  of 
the  dying  land  interest — for  he  believed 
that  as  a  paying  financial  concern  the 
iantl  interest  was  dying.  No  doubt  it 
would  exist  for  social  and  political 
purposes,  but  when  one  thought  of  all 
the  misfortunes  that  fell  on  the  great 
landed  interest  one  could  only  say,  "  God 
help  the  man  who  succeeds  with  this 
heavy  Succession  Duty  hung  round  his 
neck."  When  one  thought  of  all  the 
landowner's  mortgages  and  burdens  and 
liabilities,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  of  all 
the  honourable  responsibilities  which  he 
could  not  evaiie,  it  was  clear  that  he 
could  have  nothing  left  for  himself  to 
s]>end  and  no  balance  at  his  bankers,  so 
far  as  his  lande<l  property  was  concerned. 
Could  the  (Tovermnent  wonder  if  they 
said  that  this  Succession  Duty  was  only 
another  means  devised  for  robbing  the 
poor  ?  [^Laughter,']  Hon.  Members 
might   treat    the  matter  lightly,  but  he 

Sir  R,  Temple 


believed  that  the  poorest  class  of  persons 
in  this  land  were  those  unfortunate  gen- 
tlemen who  had  to  look  to  their  ianded 
property  alone  as  their  one  source  of 
income.  No  doubt  many  •landowDOFS 
held  property  of  other  kinds,  but  those 
who  had  nothing  but  real  estate  to  depend 
on  were  in  a  miserable  condition 
indeed.  They  were  poor  in  the  true, 
economic,  moral,  and  social  sense  of  the 
term.  It  was  on  this  class  of  men  and 
on  this  class  of  property  that  this  new 
burden  was  to  be  imposed.  This  was 
admittedly  a  time  of  agricultural  depres- 
sion. Could  the  Government  wonder  if 
agriculturists  regarded  the  imposition 
of  this  new  burden  as  oppressive  ?  The 
Government  could  not  be  surprised  if 
they  saw  the  landed  interest  thronghoat 
the  country  offering  the  most  strenuoas 
opposition  to  every  stage  of  the  measure. 
•Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancras,  N.) 
said,  that  most  extravagant  ideas  had 
been  formed  with  regard  to  the  great 
revenue  and  enormous  flnancial  advan- 
tages to  be  derived  from  a  readjastment 
of  the  Death  Duties.  He  believed,  how- 
ever, that  as  a  matter  of  fact  it  would  be 
found  that  the  Government  would  deriye 
at  the  end  of  the  whole  operation 
only  a  very  moderate  addition  to 
the  Exchequer  by  the  re-adjustment  of 
the  Death  Duties.  He  felt  also  that  the 
time  was  not  very  appropriate  for  any 
increased  taxation  to  be  levied  on  the 
landed  interest  of  this  country.  That 
interest,  which  just  now  was  sorely  de- 
pressed, was  not  couflned  to  the  landlord 
class  alone,  but  intimately  connected  with 
it  was  the  whole  agricultural  popula- 
tion and  the  inhabitants  of  the  vil- 
lages. The  Government  were,  no  doubt, 
imposing  an  increased  burden  upon  the 
whole  agricultural  industry,  and  it  was 
idle  to  suppose  that  it  would  fall 
upon  the  landlords  alone.  If  the 
burden  of  altered  taxation  fell  solely 
upon  the  landed  interest,  no  doubt 
there  would  be  a  strong  case  for  re- 
sisting it,  but  the  increased  taxation 
would  fall  also  upon  townland  and 
houses  and  upon  property  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  towns — ^building  and 
other  land  which  had  not  been  in  this 
depressed  condition.  He  was  bound  to 
say  that,  with  reference  to  the  re-adjust- 
ment of  the  Death  Duties  in  regard  to 
town  properties,  the  GoA'ernment  had  a 
very  strong  case.     He  hoped  that  in  the 
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tiful    ileal iug   wltii    tlii^    iiiiitler  the 

Goverijmo»»t    wr>iild  ejuleiivour,  »«  fur  as 

pOHsible,    to    ftdjii3i*t    the    biirdeu    tljiit   it 

might  fall  as  Hghtly  as  possible  iipDn  the 

agricuUuml  iuteresi,  jidiI  might  full  with 

due     weight     upon      reiil      et^tatu     iiiul 

property     in      tow  us     which     hud      in- 

ortiiisetl     largely     io     viihie,     nml     was 

well    uhle    to    liear     iiic reaped    taxatiuiK 

JNo  doiiht  the  prti[iof<al    hefore  the  Com- 

Hi  tt«e  wttB  t  he  ler^  ii  1 1  of  a  goinl  deal  of  agita- 

30  for  the  refonii  of  the  Death  Duties,  and 

he  did  not  thiuk,  dow  that  it  waj^inatle  by 

ae  re^^pousible  Govenimeut,  it  woidd  be 

C^ssible  to  resi8t  it  in  priueiple.     It  was* 

lifiictilt  to  say  tlmt  one  clasH  of  property 

ought     to    have    exceptional    treatment. 

The     two     things     being     eqnal,      real 

I       proj.ieriy  antj    jvertfional    property     ought 

I       to      l>e      subject     to      equal      taxatioti. 

In     the     past,      land,     and      eHjieeially 

agrieidturai     land,     had     home     special 

^^burdeoti,  and  it  had  conj^equeutly  heeii  re- 

^Bleved  of  a   certain    amount   of   Imperial 

P^MLxation.     This   had    heen^  to   a    eertaiii 

I      extei]t|  re-ad justeil,  and  he  was  not  pre- 

'       parcil    to    !«ay   that    the    time    had    not 

arrived    wheij   it  was  tieeewaary  to  rceon- 

fciider  Ihe  principles  of  taxation  as  applied 

to  the  Death  Duties.      It  wa-,  of  course, 

^■ftii    advantage    to     the    owners    of     real 

^Pbstatc    to     be     ehargeil     upon    the    Mfe 

^^interest  instead  of  »i|k»u  the  capital  vahie, 

hut  it  was  not  in  some  cases  so  great  an 

Ivantage  us  some  people  imagined.     It 

not    such    an   enormous    advantiige 

fhere  the  life  was  a  young  life^  because 

slje  eapitalised  value  of  the  life  interest 

ras  in   that  ease  very  great ;  but  wiiere 

lie  life    was  an   average  life,  or  au  old 

jife,  there  was  a  considerable  a*l vantage 

to    the   successor.     He  knew   of  a   case 

where,  uuder  special  circumstances,  the 

Succession  Duty  at  the  present  time  woultl 

bxceeil  the  new  Estate  Duty  propose<l  to 

chargcil   on  the  capital  value   of  the 

property.      It  was  the  case  of  a  freehold 

let  on  lease,  and  bringing  in  £120  a  yeitr. 

It    was   in   Dej*ttord,  a   part   of  London 

where    property   >va8    not    very    high  in 

^^value,  and  a  Municipal  Authority,  which 

^BUrifihed  to  purchase  the  property,  ottered 

^■xl,3Hlt  a  little  over  1!  years*  purchiise. 

i        ^ow,     according     to     the       Succession 

Tables     if     the    owner     were     to    die 

and  were   to    be   succeeded    by    a    man 

^Bpf  44,  the  amount  on  which  the  Goveru- 

Hnaeut  would  he  able  to  claiu)  duty  wotild 

P      be  £1,684.     He  kuew  of   another  ease 


wliere  rents,  from  freehold  property 
leased,  anion  lit  ing  to  £4»i  a  year  pro- 
chiced  at  %m  auction  £1,325,  or  about 
:jl  years'  purchase.  Me  cited  these 
cases  to  show^  the  enormous  differences 
there  were  in  the  capital  vahie  of  towu 
property p  He  should  like  to  say  a 
w^iirtl  or  two  with  reference  to  settled 
property.  Ho  would  fiist  take  the  case 
of  an  estate  jiroilueing  a  clear  £5,000  a 
year.  He  assutned  that  the  pro[)erty  was 
in  strict  settlement,  a  father  who  was 
first  tenant-for-life,  and  a  son  who  was 
second  tetiant-for-life,  with  remainder  to 
his  issue  for  an  estate  tail.  There  would 
he  two  successions— the  first  when  the 
temint-for-life  died,  and  the  seermd  wheu 
the  second  tenaut-for-life  died  aud  the 
tenant  -  in  -  tail  came  into  possessiou, 
and  he  assuaied  tor  the  purpose  of  the 
argument  that  the  secoud  tenaut-for-life 
aud  the  tenant-in-tail  succeeded  at  the 
jige  of  44.  Under  the  present  system  the 
Government  would  get  out  of  this  settle- 
ment £11,500,  but  uuder  the  system  now 
proposed  by  the  Cliancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer they  would  get  £8,750,  or  more 
than  double  the  receipt  under  the  exist- 
ing system,  lu  the  case  of  an  estate  of 
£2,000  a  year  settletl,  under  similar 
circumstances  the  Governii^ent  would 
get  £1,400  under  the  existing  system, 
ami  £2,750  mider  the  new  system.  In 
the  case  of  an  estate  settled  in  the  same 
way,  and  hringing  in  £200  a  year,  the 
Govenuneiit  would^  imdcr  present  circutn- 
stances,  get  £H4,and  umler  the  new  duty 
they  would  get  £200.  Jn  the  case  of  a 
settled  estate,  there  would  he  a  practical 
ilifficully  in  raising  money  to  provide  for 
the  duty.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exehe<{uer  suggested  that  provision 
should  be  nuvde  in  the  Bill  giving 
the  tenaut-for-life  power  to  charge 
the  estate  with  an  amount  sufficient 
to  pay  the  duty — in  fact,  to  nuike 
a  tnortgage  on  the  estate  for  the  pur^iose. 
Thai  mortgage  would  have  to  couie  l>e- 
liiud  auy  existing  mortgages.  In  the 
case  of  an  estate  that  was  mortgaged  to 
its  full  value  there  would  he  a  very  cod- 
siderahle  difficulty  iu  raising  the  duty  hj 
mortgage.  Imagine  a  large  estate, 
niort  gaged  perhaps  to  the  ex  tout  of 
£100,000,  and  the  tenaut-for-life  having 
to  raise  from  £2,0(X)  to  £5,0(>tJ.  He  wouhl 
have  no  more  chance  of  borrowing  thai 
sum  l.K3hiud  the  £  1  t)0,001>tuortgage  than  he 
would  have  of  ffyiug.     The  Chaucellor  of 
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the  Exchequer  wouUl  have  to  deal  with 
this  practical  difficulty.  He  would  suggest 
TO  the  right  hou.  Geutlemau  that  under 
such  circumstances  the  tenant-for-life 
might  be  allowed  to  pay  on  the  capitalised 
value  of  his  life  interest,  and  that  the 
claim  to  the  full  duty  on  the  whole 
estate  might  be  postponed.  The  authori- 
ties at  Somerset  House  did  postpone 
payments  now  by  arrangement.  Some- 
thing certainly  would  have  to  be 
done  in  reference  to  a  great  many 
estates  which  were  heavily  mortgaged, 
or  there  would  be  great  difficulty  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  in  getting 
the  money.  The  main  question 
was,  how  the  Government  were  to 
arrive  at  the  capital  value  ?  He  sup- 
posed that  when  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  talked  about  "principal 
value "  he  meant  capital  value.  Was 
the  capital  value  to  be  the  saleable 
value  ?  If  so,  it  could  not  be  arrived  at 
except  by  putting  the  property  into  the 
market  for  sale.  If  it  was  to  be  the  esti- 
mated value,  how  was  it  to  be  estimated  ? 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said 
it  was  to  be  fixed  by  the  authorities 
at  Somerset  House,  subject  to  appeal  in 
a  Court  of  Law.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  must  have  greater  confidence 
in  the  knowledge  of  the  authorities  at 
Somerset  House  than  most  Members  had. 
The  valuing  of  property  in  London  alone 
was  a  most  difficult  thing.  He  had  given  the 
Committee  instances  of  two  London  pro- 
perties, one  of  wh  ich  was  valued  at  about  1 0 
years'  and  the  other  at  31  years'  purchase, 
and  when  one  considered  the  complicated 
interests  that  arose  under  the  leasehold 
system,  one  saw  at  once  how  difficult  the 
valuation  of  London  "was.  Properties  all 
over  the  country  would  have  to  be  valued. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Forest  of  Dean  (Sir  C.  Dilke) 
had  said  that  the  authorities  had  been  too 
lax,  inasmuch  as  they  had  accepted 
valuations  far  below  the  proper  amount. 
The  right  hon.  Genrleman  proposed  that 
the  value  should  in  future  be  increased. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  the 
successor  to  an  estate  would  get  the  most 
eminent  valuer  and  take  his  valuation  to 
Somerset  House,  where  it  would  be 
accepted.  But  eminent  valuers  differetl 
materially  in  their  opinion,  and  if 
the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Forest  of 
Dean  (Sir  C.  Dilke)  Avere  to  prevail,  the 

Mr.  T.  H.  Bolton 


Gov'ernment  would  be  very  exact  in  this 
matter,  and  if  the  duty  did  not  produce 
quite  so  much  as  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer   expected,  the   authorities  of 
Somerset  House  would  have  an   intima- 
tion that  they  were  to  see  that  the  full 
value   Avas   paid.     That   would   lead    to 
Government  valuers,  who  would  be  em- 
ployed   to   act  for   the   Government,  to 
survey  and  value  the  properties  through- 
out the   country.     He  need  hardly    saj 
that  when   they  came  to  deal   with  tlM 
question   of  capital   value   of  properties 
in    London,    and    the    varied    interests 
connected  with  it,  they  would  have  the 
keenest  discussions  as  to  the  value  to  be 
put  on  property  for  Estate  Duty  ;    then 
there  would  be  appeals  and  a  contest  of 
surveyors,  who  were  not  in  the  habit  of 
charging  light  fees.       Lawyers  charged 
fairly  well,  but  his  experience  was  that 
they  were  not  in  it  with  surveyors  for 
charging.  But  they  would  not  only  hsTO 
a  contest  of  surveyors,  but  they  would 
have  a  lawsuit  as  well,  and  a  case  like 
a  compensation  case  would  be  fought  out 
in  the  Law  Courts.    Was  that  desirable  ? 
Was  it  desirable  that  the  valuation  should 
rest  upon  estimated  value  to  be  debated 
and   discussed   on   the   reports  of     sur- 
veyors and  fought  out  in  Courts  of  Law 
upon  the  expert  evidence  of  surveyors  ? 
He  must  say  he  saw  great  practical  diffi- 
culties and  great  expense  inflicted  upon 
people  in   connection  with  the   levying 
of  these  duties.      If  they  paid  anything 
the  Government  chose  to  ask,  well  and 
good,  but  he  doubted  whether  they  would 
be  in  that  submissive    frame    of  mind, 
therefore  he  thought  this  would  be  at- 
tended with  great  difficulties  and  enor- 
mous expense.       But  what  other  course 
was  there  ?       Why  not,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, adopt  the  course  that   at  present 
prevailed  ;    why  not  do  what  was  done 
at  Somerset  House  at  the  present  timet 
Why  not  divide  the  property  into  classes  ; 
put  on  the  classes  of  property  a  scale. 
Why  not  take  the  annual  value,  deducting 
from  it  all  outgoings,  showing  the  clear 
net  value,  capitalise  that  netvalue,  and  de- 
duct from  that  all  the  charges  upon  the 
estate  ?      That  was  well  understood  at 
the  present  time  at  Somerset  House,  as 
it  was  the  course  that  prevailed  in  refer- 
ence to  the  existing  Estate  Duty,      He 
produced   one   of   the   forms  on   whieh 
the    payment     of    the    present    Estate 
Duty  was  paid,  and  on  that  form  the 
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pnrticulare  were  —  description  of  pro- 
perty, gross  rack  rental  or  anntial 
value,  landlords^  outgoings,  fiuch  as  re- 
pairB,  inisiirance,  etc.,  net  annual  valnc*, 
estimated  mmiUer  of  yearg"  piirclia.He, 
and  tLie  gro^ft  capital  value.  Then  the 
anioniit.«i  were  brought  out,  and  from  I  he 
amount  of  capitalised  value  of  tl  e  i*et 
income  tl»e  arnotint  of  ineiimbrances  and 
charges  wai*  deducted,  showing  the  clear 
net  value  of  the  property.  On  this  ameiint 
the  present  Estate  Duty  was  idmrged. 
That  was  the  .syetem  that  at  present 
prevailed.  They  could  lay  down  n  scale 
of  val nations  applicable  to  particnhir 
kinds  of  property,  say  2o  yearft'  purchase 
for  Loudon  ground  rents,  from  15  to  20 
years'  purchase  for  freehold  liouse.% 
and  «o  many  years*  purchase,  according 
to  the  length  of  lease,  for  certiiin 
leasehohl  honseti.  If  they  did  that, 
they  could  work  out  the  duty  with- 
out introducing  the  uncertainty,  anil  the 
coniplicattons,  aud  tlie  expeuse  which  lie 
behind  and  would  be  introduced  by  the 
proposals  of  the  right  bon.  (Tcntlenian.. 
VYby  the  system  that  at  present  prevaileil 
should  not  be  adapted  to  this  new  duty 
he  could  not  for  the  Hfe  of  bim  tjuder- 
8tand.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
said  that  was  all  very  well  on  a  rising 
market,  but  when  property  was  decreasing 
in  value  it  would  work  against  the 
interest  of  the  owners  of  property.  It 
was  odd  that  the  Cbancellor  of  the 
Excheijuer  should  make  use  of  that 
argument.  If  it  worked  against  the 
(government  in  one  case,  it  might 
possibly  work  for  the  Government  in  tin* 
other.  lie  did  not  l>ebeve  it  woishl  be 
beyond  the  ability  of  surveyors  to  form 
n  aeaie  applicable  to  particular  properties, 
and  charging  the  duty  on  the  capital 
v»lue  according  to  the  net  income 
tlerii^ed  from  the  particular  property  in 
each  scale.  He  made  a  present  of  the 
iiiiggestton  to  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury.  He  did  not  put  the  sugges- 
tion forward  with  absolute  contidence, 
but  he  suggested  it  for  consideration  as 
to  whether  it  was  not  a  more  certain  and 
more  satisfactory  mode  of  arriving  at  the 
real  value  of  property  than  the  mode 
which  the  right  hon.  GeDtleman 
suggested,  which  was  most  uncertain 
and  calculated  to  be  most  expensive, 
and  was  one  of  the  great  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  carrying  out  what  the  right 
hon*  Gentleman  proposed.      There  was 


no  difficulty  in  calculating  the  capital 
vnhie  of  a  large  portion  of  the  personal 
property  of  the  country,  bnt  when  they 
came  to  the  property  known  as  real  estate 
they  were  met  with  difficulties.  lie  be- 
lieved these  proposals  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exche»pier  were  proposals  it  was 
difficult  in  jiriuciple  to  rci^ist.  He  thought 
spociiil  provision  should  be  made  with 
regard  to  that  class  of  property  that  was 
most  depressed  and  which,  at  the  present 
time^  was  practically  unsaleable,  hut 
ypon  the  broud  proposition  of  equalising 
the  Death  Duties  the  feeling  of  the 
general  public  was  in  favonr  of  it.  He 
Ijoped  the  Government,  however,  would 
extend  all  the  consideration  thev  were 
capable  of  to  the  owners  uf  agricultural 
land,  in  which  be  lielievetl  the  coimtry 
would  support  them.  The  people  in 
the  towns  hail  no  desire  to  see  the  agri- 
cultural interest  unduly  burdened  or 
treated  with  any  want  of  consideration. 
On  the  contrary,  they  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  as  far  as  they  could  adapt 
tiie  charge  to  the  special  difficulties  of 
tlie  agricultural  situation  and  of  those 
ujen  who  unfortunately  hmi  agricultural 
property. 

Mk.  VVINGFIELD-DIGBY  (Doi-set, 
N.)  said,  that  at  the  commencement  of 
his  remarks  he  would  like  to  state  that 
he  did  not  speak  as  one  who  had  any 
expectations  ;  his  expectations  he  had 
realised,  and  he  need  hardly  say  that  as 
they  were  all  in  land  they  did  not  come 
up  quite  to  what  might  have  been  ex- 
pected. When  they  were  a«ked  to  eon- 
sent  to  these  proposals  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  bad  made, 
though  they  might  Tiot  jjerliaps  be  in  the 
position  of  liaviug  expectations,  they  had 
to  consider  those  who  came  after  them, 
and  not  only  those  who  came  after  ih^m^ 
but  those  wJio  lived  on  their  estatw, 
those  whom,  he  maintained,  would  not  l^e 
itj  any  way  benefited,  but  rather  injured,  by 
the  proposals — namely,  the  bibonrers  aud 
tenant-farmers  on  the  estate,  He  under- 
stood the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  assert  that  they  who  were  interested  in 
lanil,  who  knew  something  about  the 
management  of  land,  were  making  a  claitn 
for  land  to  be  treated  in  an  exceptional 
way.  Now,  he  did  not  think  that  was 
the  case  at  all.  When  he  stated  that 
land  in  other  countries  was  oidy  taxe«l  to 
the  ex  tent  of  5  per  cent.,  while  the  laud 
in  this  country  was  taxed  to  the  extent 
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of  13  per  ccDt.,  he  did  not  think  that  iu 
resisting  these  proposals,  as  some  of  them 
were  going  to  do,  and  as,  speaking  for 
himself  personally,  he  intended  to  do,  that 
they  were  making  any  claim  for  land  to 
he  treated  in  an  exceptional  manner.  He 
need  hardly  remind  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  who  knew  it  as  well  as  he 
did,  that  the  rates  were  only  levied  on 
real  property — that  was  to  say,  on  laud 
and  houses.  He  asked  the  Committee  to 
compare  the  contributions  to  the  Public 
Purse  of  two  men  who  invested  £1,000 
each — one  in  land  and  houses  and  the 
other  in  some  British  or  foreign  security. 
Supposing  both  men  lived  for  20  years, 
and  paid  an  average  Income  Tax  of  6d. 
in  the  £1  and  rates  at  28.  6d.  in  the  £1, 
and  received  interest  at  the  rate  of  5  per 
cent,  on  their  investment.  "A,"  who 
invested  in  securities,  would  pay  Income 
Tax  at  the  rate  of  26s.  a  year,  or  £25  iu 
20  years.  He  would  pay  Death  Duty  at 
3  per  cent.,  or  £30  in  all,  and  hie  total 
contribution  to  the  Public  Purse  in  20 
years  would  be  £55.  On  the  other  hand, 
'*B,"  who  had  invested  his  £1,000  iu 
real  estate,  would  have  to  pay,  including 
all  charges  for  the  20  years,  £157  10s., 
or  three  times  the  amount  he  would 
have  had  to  pay  had  he  invested 
his  money  in  British  or  foreign  se- 
curities. From  these  figures  it  was 
perfectly  obvious  that  land  was  un- 
fairly treated  as  compared  with  personal 
property.  He  understood  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  state  that  the  rates, 
&c.,  were  charged  on  the  land,  and  when 
people  bought  it  they  did  so  minus  those 
charges,  and,  therefore,  ought  not  to  say 
anything  about  this  proposal  of  the 
new  Estate  Duty.  That  would  be  all 
very  well  in  the  case  of  intending  pur- 
chasers of  land,  but  how  did  it  affect  the 
owners  of  land  at  the  present  time  ?  He 
did  not  think  it  would  be  much  consola- 
tion to  them  to  think  this  proposal  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would, 
according  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
be  an  extra  charge  on  land,  and  take  so 
much  off  the  value  for  selling  purposes. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  taxing 
value  of  the  land  would  be  its  selling 
value. 

Mr.  WINGFIELD-DIGBY  said,  he 
perfectly  understood  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  but  what  he  wished  to 
express  was  the  selling  value  would  be 
put  down   to  the  extent  of  that  charge 

Mr.  fVingifield^Dighy 


that  would  be  placed  on  the  land,  and 
therefore  it  would  not  be  much  consola- 
tion to  the  owners  of  land  to  be  told  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  the 
rates,  &c.,  were  a  charge  on  the  land. 
He  should  like  to  ask  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  a  question  on  one 
particular  point,  and  that  was  with  refer- 
ence to  the  case  of  u  jointure.  In  the 
case  of  a  jointure  where  the  Succession 
Duty  had  been  paid  by  the  jointure 
holder  on  the  old  tables,  when  that 
jointure  fell  in  to  the  owner  or  tenant  for 
life,  would  he  have  to  pay  on  the  capital 
value  or  only  on  his  life  interests  ?  Per- 
haps the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
presently  kindly  inform  the  Committee. 
It  was  obvious  a  person  might  have  been 
in  possession  of  the  property,  but  might 
not  succeed  to  the  jointure  until  he  be- 
came an  old  man  and  until  within  a  few 
years  of  his  death,  and  he  thought  the 
Committee  and  the  country  would  like  to 
kuow  whether  he  Avould  have  to  pay  on 
the  capital  value  or  only  on  his  life 
interest  ?  From  a  Parliamentary  Paper 
issued  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer he  found  that  the  value  of 
property  was  to  be  determined  by  the 
Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue,  sub- 
ject to  an  appeal  to  the  High  Court. 
Though  he  was  not  a  lawyer  he  would 
submit  it  was  a  well-known  axiom  that  a 
man  might  not  be  a  judge  in  his  own 
cause.  It  was  obvious  it  would  be  to 
the  interest  of  the  Commissioners  of  In- 
land Revenue  to  obtain  as  much  as  they 
could,  and  that  would  be  the  case  of  a  man 
being  a  judge  in  his  own  cause.  As  to 
the  competency  of  some  of  thegcntlemea 
at  Somerset  House  he  would  like  to 
mention  to  the  Committee  a  case  that 
came  to  his  notice  the  other  day.  A  case 
was  sent  up  for  Probate  and  Succession 
Duty,  and  in  the  deductions  there  wa»  a 
claim  for  the  tithe  averages.  The  gentle- 
man from  Somerset  House  sent  back  toaak 
what  tithe  averages  were,  and  a  consider- 
able amount  of  time  and  correspondence 
was  wasted  in  explaining  to  this  person 
what  tithe  averages  were  ;  therefore,  be 
asked  if  these  gentlemen  were  conn- 
petent  to  value  a  very  large  agri- 
cultural estate  ?  But,  after  all,  as  this* 
was  a  matter  that  concerned  them,  what 
did  this  proposed  tax  mean  ?  He  ven- 
tured to  submit  it  meant  a  total  ignoring 
of  the  agricultural  depression  and  tbe 
agricultural  iuterest,  which  was,  perhaps. 
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tiie  greAtent  sapurtite  iutereBt  in  the 
country.  He  knew  thej  were  told  that 
the  deductiou  on  the  Income  Tax  of  the 
working  expenses  was  some  get-oft*,  ami 
in  mentioujug  that  he  wonhl  like  to  say 
that  that  deduction  was  the  ml  mission  of 
a  verj'  great  principle,  becanse  up  to  now 
be  believed  he  was  right  in  aUiting'  tlie 
Hgricukural  industry  was  the  only  in- 
dustry rhat  hiitl  luiil  to  pay  Iticome  Tux 
on  its  groc^s  iueome  and  not  on  its  profits. 
He  did  not  believe  that  any  otiier  in- 
dustry in  the  country  was  calfeil  upon  to 
pay  ou  its  gross  proceeds.  He  thought, 
however,  the  a^lmission  of  this  principle 
was  important,  even  though  only  10  per 
cent,  was  taken  as  the  cost  of  working 
the  estate.  And  here  he  would  like  to 
corroborate  the  stutement  of  the  Member 
for  the  Loiulon  University  (Sir  J. 
Lubbock),  when  lie  said  that  10  per  cenL 
did  not  represent  the  expense  of  the 
working  of  an  estate.  He  thought  the 
proposals  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  afte^t  most  injuriously 
the  owners  of  small  freeholds,  and  ou 
large  estates  they  would  operate  to  throw 
tlie  labourers  out  of  employment,  with 
the  result  that  those  thus  thrown  out  of 
employment  would  Hock  even  more 
tbnti  was  the  case  now  to  the  lar^e 
t0  9irDS,  aud  still  further  aggravate  the 
great  question  of  the  utiemplovetl. 

•Lord  WILLOUCtHBY  de'ERESBY 
(Lincoinshiro,  Horncastle)  said,  that  the 
last  speaker  had  informed  the  Committee 
that  lie  had  no  expectations  whatever. 
He  (Lord  Willoughb)'  de  Eresby)  had 
expectations,  and  he  could  safely  say  that 
when  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excliequer 
introduced  his  proposals  it  was  easy  for 
anyone  who  hud  any  expectations  to 
make  a  sum  and  ascertain  what  was  the 
amonnt  of  Succession  Duty  he  would  have 
to  pay*  He  must  congratulate  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  on  the  very  clear 
way  he  bad  placed  his  proposals  before 
the  Committee,  by  which  a  man  who 
was  about  to  receive  an  income  from 
personalty  could  readily  calculate  the 
amount  of  Succession  Duty  he  would 
hare  to  pay-  That  was  to  say,  if 
he  were  heir  to  some  £o 00,000  or 
£1,000,000  a  year  he  would  take  the 
graduated  duties,  and  would  be  perfectly 
able  to  tell  what  he  would  have  to  pay 
<M  Succession  Duty  for  two  or  three 
yeani,  and  up  to  that  time  he  would  he  a 
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pauper*  But  in  regard  to  real  property, 
the  computation  was  rather  more  difficult, 
81  nee  it  entirely  depended  ou  what  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  chosen 
to  call  the  marketable  value  of  laud.  He 
fiutirely  dissenteil  from  the  mode  of  col* 
loctiug  money  by  Death  Duties,  con- 
sidering, as  he  did,  that  every  person  and 
every  generation  ought  to  pay  yearly  the 
debt  of  the  country.  If  a  certain  sum  of 
money  was  to  be  raised  in  the  country, 
til  at  sum  should  be  paid  by  every  liody, 
but  ehietly,  no  doubt,  by  the  rich.  He 
had  no  doubt  that  it  was  an  axiom  by 
Lou.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  accumu- 
lated capital  should  pay  a  greater  share 
of  the  taxation  of  the  country,  and  he  en- 
tirely shared  that  view.  As  to  how  far 
representation  and  taxation  should  go 
together  was  a  question  on  which  ho 
should  differ  with  certain  hoii.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  With  regard  to  aecumulateil 
capital,  it  seemed  to  him  that  a  nuin  should 
piiy  on  the  income  he  had  derived  from  it 
during  his  lifetime.  He  knew  he  sliould  be 
met  with  the  argument  that  the  Income 
Tax  once  raised  to  a  certain  height  was 
easy  of  evasion  ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
he  considered  the  Succession  Duty  was 
also  easy  of  evasion^  He  considered 
that  by  the  tax  of  Succession  Duty  the 
heir  was  left  to  pay  a  debt  which  rho  per- 
son from  whom  he  tuherited  the  property 
ought  to  have  paid  in  his  lifetime.  If 
they  wished  to  tax  the  millionaire  or  the 
rich  man,  they  should  tax  him  during  his 
lifetime  and  not  wait  until  he  was  dead, 
and  then  tax  the  heir  on  the  ground  that 
the  man  be  succeeded  should  have  paid 
the  amount  of  such  duty  to  the  country. 
He  believed  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  himself  in  introducing  his 
Budget  said  he  proposed  that  every 
year  should  pay  its  own  bill.  Ou 
the  very  same  principle  the  people  who 
enjoyed  the  good  things  of  this  world 
during  their  lifetime  should  be  made  to 
pay,  and  this  pay  men  I  should  not  he  left 
to  their  heirs.  The  accumulated  capital 
and  money  of  the  country  did  not  entirely 
consist  of  cash.  Accumulated  capital 
was  invested  in  many  ways,  in  pictures 
anti  statues,  or  perhaps  a  millionaire 
might  take  the  whim  of  spending  his 
money  in  bricks  and  mortar.  When  the 
unfortunate  heir  succeeded  to  the  pictures, 
although  he  might  know  a  water-colour 
from  an  oil-paintings  by  the   proposal   of 
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the  GovernmeDt — and  also  be  was  sorry 
to  say  of  CoDservatiA^e  Govemments  as 
well — he  was  called  upon  to  pay  Succes- 
sion Duty  on  things  he  knew  and  cared 
nothing  about.  In  the  same  way,  if  a 
millionaire  had  invested  his  money 
in  building  a  magnificent  country  house, 
when  his  heir  succeeded  to  the 
property  the  State  immediately  came 
down  upon  him  for  the  Succession  Duty 
on  the  value  of  the  house,  which  would 
practically  force  him  to  sell  at  any  price, 
and  it  would  be  a  fortunate  thing  if  the 
County  Council  of  the  county  required  a 
iuuatic  asylum  and  would,  for  that 
purpose,  pay  a  good  price  for  the  house, 
which  would  enable  him  to  pay  off  some 
part  of  the  Succession  Duty.  There  was 
another  point  in  the  proposals  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  which  he 
strongly  objected,  and  that  was  the 
proposal  to  place  real  property  on  the 
same  footing  as  personal  property.  It 
was  perfectly  certain  that  if  they  taxed 
any  industry  the  burden  would  bo  felt 
by  all  the  classes  in  that  industry,  and 
he  held  that  by  increasing  the  taxation 
on  real  property  it  was  absolutely  felt  by 
all  classes  connected  with  it.  There  was 
no  doubt  that  at  the  present  moment 
agriculture  was  oniB  of  the  most  depressed 
industries,  and  those  who  represented 
agricultural  constituencies  had  come  to 
the  Government  and  asked  for  bread,  but 
had  received  a  stone.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  in  moving  his  Resolu- 
tions, said  no  doubt  hon.  Members  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  would, 
in  their  ingenuity,  invent  plenty  of  cases 
in  which  hardship  would  occur  over  the 
Succession  Duties.  He  had  such  a  case 
to  bring  before  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. A  gentleman  had  allowed  him  to 
look  to  the  actual  state  of  his  property, 
and  in  quoting  his  case  he  should  be  able 
to  show  the  Committee  that  the  present 
tax  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer proposed  to  impose  in  the  form 
of  Death  Duties  would  be  a  most  unfair 
tax,  not  only  on  the  gentleman  who 
succeeded  to  the  estate,  but  also 
on  every  other  person  who  was 
living  or  working  upon  the  estate. 
He  would  take  for  his  example  an 
estate  which  was  a  purely  agricultural 
one,  and  he  should  particularly  like  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean  to  the 

Lord  Willoughhy  de  Ereshy 


illustration.  That  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said  that  it  would  be  almost 
impossible  to  find  an  estate  which  had  not 
some  dealing  with  a  town  or  town  pro- 
perty, or  which,  owing  to  its  proximity  to 
a  town,  could  not  find  an  easy  market  for 
its  goods.  He  could  assure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  case  he  was 
going  to  quote  was  a  case  which  he 
seemed  to  consider  so  difficult  to  be 
found.  There  was  a  great  quantity  of 
laud  in  this  country  which  was  not  in  the 
least  increased  in  value  on  account  of  its 
proximity  to  town.  The  estate  of  which 
he  was  speaking  was  situated  in  the 
Eastern  Counties,  and  so  far  from  finding 
an  easy  market  for  their  goods,  it  cost 
considerably  more  to  take  a  quarter  of 
wheat  from  that  part  of  the  country  to 
the  manufacturing  districts  of  Liverpool 
and  Manchester  than  it  did  to  convey  a 
quarter  of  wheat  from  abroad  to  those 
places.  The  property  was  purely  agri- 
cultural, and  if  they  examined  into  the 
books  they  might,  no  doubt,  find  that  the 
rent-roll  of  the  property  amounted  to 
£60,000  a  year — a  handsome  rent-roll,  no 
doubt.  On  that  there  was  a  mortgage  of 
£300,000.  Taking  these  figures,  it  would 
be  found  that  the  Succession  Duty  would 
be  £96,000.  The  actual  receipts  from 
that  estate,  after  paying  all  outgoings^ 
were  £15,000,  but  from  that  they  would 
have  to  deduct  £9,000,  the  interest  ou 
mortgage,  leaving  the  owner  with  themore 
modest  income  of  £6,000.  What  did  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  propose  to 
do  in  that  case  ?  He  proposed  to  come 
down  on  the  owner  for  £96,000  Succes- 
sion Duty.  It  would  take  16  years  for 
the  gentleman  who  succeeded  to  that 
estate  before  the  Succession  Duty  could 
be  paid  off,  and  during  that  period  the 
heir  to  this  princely  estate  would  be  au 
absolute  pauper.  This  was  not  the  worst 
of  the  Government  proposals.  They 
seemed  to  impose  terms  on  the  agricul- 
tural interest  even  worse  than  the  terms 
proposed  by  Shylock,  for  Shylock  de- 
manded his  pound  of  flesh,  but  was  not 
allowed  to  draw  the  blood.  The  proposals 
of  the  Government  were  that  they  were  to 
have  the  pound  of  flesh  and  draw  the  blood 
as  well,  'rhey  were  to  draw  the  money  and 
the  Succession  Duty,  and  then  after  that, 
though  it  was  au  absolute  impossibility 
to  pay  off  the  Succession  Duty,  they 
would  draw  blood  in  the  shape  of  interest 
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out  of  the  wretc^hed  proprietor  hy  cbitrgirijL»: 
OQ  the  amoutit  that  coiiU]  aot  he  pnU]  in 
the  proper  time.  It  might  he  urged  that 
tbii  income  of  £G,(KK)  iniglit  hi?  iniTcaBetL 
So  it  might,  hut  Irow  ?  By  stopping  all 
baildinga  and  all  improvemeuts,  and  hy 
iDcreasiug  the  reut  for  lalxnirers"*  rottiiges. 
The  end  would  he  tlmt  tho  landlord 
would  he  placed  in  ihp  position  of  a  tax- 
collector  for  the  Ciovorruneut.  It  would 
he  his  duty  to  see  how  much  he  coidil 
screw  out  of  the  temiuts  and  the  lahourerf , 
and  then,  if  he  had  done  hiii  duty  well, 
if  he  had  given  satisftiction,  when  he 
reached  tottering  okl  age  he  would  he 
iibte  to  screw  something  out  of  ihem  for 
himself.  He  considered  tluit  ihese  were 
most  infamous  proposals.  It  might  he 
ftrguetl  that  it  was  unnei^essary  for  land- 
lords? to  put  this  amount  of  capital  in  the 
laud.  On  the  e.ntQte  to  whitrh  he  hud 
referred  during  the  last  20  years  nearly 
£oOO,(>00  had  lieeu  s]>eDt  on  wdiat  was 
called  pernnineut  improvements.  In  the 
eai^  of  pennanent  improvements  the 
landlord  naturally  expected  that  he  wouhl 
be  gradually  increasing  the  value  of  his 
property.  But  what  did  tliey  lind  ?  lu 
tbe^e  20  yearv  the  not  receipts  had  fallen 
exactly  one-half,  and  ho  should  like  to 
a&k  hon.  (Tentlemen  opjiosite  in  wdiat 
condition  the  land  on  that  estate  would 
be  at  the  present  moment  if  there  had 
been  no  money  put  into  it  ?  It  was  im- 
possible to  cultivate  clay  land  and  pro- 
duce corn  crops  unless  an  enormous 
amount  of  capital  had  been  spent  on  aneh 
land*  It  would  take  three  horses  to 
plotigh  it,  and  it  was  no  use  to  go  and 
scratch  nt  it  with  a  donkey  and  harrow. 
He  wa«  prepared  to  be  met  with  the 
argument  that  it  was  perfectly  easy  to 
pay  off  the  Succession  Duty  hy  tuort- 
gagiug  the  property  and  borrowing  money 
for  this  purpose.  Me  was  entirely  against 
that  course.  Considering  how  hard  it 
was  on  agricultural  land  to  make  any 
profits  at  all,  it  w^ould  he  one  of  the  worst 
things  that  could  possibly  be  done  to 
create  afresh  mortgage  in  the  land.  The 
moment  they  created  fresh  mortgages  so 
far  would  that  estate  be  in  a  much  worse 
position.  He  asked  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
had  experience  of  the  county  to  go  round 
and  look  for  thetnselves.  They  won  hi 
find  that  ou  the  estate  which  was  placed 
iu  the  hands  of  the  mortgagees  every 
man,  woman,  and  child  was  a  great  deal 


worse  off  than  where  the  property  wa« 
managed  by  a  laudlonL  He  was  pre- 
pared to  face  the  whole  question  of  these 
Death  Duties,  and  if  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  accept  some  really 
just  principle  of  taxation  he  should  not 
siiy  a  word  against  tho  principle  of 
graduated  DeBth  Duties*  He  thought 
that  one  principle  of  graduated  Death 
Duties  was  tlmt  the  accumulated  capital 
of  the  country  should  be  more  widely 
spread  and  large  estates  broken  up.  But 
from  what  he  could  make  out  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  proposals 
he  did  wot  intend  to  bring  I  hat  about, 
l>eeause  if  a  man  died  worth  £l,()t)0,(XX) 
and  left  it  divided  umong  six  or  seven 
children  they  w^ould  have  to  pay  8  per 
cent,  as  Sueeession  Duty  on  tlie  gbare 
of  money  received,  so  from  that  point 
of  view  he  did  not  quite  see  that  it 
was  the  object  of  the  Government  to 
create  a  wider  ilitinsion  of  money.  What 
he  should  like  to  have  some  definite  in- 
formation upon  w*aa  as  to  how^  the  ques- 
tion of  the  marketable  value  of  kuid  and 
real  property  was  to  be  determined. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  when  a  man 
inherited  n  property  he  would  be  quite 
willing  to  pay  Succession  Duty  on  his 
house,  and  the  amenities  he  would  receive 
from  having  a  country  residence  and 
enjoying  the  amenities  of  courLtry  life. 
He  was  unfortunately  heir-apparent  to  a 
ghost,  which  was   atuong  the  heirloomSj 

I  and  he  did  not  know*  whether  that  would 
be    im*Iuded    in    the    Succession    Duty. 

,  Take  the  case  of  the  estate  he  had  men- 
tioned where  £6,(XX)  was  the  amount 
which  practically  went  iuto  the  pockets 
of  the  owMier.  He  raised  no  objection  to 
that  £6,0t>0  being  capitalised  and  taxed 
for  Succession  Duty,  which  at  4  percent, 
would  amount  to  £150,000,  hut  the 
moment  I  bey  began  to  tax  the  gross  or 
the  net  rental  of  the  land  they  would  be 
taxing  not  tlie  rich  man,  but  the  tenant 
^ud  the  labourer  on  tho  estate.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  tried 
Do  quiet  their  fears  on  this  subject  by 
saying  the  market  %^alue  of  the  estate 
would  be  taken.  He  had  no  objection 
to  the  nmount  a  landlord  placed  in  hia 
pocket  being   capitalised,   and   his  being 

\  charged  Succession  Duty  on  that  amount, 

j  but  what  had  been  the  treatment  the 
agricultural    interest    had    rer-eived    for 

I  years  and  years  Y      Take  the  estate  he 
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bad  mentioned.  Instead  of  paying  In- 
come Tax  on  £6,000  the  landlord  bad 
actQally  paid  on  £40,000  a  year,  and  tbey 
had  no  assurance  that  the  Go%'enjmeDt 
woidd  not  come  down  on  the  heira  lo 
landed  estates  and  charge  them  at  the 
game  rate  that  they  had  charged  for  tlie 
Income  Tax  ?  The  moment  they  began 
taxing  beyond  what  tlie  latidlord  himself 
put  in  his  pocket,  then  moBt  assured Iv 
that  taxation  inn^^t  fall  upon  tbe  tenant- 
farmer  and  every  labourer  on  the  estate, 
and  they  ought  to  have  some  assurance 
that  the  labourer.'i  and  ten  ant-far  in  ers 
should  not  have  to  pay  the  penalty  of 
this  tax. 
•Mr.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whitechapol)  would  like  to  tiay  a  few 
words  on  the  Kesoltition  from  a  busi- 
ness point  of  view.  The  re-modelling 
of  the  Death  Duties  was,  to  his  mind,  the 
most  important,  and  praiBowortby  feature 
in  this  yerj  satisfactory  Budget,  espe- 
cially because  these  proposals  em- 
bodied a  marked  principle  of  graduated 
taxation.  The  past  week  had  afford ed 
him  opportunities  for  consideratioD 
and  inquiry  outside  this  House,  and  the 
result  of  bis  inquiry  in  bis  coostttuency 
and  tbe  City  of  London  had  been  to  find 
that  the  prevailing  opinion  was  greatly 
in  favour  of  this  Budget,  and  he  had 
been  astonished  to  hear  in  the  City  of 
Londou,  even  from  gentlemen  who  were 
opposed  to  him  in  politics,  very  favour- 
able expressions  with  regard  to  the  Death 
Duties,  The  (|ue8tioti  had  been  raised 
as  to  the  vnhmtion  of  landed  property. 
He  presumed  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
respecting  freehold  house  property. 
That  would  be  valued  as  easily,  or  jier- 
baps  easier,  than  leaseholds.  For  he 
knew  leaseholds  that  would  puzzle  a 
valuer,  because  when  they  approached 
the  expiraitou  of  the  term  of  the  grovind 
lease  their  value  would  depend  mainly 
upon  the  chances  and  advantages  of  re- 
newal. A  question  had  been  asked  the 
previous  day  in  reference  to  estates 
mortgaged  up  to,  or  very  near  to,  their 
full  value  in  the  market.  But  when 
projierty  wa??  mortgaged  up  to  its  full 
value  the  new  proposals  would  not  apply 
at  all,  and,  in  fact,  tbe  owner  would 
derive  a  benefit  from  tbe  reduction  of 
taxation.  Valuations  for  Probate  were, 
in  his  experience,  generally  far  beneatli 
marketable  value,  and  the  case  of  estates 

Lord  Wilioughby  de  Ereiby 


heavily  mortgaged  would,  no  doubt,  be 
favourably  considered  by  the  tTOvern- 
meut,  in  the  same  way  as  now  Go- 
vernment accepted  valuations,  teaviug 
a  considerable  margin.  Suppose  tbe 
estate  to  be  valued,  say,  at  £50,(KX),  and 
there  wore  mortgages  to  that  extent  on 
the  property,  niitn rally  the  Death  Dutiee 
would  not  apply  at  all  in  such  a  case. 
If  mortgagetl  to  the  extent  of  £40,000, 
the  Estate  Duty  would  only  be  on 
£10,000,  amounting  fo  £400  pay- 
able in  eight  years  by  int?talments. 
Where,  then,  was  the  grievance  ?  By 
the  proposed  changes  taxation  would 
not  be  materially  increased,  but  would 
be  much  more  justly  spread.  The 
eijiialisation  of  taxes  on  realty  and  per- 
sonalty hatl  been  demanded  for  many 
years.  If  we  were  starting  afresh  in  the 
putting  on  of  Death  Duties  no  one  would 
seriously  advocate  the  imposing  of  higher 
taxation  on  leaseholds  which  were  ter- 
minable than  on  freeholds.  We  might 
as  well  tax  Terminable  Annuities  more 
than  Permanent  Annuities.  The  Estate 
Duty  was  analogous  to  a  progressive 
Income  Tax,  but  it  was  in  a  much  better 
form.  If  a  man  came  into  an  estate  of 
£500,000,  producing  £15,0CX)  a  year,  that 
income  would  be  reduced  by  Estate 
and  Legacy  Duties  to  £13,500,  which 
was  equal  to  a  special  Income  Tax  of  2s. 
in  the  £l,  but  collected  in  a  much  wiser 
form.  As  an  ordinary  Income  Tax  it  would 
perpetuate  the  injustice  of  taxing  pro- 
fessional income  in  the  same  way  as 
income  derived  from  realised  property. 
In  the  case  of  a  professional  man  with  a 
large  income  bis  accumulations  would  be 
taxed  with  Estate  Duty  payable  by  his 
descendants.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  right  in  considering  that 
the  estimate  of  the  yield  of  these  duties 
was  diflieult  to  fix,  and  in  regarding  tbe 
change  as  experimental.  From  what  he 
gathered  from  the  remarks  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  this  Estate  Duty  could 
not  be  evaded  by  investing  money  in 
personal  property  abroad.  He  was  glad 
that  such  a  system  of  evasion  would  be 
stopped,  for  he  knew  of  cases  in  which  the 
present  Death  Duties  had  been  thus  largely 
avoided.  But  he  understood  from  his 
right  hon.  Friend  that  this  alteration  would 
not  affect  investments  abroad  in  real 
estate.  That  puzzled  him — as  he  was  not 
a  lawyer.     No   doubt   the  Estate  Duty 


1309        liay$  mid  Meam.—       {24  April  1894} 


Commiitee. 


1310 


would  be  to  some  extent  evaded  hy  giftt^  sonal  property.  The  qnestioD  was  :  Did 
duriiig  lifetime,  ej^pecially  by  gifts  msteail  i  these  propoiial:^  of  the  ChaQcellor  of  the 
of  legacies  to  charities,  atid  thut  would  I  Exehetjiier  really  involve  equality  of 
be  a  saving  to  the  charities  ;  while  dis-  taxation  ?  Tiie  argument  from  the 
Cributiou  by  private  gifts  would  in  it»elf  \  Opposition  side  of  the  House  sought  to 
be  a  beneficial  diffligion  of  wealth.      But  ■  show    that    land    was    taxed    for   truly 


■ 


it  would  be  only  for  a  year  or  so  t!mt  the 
idea  of  evading  the  duty  would  prevail,  for, 
after  all,  people  were  disinclined  to  give 
away  property  in  their  lifetime.  He  did 
not  see  why  the  property  depogiited  here 
by  foreigners  should  not  be  taxed. 
There  were  large  amounts  &eut  to  this 
country  for  safe  custody  l>y  Foreign 
Potentates,  and  it  ought  to  he  taxed  for 
our  naval  defence,  wbieh  contrilvnted  to 
the  security  of  this  pro[>erty.  If  the 
ehange  clashed  to  some  ex  tent  with  entail 
and  settlement,  those  were  systems  that 
ought  to  be  moditied  or  abolished. 
Large  aecymulations  of  property  in  a  few 
hands  contributed  less  than  theditfusiou  of 
wealth  to  the  solidity  of  the  State,  He 
hoped  that  next  year  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequor  wonld  nndertakc  the  slm- 
pHfieatiou  and  equalisation  of  other  taxes, 
such  as  stamps,  to  the  iaeqnality  of 
which  be  had  previously  called  aiiention. 
In  any  case  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  taken  a  great  and  progressive  step 
towards  placing  the  burtlens  of  taxation 
where  they  would  canse  the  least  su  tie  ring, 
Mk.  graham  MURRAY  (Bute- 
shire) said,  the  Debate  had  gcj4  into  I  clusively 
matters   of  mere   iletail,  and    rather   far  I  property 


Imperial  purposes  under  many  names, 
and  that  the  present  Deatli  Duty  was 
putting  at  J  additional  burden  on  a  parti- 
cular form  of  capital  which  was  ill  able 
to  bear  it,  and  putting  it  so  heavily  that 
it  would  be  impossible  in  many  instances 
to  hear  it.  The  Secretary  for  India, 
arguing  against  it,  gave  tbem  some  in- 
teresting iigures,  in  which  he  sought  to 
prove,  first,  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
total  burdens  fier  £1  on  land  at  the  present 
day  were  not  so  heavy  as  they  were  in  a 
bygone  time  ;  and,  in  the  second  place, 
the  right  hon<  Gentleman  sought  to  show 
that  many  of  these  burdens  were  here- 
ditary burdens,  which  bad  existed  for  a 
long  time,  and  had  been  taken  into  con- 
sideration njiou  the  land  changing  hands* 
He  thought  that  the  question  of  merely 
pointing  to  the  amount  of  rates  per  £1 
at  the  present  moment  as  eoinpared  with 
former  years  had  al>solutely  nothing  to 
do  with  the  question  they  were  argujug, 
which  was,  he  took  it,  that  it  being 
necessary  for  the  exigencies  of  the 
country  to  provide  additional  money, 
should      that      money     be      borne     ex- 

by    land 

take    its 


afield  from  the  questions  of  more  general 

interest   with   which  it   liad   dealt  at  an  i 

earlier  stage.  Before,  however,  he  entered 

on   these  questions   he  wished   to   pay  a 

tribute  to  the  racy  and  interesting  speerli 

of  the  hon.  Member  for  the    Horn  castle 

Division.     He  thought  there  was  a  great 

deal  of  cogency    and    common    sense    in 

the  argument   his  hon.  Friend  had  urged  |  Tax  alone,  and  the  Income  Taxpayer  said 


or  should  personal 
share  ?  For  sim- 
plicity's  sake,  let  him  supp<>8e  the 
only  bui'ilen  on  land  was  the  poor  rate. 
They  might  he  able  to  point  to  a  time 
when  that  rate  was  exceptionally  high, 
and  was  greater  tlian  it  was  now.  What 
had  that  to  do  with  the  question  ?  Take 
it  another  way.  Supposing  this  deficit 
were  proposed  to  be  met  by  the  Income 


that  every  generation  sbonld  hear  its  own 
burdens  ;  but  it  was,  perhaps,  rather  late 
for  them  to  speak  of  ciirrying  out  that 
principle  in  the  matter  of  the  Succession 
Duties.  He  supposetl  the  Chancel  lor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  say  that  since  the 
time  of  Laxarus  and  Dives  there  had 
been  a  certain  amount  of  authority  for 
deferred  payment.  Tiie  CUiancellor  of 
the  Excbeqxrcr  asked  for  the  alteration  of 
lb©  Succession  Duties  in  the  name  of 
equality  and  justice  ;  aud  the  last  speaker 
repeated  the  long-extant  cry  for  tlie 
equalisation  of  taxes  upon  real  and  per- 


that  was  not  fair,  but  that  indirect  t4ixatiou 
should  bear  its  share,  would  it  be  a  fair 
argument  to  say  that  at  the  time  of  Pitt 
the  Income  Tax  was  10s.  in  the  £1, 
while  now  it  was  only  8d.,  and  that, 
therefore,  additional  taxation  must  be 
raised  exclusively  by  increasing  the 
Income  Tax  until  it  was  raised  to  the 
old  amount  P  The  g»>eond  point  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  that  these 
burdens  were,  so  to  gpeak,  hereditary. 
This  being  an  Imperial  measure,  it  was 
not  out  of  place  for  him  to  introduce 
Scottish    procedure.       The    right    hon* 
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Gentleman^s  statement,  so.  far  as  Scot- 
land was  concerned,  could  not  be  sub- 
stantiated. The  greatest  burden  falling 
on  land  in  Scotland  was  the  poor  rate. 
Historically  speaking,  it  was  a  rate 
which  was  not  imposed  on  land,  but 
according  to  means  and  substance.  But 
landlords  were  principally  caught.  The 
present  system  by  which  the  poor  rate 
was  principally  put  on  land  dated  only 
from  1845.  The  great  burden  of  modern 
education  rates  dated  from  the  Act  of 
1872,  and  the  next  great  burden  was  the 
Roads  and  Bridges  Act  of  1878.  But 
even  these  were  comparatively  modern. 
Then  there  were  Registration,  Free 
Libraries,  Contagious  Diseases  Acts,  and 
Vaccination — all  perfectly  modern  rates, 
which  did  not  come  under  hereditary 
bm'dens  at  all,  upon  which  the  argument 
of  the  Secretary  for  India  was  based. 
While  be  admired  the  ingenuity  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  there  was  a 
fallacy  in  his  argument.  He  said  it  was  not 
necessary  to  talk  about  all  these  various 
burdens,  to  which  he  admitted  that  land 
was  subjected,  because  the  Death  Duty 
he  was  putting  on  was  calculated  on  the 
capital  value,  and  be  did  not  estimate  the 
capital  value  until  he  deducted  the 
various  taxes  which  were  imposed  upon 
the  land.  That  position,  however,  was 
unsound,  because  the  right  lion.  Gentle- 
man treated  the  two  things  as  if  they  were 
mutually  exclusive,  whereas  they  were 
not  so.  Suppose  the  case  of  a  lauded 
estate  which  brought  in  £1,000  a  year, 
and  was  estimated  as  worth  £30,000.  and 
'that  the  rates  which  pressed  upon  laud 
alone  were  2s.  in  the  £1.  That  would 
give  an  assessment  of  £100  a  year. 
That  reduced  the  rental  to  £900  a  year, 
which,  calculated  on  30  years'  purchase, 
was  £27,000 — the  capital  value  on  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Succession 
Duty  would  be  calculated.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  they  had  discounted 
the  whole  of  the  burdens  which  the  land 
paid  ;  but  he  forgot  that  they  wore  not 
paid  on  the  £3,000  that  were  taken  off, 
but  on  the  whole  £27,000.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  confused  the  assessment 
put  upon  yearly  value  and  the  calculated 
capitalised  value.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  the  owners  of  real  property 
could  never  complain  of  anything  they 
had  to  bear  in  the  way  of  exclusive 
burden  if  the  particular  tax  that  he  put 

Mr,  Graham  Murray 


upon  them  was  calculated  upon  the 
yearly  value  after  that  exclusive  burden 
was  deducted. 

SiK  W.  HARCOURT  :  Not  on  the 
yearly  value. 

Mr.  graham  MURRAY  said,  the 
only  way  capital  value  could  be  calcu- 
lated was  by  taking  so  many  years' 
purchase  of  the  annual  value.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  given  them  one 
sporting  allusion  this  evening,  and  he 
would  offer  another.  He  would  offer  a 
^^  swop,"  and  say  that  if  his  argument 
was  good  as  respected  the  land,  let  him 
put  the  Succession  Duty  on  personalty 
after  deducting  the  yearly  value  in  the 
same  way  as  he  proposed  for  land.  He 
would  leave  it  to  the  Committee  to  judge 
whether  the  argument  would  be  a  sound 
one. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  accept  it. 

Mr.  graham  MURRAY  said,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  accepted  it. 
Well,  let  him  put  it  another  way.  Sup- 
pose a  foreign  admirer  of  English 
statesmen  left  £20,000  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer — it  was  £20,000  that 
had  never  been  in  this  country  before, 
and  he  invested  it  half  in  land  and  half 
in  personal  property— did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  to  say  that  he  would 
get  as  much  return  from  the  £10,000  he 
invested  in  land  as  from  the  £10,000  he 
invested  in  personal  property,  and,  if  not, 
why  ?  It  would  be  largely  because  the 
burdens  on  real  property  under  his 
scheme  would  be  greater  than  the  burdens 
on  personal  property.  Yet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  the  Committee  that  there 
would  be  no  greater  stress  on  the  one 
than  on  the  other,  because  they  were 
only  to  calculate  it  on  the  capital  value 
of  these  properties.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  given  the  whole  subject 
the  go-by  by  that  argument,  and  no  one 
supporting  his  proposals  had  dealt  with 
the  question  of  the  pressure  of  taxation, 
for  what  were  Imperial  purposes,  upon 
the  landed  interest,  and  had  contended 
that  it  was  just  and  equitable  to  put 
this  great  extra  burden  upon  it.  But  the 
objections  to  the  proposal  did  not  end 
there.  There  were  objections  to  the 
peculiar  incidence  of  the  tax.  There 
was  a  great  and  inherent  difference  be- 
tween   personalty     and    real    property. 
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PerM>ual   property  could  always  be  sold 
iu  biu,  Hnd   therefore   lb  ere  \x\va  uo  diffi- 
cully  id   realii^tttiotu     But  real  property 
eotiM  tioi  be  treated    iu    that   way  ;    iu 
maoy  cases  its*  value  would  b©  destroyed 
if  it  was  brokeu  up.     The  Chaucellor  of 
the  Exchequer  propoj^ed  that  thes^e  uew 
taxo^  should   be  mot  by  the  lauded  pro- 
prietors by  mort*^ages  ;  aud  it  was  curious 
to  observe  that  this  was  the  Hrj^f  Govern- 
ment which  had  proposed  mortgages  a?i  a 
oidaus  of  meeting  taxatiou,    Mouey  could 
not  be  raised  o«  second  mort<,'age  oulaud 
except  at  ruiuou»  iiitere^^t,  aud  the  result 
would  be   that  the  State  mii.it  cither  *j^o 
without  the  duty  or  force  a  sale.     Mauy 
Members  thouglit  it   would    be   a  ^r)LHl 
thing  to  break  up  estates  hi  thi,s  country* 
He  \vondered   if   they  ever  thought  how 
greatly  the  laud  lords  iu  this  country  bad 
been   a  buffer  between   the  poor   people 
and  abso  hi  te  w  a  u  t .      1 1 j  v  i  e  w  o  f  1 1 1  e  g pom  t 
fall   in   prices,  it  would    have   been   per- 
fectly impossible  to  luaiutain   the  wages 
paid   to   the   labonrerH  but  for  the  bufier 
of     the     landlord,    aud     if    the    present 
landlord    system    was     brokeu     up     ibe 
real    deadnness      of     the     Idow    would 
strike    the    people   whom    buu.    (xcntle- 
lea     opposite     professi^d    to    befriend. 
He   now  wished    to  refer  to  one  or  two 
email  matters.    He  understood  frotji  whfit 
liie    Chaucellor    of   the    Exche[iuer  luid 
.eaid    that  rlicre   was  to   be  no  partieular 
ethod    or    tribunal     for     valuing.      He, 
lib    considerable    e\periein^e,     thought 
liat  a  great  misfortune.    He  believed  that 
would  be  a  premium  on  tlishoiicsty.    It 
was  all  very  well   to  say  the  State  was 
J  io   this   matter.     He  hud   no  ol>jec- 
iou  to  that  attitude  if  tiiere  were  always 
>ne  valuer.      But  practically  it  was  found 
[lluit    one    subject     was      treated      very 
difiereotlj    as    compared    with    another 
flabject,    these    things    being    valued    iu 
different  parts  of  the  country  on  a  eom- 
letely  diU'ereat    scale.     In    the   case  of 
le    VII I  nation    of    the   bulk    of  personal 
t>perty  thnre  was  a  practical  protection 
In  the  Stock    Exchaugo  list ;   bin  \t  tl>e 
I       Government  diii   not   set  up  some  proper 
^Kirihunal  when  tliey  had  to  deal  with   the 
^■^aluatioti  of  renl   proj»erty^   it  would  be 
^^■pftUjr  a   premium  upon  dishonesty.     As 
I^BllfiM^  it    was  a  dif^cnlt   thing  to  vabie 
nial  property.     There  was  reilly  almost 
limit    to    the   d i verge u ire   of    honest 
tnioo.     What  waf    tiie    valuation    of 
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Devouahire  House,  supposing  they  chose 
to  break  it  up  ? 

Sm  W.  HARCUURT  said,  thiit  lease- 
holds  were  viilued  every  day  io  Loudon, 
and  all  over  the  country,  for  Probate 
Duty. 

Mu.  GRAHAM  MCHIRAY  :  Oh,  but 
what    ab  int     frociiolds  ?       They     knew 
what  a  leasehold  was  hriugitig  in,  but  in 
a  great  many  of  the  other  cases  they  had 
no  knowledge  of  what   the  property  was 
bringing    iu.     He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
(Tentlemau  would  think  about  this  as  a 
practical    matter,  liecause  if  he  did  not 
lie   would   certainly  open   the  door  to  a 
great    deal    of   cheating.     In     Scotland 
leaseholds  were   real   property,    and  the 
result  of  the  right  hon,  Gentleman*s  pro- 
posal wonld  bo  that  for  the  Hrst  time  the 
agricultural  tenant  in   Seotiand  would  be 
taxed   upon   the  s:iceession  of  hts  lease. 
That,  of  ronrse,  was  a  direct   biirdeu  oti 
the     agricnitumi     industry.       It    was  a 
direct  burden  on  the   tenant-farmer,   say, 
of  a  19  years*  lease,  with  17  years  to  run. 
He   had  never   bad   to   licir  that  burden 
before.       He    (Mr.    Graham     Murray) 
wanted  to  know  how  thens^ht  liou.  Gen- 
tleman was   facing  a  faet  like   that  ?    It 
had   also  to   he   borne   in  mind   that  the 
proposals  as  to  tlie  payment  of  I  percent, 
upon  settlement  were  utterly  iniijjplicable 
to  the  system  of  xSrofti^b  law.  In  Scotland 
they  had  no  sy-^tem  of  remain  ler^.     The 
estate    went    ilow^u    f r  tm    one  person   to 
another  by  a  sort  of  cn:jduit  ])ipet  which 
was  exiled  a  destiu  ition.     He  Imped  that 
the  right    hou.   G;iurleuni    w  luld    give 
some    assurance    that    there    should    be 
clauses     in    the    Rill    by    which    a    pro- 
prietor   in    Scotland    in    the   settlement 
of    bis  estate  would  not  be  put  in  any 
inferior   position  to  his  brother   in    Eng- 
laui!. 

Ma.  V^^ARNER  (Somerset,  N,)  said, 
lie  desired  to  say  a  word  or  two,  not  as 
au  advocate  of  the  landlords*  but  rather 
as  au  alvocate  of  the  agricultural  in- 
dustry* It  was  a  curious  fa{*twtth  regard 
to  ibis  taxation,  which  everybo^ly  had 
overlouked,  th:it  ojdy  £l,U}.),0  )3  out  of 
the  total  amuial  sum  of  nearly  £  4,000,000 
wouUl  be  received  in  the  first  yoar. 
Therefore,  only  oneHhirdof  the  Increased 
taxation  would  be  felt  by  the  landlords 
in  the  first  year. 

Sir  W,  HARCOURT  :  None  at  all. 


tns       Ways  and  Means.—         {COMMONS} 

Mr*  WARNER  said,  that  some  of  it  1 
might  come  id  after  the  first  six  months?. 
Anyhow  it  was  not  due  until  the  expim-  - 
tion  of  the  first  six  mouths  after  death- 
No  o©  of  the  money  need  be  paid  during^ 
the  first  year,  hut  if  the  taxpayers  did  ' 
not  want  to  pay  iut^reet  the  duty  might  ! 
be  paid  after  the  lirst  six  months.  Only  i 
a  portion,  therefore,  would  come  out  of  i 
the  land  during  the  first  year,  and  yet  the 
whole  of  the  relief  given  by  the  Budget 
would  be  got  duriii^^  the  tirst  y ear- 
Instead  of  being  £300,000  to  tiie  bad,  as  j 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  bad  , 
mtide  out,  the  landed  interest  w^ould  bo 
something  to  the  good  ;  and  though  it  was 
only  for  the  first  year,  he  hoped  that  in 
his  next  Budget  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Extdieqiier  would  lie  able  to  extend  some 
further  consideration  to  the  landed  intc^- 
rest,  especially  as  he  would  I  lieu  have  the  ' 
prospect  of  a  larger  sum  from  the  Deatli 
Duties,  Still,  he  was  more  i'oncerne<i 
with  the  Rgrictiltural  interest  than  with 
the  landed  interest,  and  under  tlie  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer's  proposals  the 
farmer  would  get  relief  in  a  way  that  no 
one  had  noticed.  The  vast  majority  of 
farmers  of  this  country  were  men  who 
paid  Income  Tax  on  incomes  of  he  tweet) 
£150  and  £500  a  year,  and  exevy  one  of 
these  would  derive  heneiit  from  the  new 
scale  of  Income  Tax.  The  man  who 
had  between  £150  and  £1(>0  a  year 
would  pay  no  Income  Tax,  and  the  man 
with  less  than  £400  would  he  let  off 
£160  of  the  amount^  while  the  man  wlto 
had  between  £400  and  £500  wouhl 
huve  bis  a<l vantage.  Nearly  every  farmer 
would  lienefit,  and,  indirectly,  even  the 
landlords  wf>uld  get  some  relief  in  finding 
their  tenants  less  pressed  by  taxation 
than  they  had  l>een  in  I  be  past.  The 
statement  of  tlie  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Bristol  ns  to  ground-rents 
was  most  extraordinary.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  that  in  some  cases  a 
ground-rent  of  Is.  a  year  was  paitl  on 
houses  worth  £3(X1  apiece.  Well,  he 
(Mr.  Warner)  hud  built  many  housen  of 
the  value  of  £300,  nnd  the  ground-rent 
on  those  hati  been  hefween  £3  and  £5. 
He  could  not  imdcrstanda  shilling  ground- 
rent  except  in  the  same  way  that  there 
were  sucli  things  as  pepipercorn  rents  on 
Hgrieultural  land.  And  a  more  extraor- 
dinary statement  still  which  had  fallen 
from   the  right  hon.   Baronet  was    that 
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working  men  invested  in  these  ground- 
rents.  He  himself  bad  sold  ground-rents 
to  W'orking  men^s  Societies,  but  no  work- 
ing man  iuvesteil  in  houses  costing  £300 

apiece  to  bring  in  Is.  a  year 

Lord  R.CHURCHILL  (Pmldiugton, 
S.)  ;  Nobody  said  he  did» 

Mr.  WARjSER  said,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Bristol  had 
implied  that. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  said,  he  had 
mentioned  a  particular  case,  and  had  theo 
gone  on  to  refer  to  ground -rents  generally 
in  which  working  men  had  an  interest. 

Mr,  WARNER  j^aid,  he  had  under- 
stood the  right  him.  Baronet  to  imply 
that  working  men  would  invest  in  such 
ground-renls  as  these.  A  large  number 
of  persons  ohjected  to  the  present  inci- 
dence of  the  Income  Tax  in  that  the 
niati  who  earned  £500  a  year  had  to  pay 
at  the  same  rate  as  a  man  who  was  taxed 
on  a  capital  of  £12,CX)0  a  year.  But  the 
De^th  Duties  remedied  this  apparent  in- 
justice, hecause  they  fell  entirely  ou 
capital,  and  the  man  wlio  earned  hi» 
income  was  exem|)ted»  He  hoj>cd  that 
when  another  Budget  had  to  he  drawn 
something  would  he  done  to  put  the 
English  and  the  Scotch  farmer  on  more 
equal  terms.  At  any  rate,  something 
should  l>e  done  to  lighten  the  incidenee 
of  taxation  on  the  agricultural  interest, 
though  he  was  bound  to  admit  that,  so 
far  lis  they  had  gone,  that  interest  was 
ti-eated  better  in  this  Budget  than  it  had 
bee  J I  for  many  years  |iast. 

M  Jt.  rJ  EFFR E  Y  S  ( H an ts, Basingatokc) 
said,  the  hon.  Member  opposite  said  he 
waw  glad  the  farnjers  had  received  an 
abatement  on  the  Income  Tax  on  account 
of  small  incomes.  He  might  have  gone 
farther,  and  have  :?aid  that  last  year  ami 
this  year  their  incomes  were  reduced  to 
nothing,  nnd  that,  iherefore,  they  had  no 
Income  Tnx  at  all  to  pay.  His  (Mr. 
Jeffreys*)  objection  to  the  hi  creased 
Death  Dnties  was  liecause  it  laid  another 
hurden  upon  land,  tuuX  beciiuse  latid,  a» 
had  been  shown  by  the  right  hon.  (lentle- 
mau  the  Member  for  S  lea  ford  and  others^ 
was  now  sufferhig  under  such  great  depres- 
sion that  it  could  not  hear  any  extra 
pressure  of  taxation.  His  objection  to 
the  graduated  duties  was  the  same  as 
was  put  by  the  right   hon»  Mend>er  for 
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St.  George's^  Hanover  Square — ^that 
there  did  not  appear  to  be  any  ^^oA  limit 
to  the  9cale,  and  he  feared  that  in  future 
jears  when  any  needy  Chaneellor  of  the 
Exchequer  wanted  money  he  would  be 
tempted  to  raise  the  scale  and  limit.  He 
should  like  to  put  a  case  to  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  in  reference  to 
iho^ duties,  which  he  thought  very  hard. 
He  would  suppose  the  case  of  a  man  who 
left  property  valued  at  £101,000,  and  that 
that  property  was  divided  among  his  six 
children,  the  eldest  sou  getting  £51,000 
and  each  of  the  other  children  £10,0(X), 
On  account  of  the  property  being  over 
£100,000  in  value  the  Death  Duties  would 
be  6  per  cent.,  and,  according  to  the  new 
scale,  each  of  the  children  who  reeeived 
£10,000  would  have  to  pay  that  6  percent. 
CD  his  small  ehare.  Let  them  contrast 
that  with  the  case  of  the  only  son  of  a 
man  who  died  worth  £10,000  ;  in  this 
case  the  son  would  iiavc  to  pay  only  3  per 
cent,  on  the  £10,000,  or  £300  instead  of 
£600  in  the  other  case.  That  was  a 
gross  inequality.  He  would  put  it  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  that  this  tax  should 
only  fall  upon  the  man  who  aueceeded  to 
a  large  property.  If  there  was  to  be  a 
graduate*!  tax  at  all  it  should  fall  on  the 
inan  who  inherited  the  £101,000  alto- 
gether. When  the  property  was  divided 
into  small  estates  those  who  received 
theni  surely  ought  to  pay  a  lower  rate  of 
duty-  Then  in  the  case  of  real  estate,  a 
mortgage  would  have  to  be  effected  in 
order  that  the  duty  might  be  paid,  atjd 
thi^  would  entail  costly  expenditure  in 
surveyors'  fees,  solicitors'  costs,  and 
stamps.  In  preparing  a  mortgage  on 
the  estate  of  £101,000  there  would  he  a 
charge  of  £260  for  the  surveyor's  fee  and 
Stamp  Duty,  and  other  charges  would 
amount  to  £240,  so  that  preparing  the 
mortgage  would  cost  £5(K),  or  a  half 
per  cent.  The  possessor  of  the  real 
estate  would,  first  of  all,  have 
great  difficulty  in  raising  the  money, 
and  then  would  have  6^  per  cent,  to  pay 
in  the  shape  of  Dealh  Duty.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  a  mau  had  to  realise 
£6,000  of  personal  property  in  Consols 
he  would  only  have  to  pay  £7  10.  lie 
thought  til  is  a  very  hard  case,  and  he 
trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  do 
iometbing    even    now     to    reduce    the 
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graduated  Bcale  of  taxation  in  respect  of 
real  property  as  compared  with  personal 
property*  Another  matter  he  wished  to 
refer  to  was  the  subject  of  votes  upon  real 
property.  He  had  listened  very  atten- 
tively to  what  had  fallen  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  and  he  quite 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  in  some  i  us  tan  cos  the  rates  were 
lower  than  they  were  in  former  days. 
But  he  should  like  to  remind  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  of  this — that  although  in 
iBome  counties  the  rateable  value  had 
increased,  tlie  value  of  the  agricultural 
land  had  diminished,  the  increase  of 
rateable  value  being  due  to  the  new 
houses  built  in  the  whole  rateable  area» 
It  was  not  so  much  to  the  actual  rate  in 
the  £1  that  people  occupying  land  in 
agricultural  districts  objected  as  to  the 
way  in  which  the  rate  was  levied.  A  farmer 
with  oOO  acres  of  land  bad  to  pay  in 
respect  of  every  acre,  in  short  upon  bi& 
whole  stock  in  trade.  It  was  as  if  a 
shopkeeper  were  asked  to  pay  rales  not 
only  on  his  house  but  on  his  goods 
in  the  shop,  or  as  if  a  banker  were  made 
to  pay  not  only  iu  respect  of  the  bank 
premises,  but  in  respect  of  all  the  bullion 
in  his  cellars.  The  farmer  who  had 
to  pay  rates  not  only  on  his  house  «but 
also  ou  bis  land  was  put  to  a  disadvantage 
as  compared  with  the  professional  man 
10  the  next  village  who  paid  only  on  his 
house.  In  assessing  the  Death  Duties 
nil  these  circumHtances  ought  to  he  taken 
into  c<uisideration.  Ho  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chaucelior  of  the 
Exchequer  would  consider  this  mutterj 
because  he  had  already  stated  that  he 
bad  considered  the  position  of  the  farmers^ 
and  woubl  do  what  he  could  to  eciualise 
the  taxes  imposed  upon  English  farmers 
and  those  imposed  upou  Stiuirh  and  Irish 
farmers.  Seeing  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleinan  had  this  feeling  for  the  occu- 
piers of  land,  be  hope<l  he  would  exttmd 
it  to  the  owners*  Jf  he  must  in  crease 
their  burdens  let  him  do  it  with  a  light 
iumd — if  it  were  necessary  to  have  this 
graduated  scale  at  all,  let  him  graduate 
it  a  little  more, 

•Mit,    BUTCHER     (York)    said,   the 

right  hon.   Gentleman    the  Chaucelior  of 

the  Extdiequer   told   them    tlint   in    oou- 

Hideriug    this    question    of     the    Death 
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Excbequer  came  here  and  placed  this 
large  duty  oo  Btimll  settleraeots  he  struck 
a  blow  at  the  economy  a  ad  prudence  of 
these  small  holders  who  formed  a  class 
which  he  ought  to  be  the  first  to 
eu  courage. 

Sir  W,  HARCOURT  appealetl  to 
the  Committee  to  ailow  the  Resolution 
BOW  to  pa!<s  in  order  that  the  Bill  might 
be  introtluceiL  The  measure  was  being 
looked  forward  to  with  great  iuterest,  and 
he  reminded  hotj.  Members  who  wished 
to  speak  that  there  would  be  opportuni- 
ties for  further  discus.^iou  ou  the  Second 
Heading  stage  as  well  as  on  the  details  in 
Committee. 

Mk,  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  said,  he  thought  that  there  was  a 
certain  degree  of  force  in  the  appeal 
which  had  been  made  by  the  right  hoii* 
Gentleman.  It  would  be  couveuieat 
that  hon.  Members  should  ^ee  the  Bill  in 
print.  He  was  disposed  to  think  that 
the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man might  Ihj  wisely  accepted,  since  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  promised  to 
give  full  opportunity  on  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill  to  deal  with  the 
whole  matter.  He  hoped  that  a  reason- 
able time  won  111  i>e  allowed  to  elapse  be- 
tween ibis  preliminary  discussion  and  the 
later  stages. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ; 
Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Ortlereib  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Gentlemen  apfjointed  to  prepare  and  bring  in  a 
Bill  ui)on  the  Ues^dutionn  reiMjrtetl  from  the 
Ctitnniittee  of  Wayn  an<!  M&ans  on  the  17th 
instiint,  and  then  agreed  to  by  the  Houae,  that 
they  da  make  provieion  therein  pursuant  to  the 
said  Resolatioii&.— (^ir  J,  71  Hihbert.) 
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lULL.—CNo.  125,) 

8BC0ND  REAli|N<;    [aDJOI  RNED  DEBATE.] 

Onler  read,  for  resnmiiif;  Adjonrneil 
Debute  on  (Jnestion  [23rd  April], ** That 
the  Bill  he  now  rea*l  a  second  time*'* 

Quetstion  aj^uin  proposed. 

Debate  resnmed. 

The  secretary  to  the  BOARD 

-OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Burt,  Morpeth)  said, 

be  must   appeal   to   the  Honse  to  alh>w 

this  Bill  to  be  read  a  seeond   time.     He 

J/r.  Butcher 

\ 


thought   there    was   general 
with  regani  to  its  principle. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
he  was  Borprised  that  the  hon« 
Gentleman  8honId  wish  the  House  to 
reail  a  Bitl  of  this  importaQce  a 
set'ond  time  without  affording  a  proper 
opportunity  for  a  Second  Heading  dis* 
cuss  ion.  Because  the  Bill  issued  from 
a  Government  Department,  and  was  to 
be  sent  to  a  Grand  Committee,  it  seemed 
to  be  supposed  that  it  could  be  entirely 
taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the  House.  He 
failed  to  see  within  the  four  corners  of 
the  Bill  how  it  was  to  advance  the  settle- 
ment of  labour  disputes.  By  the  first 
clause  the  Board  of  Trade  was  enabled 
to  inqtiire  into  difierences  between  em- 
ployers and  employed,  anti  the  second 
clause  empowered  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
appoint  conciliators  or  a  Board  of  Con- 
ciliation. He  could  not  for  the  life  of 
him  understand  why  tliese  things  could 
not  be  done  by  the  Board  of  Trade  with- 
out the  necessity  of  bringing  in  this  Bill 
at  alb  Then,  again,  the  Board  of  Tnido 
could  appoint  a  |K^rson  to  whom  disputes 
could  be  referred  without  a  Bill  of  this 
aort.  What  was  the  Board  of  Trade  for 
if  it  could  not  do  simple  work  of  this 
kind  ? 

It  being 
adjourned^ 


I 
I 


Midnight,  the   Debate  stood 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
^^That  the  Debate  be  resumed  upon 
Thursday." 

•Sir    M.    hicks-beach    (Bristol, 
W«)  said,  he  was  anxious  to  address  the 
House  npori  this  Bill,  Iwtb  as  having  beeu 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  and  as 
a   Member  of    the   Labour   Commission* 
His  right   hon.   Friend  the  Member  for 
Cambridge  Universitr  (Sir  J-Gorst)al90 
!  took  an  interest  in  the  measure.     It  was 
absohitely    impossible  to  go  into  tl»e  sub- 
i  ject  if  the  Bill  was   brought  forward  at 
,  such   an    hour  as   this.     He  wanted    te 
1  know   whether,   if   the  Government    iu- 
toiidotl  to  go  on  with  the  Bill,  they  would 
,  give   the    1  louse  an  opportunity    of  dis- 
cussing it  at  a  reasonable  time  ? 

Motion  agreed  to,  j 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Thursday. 


Religioui  Tests  {24  AmiL  1894}  (Ireland)  BUL 
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QUABTKR  SESSIONS  BILL  {Lordn^. 
(No.  162.) 


SECOXD    READlXfi. 


Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
Motion   made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a   second 


or    he  I 


Sir  R.  WEBSTER  (Isle  of  Wi^ 
Vksked  if  tbe  Solieitor  General, 
fihooid  more  properly  say  the  Attorney 
^Geneml^  between  this  stage  and  going 
ato  Committee  on  the  Bill,  would  cod- 
ndertbepoiut  whether  the  dates  of  holding 
^ii&rter  Sessions  should  not  be  fixed  by 
'Quarter  Sessions  instead  of  by  the  Com- 
mittee ?  He  had  looked  at  the  Assizes 
Relief  Act,  and  he  was  not  stire  whether 
it  would  be  wise  to  leave  the  5xiug  of 
the  dates  to  the  Committee. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
J.  Rig  BY,  Forfar)  said,  he  would  eon- 
eider  the  matter* 

Db.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  said, 
that  as  this  Bill  had  been  introduced  in 
the  Lords  he  should  like  to  have  some 
information  about  it.  Although  the  two 
Front  Benehes  might  l>e  in  agreement 
that  was  no  reason  why  the  Bill  should 
be  allowed  to  pass  without  an  explana- 
tion being  given.  Any  Bill  coming  from 
the  Lords  ought  to  be  explained  here. 

Sir  J.  RIGBY  said,  that  under 
existing  circumstances  two  Justices 
appointed  at  tbe  Epiphany  Sessions 
could  vary  the  time  of  the  holding  of 
Quarter  Sessions.  It  had  been  fountl, 
however,  that  that  permission  was  not 
enough  for  all  practical  purposes j  and  it 
was  proposed  to  extend  the  limit  so  as  to 
allow  a  change  of  14  days,  in  order  that 
the  Quarter  Sessions  might  be  hold  with- 
out interference  with  the  Assizes, 

Dr.  TANNER  aatd,  he  should  read 
the  Bill  carefully,  and  if  necessary  object 
upon  another  occasiou* 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday, 

B0ILDINO  SOCIETIES  (No.  2)  BILL. 
(No.  167.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading,  read. 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr,  H.  Gladstone,  Leeds, 

VOL.  XXIII.     [fourth  series.] 


W.)  said,  the  measure  was  the  outcome 
of  the  unanimous  Report  of  the  Commit- 
tee, and  he  hoped  the  House  would  allow 
it  to  be  read  a  second  time» 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  he  now  rend  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  H.  Gindstone.) 

Mr.  cony  be  ARE  (Cornwall, 
Camborne)  said,  he  understood  there  was 
some  opposition  to  this  Bill  coming  from 
some  of  tlie  best  of  the  Societies. 

Mk.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hag. 
gerston)  said,  there  was  no  doubt  some 
opposition  to  this  Bill,  but  he  thought  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Conybeare)  had 
heard  the  evidence  upstairs  he  would 
change  bis  mind  as  to  such  opposition 
coming  from  tlie  best  Societies, 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  said,  he  had  re- 
ceived a  communication  from  some 
Building  Societies  objecting  to  some 
changes  in  the  Bill  which  were  important 
to  them.  He  thought  that  a  Bill  was 
going  to  be  prepared  and  introduced 
which  would  raise  the  question,  and  if 
such  a  Bill  were  introduce<l  he  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  see  that  it 
went  to  the  Committee  along  witli  the 
present  measure. 

*Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  a  Bill 
introduced  last  Session  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  London 
University  (Sir  J.  Lubbock)  really  re- 
presented the  views  of  the  Building 
Societies,  and  had  been  fully  considered 
by  the  Select  Committee,  But  the  Go- 
vernment had  no  objection  to  the  Bill  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  going 
to  the  Standing  Committee. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  the  Standing  Committee  on  Law,  and 
Courts  of  Justice,  and  Legal  Pro- 
cedure. 

RELIGIOUS  TESTS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
(No.  4B.) 

second   reading. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read, 

Motiou  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  Thai  tbe  Bill  be  now  road  a  second 
time,"— (.If r,  P.  A.  M'Hugh.) 

*Mr,  W,  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) 
objected*       Thia    Bill,  so    tndtistriouslj 

3  I 
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championed  bj  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Leitrim,  opened  up  for  him  the  way 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenancy  of  Ireland. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  To- 
morrow. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT    (IRELAND)  PRO- 

VISIONAL  ORDER    (No.   6)   BILL. 

(No.  166.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

WEMYSS,  &c.,  WATER  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  BILL.— (No.  168.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

METROPOLITAN    POLICE  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  BILL.— (No.  147.) 

Reported  without  Amendment  [Pro- 
visional Order  confirmed]  ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  To-morrow. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

Statute  Law  Revision  Bills,  &c. — 
That  they  have  added  a  Lord  to  the 
Joint  Committee  appointed  bv  both 
Houses  on  Statute  Law  Revision  Bills 
and  Consolidation  Bills  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill ; 
and  request  this  House  to  add  one  of  its 
Members  to  the  said  Joint  Committee 
for  the  consideration  of  the  said  Bill. 


SALE  OF  INTOXICATING    LIQUORS  OX 

SUNDAY  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  James  Stevenson,  Bill  to 
prohibit  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on 
Sunday,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  James 
Stevenson,  Mr.  Perks,  Mr.  Charles  Wilson,  Mr. 
CJozens- Hardy,  Mr.  John  Wilson  (Durham), 
Mr.  Snape,  and  Mr.  Woods. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  186.] 

PROCEDURE      OF      PARLIAMENT      AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Labouchere,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Procedure  of  Parliament  in  case  of  dis- 
agreement between  the  Houses,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in    by    Mr.    LaboHchere,    Mr.    John 
Ellis,  and  Mr.  William  Allen. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  187.] 

CHURCH  OF  SCOTLAND  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Charles  Cameron,  Bill  to 
put  an  end  to  the  establishment  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland  and  to  deal  with  the  public  endow- 
ments thereof  on  the  occurrence  of  vacancies, 
ordered    to    be    brought  in  by    Sir    Charles 

Mr.  W.  Johnston 


Cameron,  Mr.  Haldane,  Mr.  Hunter,  Mr.  Beith, 
Mr.  Stephen  Williamson,  and  Mr.  Dunn. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  188.] 

SHOP     HOURS      ACT    (1892)     AMENDMENT 

BILL, 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Provand,  Bill  to  amend 

"  The  Shop  Hours  Act,  1892,"  ordered    to   be 

brought  in  by  Mr.   Provand,  Mr.  Seton-Karr, 

Mr.  Samuel    Smith,  Colonel  Bridgeman,    Mr. 

Channing,  and  Mr.  Rankin. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  189.] 

LAND    ACTS    (iRELAND). 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  on  Land  Acts 
(Ireland)  do  consist  of  Seventeen  Members. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Brodrick,  Mr.  Carson, 
Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  Hayes  Fisher,  Mr. 
Fuller,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  W.  Kenny,  Mr. 
Leese,  Mr.  Macartney,  Mr.  M*Cartan,  Mr.  John 
Morley,  Mr.  Robert  Reid,Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr. 
Sexton,  Colonel  Waring,  and  Mr.  Wharton  be 
Members  of  the  Committee. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quorum. — (.Vr. 
T.  E,  Ellu.) 

EAST  INDIA  FAMINE  COMMISSION  RE- 
COMMENDATIONS. 
Address  for  "  Copies  or  Extracts  from 
recent  CorrespoDdence  with  the  Govern- 
mont  of  India  on  the  subject  of  measures 
adopted  on  the  Recommendations  made 
in  the  Report  of  the  Indian  Famine  Com- 
mission."— {Sir   William  Wedderhurn.) 

MARKETS  AND  FAIRS  (WEIGHING  OP 
CATTLE)  ACT,  1887. 
Return  ordered,  "  showing  the  number 
of  Fairs  and  Markets  in  respect  of  which 
orders  of  exemption  have  been  made  in 
Ireland  by  the  authorities  charged  with 
the  administration  of  the  Act  ;  and 
showing  the  date  of  the  making  of  such 
orders  respectively.'' — {Mr.  Dane.) 

REGISTRATION  OF  TITLE  (IRELAND). 
Return  ordered,  "  showing  by  Counties 
up  to  the  31st  day  of  March,  1894  (1) 
number  of  cases  of  Compulsory  Regis- 
tration in  which  requisitions  have  been 
lodged  ;  (2)  number  of  cases  of  Volun- 
tary Registrations  in  which  requisitions 
have  been  lodged  ;  (3)  number  of  Com- 
pulsory Cases  registered  ;  and  (4) 
number  of  Voluntary  Cases  registered,** 
— {Mr.  Dane.) 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 
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HOUSE     i)¥     COMMONS, 
W€dn€stdmj^  25th  April  1894, 


ORDERS    OF     THE    DAY. 


MINKS  (EIGHT  HOURS)  BlLL.-(No.  ll*,) 
fiECOND    REAI»IN:a. 

Ohler  for  Secoiul  Read  id j^  read. 

♦Mit,  RUBY  (Lanenshircs  S.E.,  Eceles), 
in  moving  the  Seeoud  Uesulinj^'  <d'  the 
Bill,  saiil  it  was  |)ei^uliar  iu  tbis  respeet— 
tbat  while  some  who  usual  I  j  agreed  with 
him  would  vote  against  it,  on  the  other 
hand  it  woul(l  have  the  support  of  ^onie 
Iiou.  Gentlemen  who  sal  opposite.  Tlie 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  lot  bum,  tire 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  SoiHli 
Paddingfoii,  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham,  and  the  right  bon. 
Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean  had  voteil 
itt  favour  of  the  principle,  .nhowing 
clearjj  that  it  was  iu  no  respects  a  Ptury 
measure.  In  his  own  particrihir  case  be 
had  a  proof  of  tbat.  At  bis  lir^t  election^ 
when  he  was  rcproaidied  for  adopting 
this  view,  and  wa^  reviled  by  ^omQ  of  his 
oppooents  on  tluit  aceonnt,  the  hon.  and 
gallaut  Member  for  Bolton  eanie  to  hi^ 
iifiMstftU'.*e  and  preached  the  same  doctrine. 
At  the  laiit  Election,  in  1H1J2,  his  oppo- 
aent  professed  that  hi8  mi  ml  was  entirely 
open»  and  that  ho  was  otdj  i*eeki ng  for 
light.  Natnrally,  seeking  for  light  he 
went  down  into  a  eoal  pit,  and  when  be 
came  up  was  entirely  convinced  in  favour 
of  this  Bill.  The  Bill  proposed  to  limit 
tbe  honrs  of  labour  underground  to  eight 
hours — from  leaving  the  surface  till 
coming  back  to  the  surface.  The  question 
had  been  growing  in  public  fa  von  r  and 
in  favour  in  that  riou.se.  In  1892  the 
majority  against  it  was  112  ;  in  1893  tbe 
majority  for  it  was  78.  Nor  was  that 
the  onJy  indication  of  the  growing  favour. 
The  hoD,  Member  for  Morpeth,  speaking 
the  other  day  at  Newcastle,  said  be 
ibougbt  the  tendency  of  the  time  was  in 
favour  of  this  restriction  of  honrs,  while 
the  Miners'  Federation,  at  Leicester,  in 
January,  again  affirmed  their  unanimous 
approva!  of  the  eight  hours  per  day. 
More  recently  they  had  had  anrn>nnee<l 
to  them  not  exactly  the  same  thing,  it 
wan  true,  but  still  a  restriction  of  honrs 
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in  the  Government  factories,  and  they 
bad  had  the  experiment  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Gorton  in  favour  of  the 
limitation  of  hours,  tbongh  in  that  case 
it  was  not  per  day,  but  per  week. 

Mk.  MATHER  (Lanca.^hire,  S.E., 
Gorton)  :   By  vohintary^  action, 

Mr,  KOBY  said,  be  was  now  stating 
the  tendem!y  of  pnbltc  opinion.  lie  was 
not  arguing  the  ^]ue^tion  whether  it 
sliould  to  be  by  legi.slation  or  by  voluntary 
armngoment.  An  account  of  what  pro- 
fessed to  be  the  Report  of  the  Labour 
Connnission  had  appeared  in  The  Times^ 
and  this  Re[)ort  as  pnblisbed  in  the  news- 
paper appeared  to  lum  to  give  a  some- 
what doubtful  expression  of  opinion  on 
tbe  subject.  The  Report  seemed  to 
indicate  tbat  at  present  the  members  of 
the  Commisslou  bad  not  made  up  their 
minds  ;  but  he  did  not  know  on  what 
authority  tbe  Report  bad  been  published 
in  The  TimeSy  or  which  members  of 
the  Connnission  were  in  favour  of 
the  Report.  He  believed,  bowever, 
tliat  be  was  right  in  saying  tbat  tbe 
evidence  given  before  the  Connuission 
was  in  one  respect  pari  in  1.  Tlie  Miners' 
Federation  did  not  send  represeutatives, 
and  this  Organisation  embraced  a  very 
large  numlker  of  coahniners  in  the  country. 
Tbe  Federation  was  in  favour  of  tbis 
Bill.  The  arguments  for  the  Bill  ap- 
peared to  be  main  I  v^  two — fiist,  that  the 
Bill  was  intended  to  satisfy  ibe  demands 
put  forward  for  the  regulation  of  their 
own  tratle  by  the  great  mass  of  tbe 
workers  in  that  trade.  He  was  aware 
that  he  would  be  met  at  tbis  point  by 
tbe  hon.  Biironet  the  Member  for  Barnard 
Castle,  who  said  tlic  previous  day  that 
there  were  2H  1,000  nuners  in  Northum- 
berland and  Durham  and  the  South  Walea 
district  who  were  opposed  to  tbe  Bill- 
But,  according  to  the  Census,  tbe  total 
number  of  miners  in  Northumberland  was 
27,000,  in  Dnrbam  80,000,  and  thuugb  he 
bad  not  the  precise  Hgures  as  to  tbe  part 
of  South  Wales  where  there  was  strong 
op[>osition,  be  would  place  tbem  at  about 
1 0,000,  He  believed  it  was  put  by  one 
of  the  witnesses  before  tbe  Labour  Com- 
mission at  l/j,0(K>. 

Sir  J.  PEASE  (Durham,  liarnard 
Caslte)  snid,  bis  figures  were  taken  from 
Heturns  prepared  by  Inspectors  of  the 
luuuher  of  men  employed  above  and 
below  the  surface  in  Nortbumherlaud, 
Durham,  and  South  Wales, 
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Mr.  ROBY  said,  tlmt  tbe  figures  for 
the  Northeni  Counties  were  1 1 4,000,  and 
fur  Monnioiitli  auti  Wales  n«,00(), 
making  a  total  of  232,000,  wbiol)  so 
nearly  corresponded  with  the  231,000 
mentioned  by  the  hon,  Barouet  that  he 
couhl  not  help  thinkint;  that  the  figirrej* 
were  derived  from  tho  s^ame  f^ouree.  But 
those  figures  ought  to  be  divided  by  at 
least  one*haIf,  and  then  thej  would  obtain 
the  number  fur  that  part  of  fSouth  Wales 
where  the  opposition  was  siroujjfebt  aud 
ihe  niHuber  for  the  whole  of  Northumber- 
land and  Durham,  where,  however,  it  was 
weH-known  there  was  a  considerable 
minority  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  In  April, 
1893,  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Durham 
(Mr.  J.  Wilson)  slated  that  a  ballot  had 
been  taken  inNortbumberlaud  and  Durham 
upon  the  question,  and  there  voted  in 
favour  of  the  eight  hours  day  12,000, 
the  number  votiug  against  it  being 
28,000,  making  a  total  of  40,000  voting 
out  of  a  total  of  60,000  or  70,000  men. 
It  wjis  clear,  therefore,  that  the  hon. 
Barooet^s  figures  ought  to  be  eut  dowu 
first  to  122,000,  antl  out  of  that  they  miiBt 
knock  off  the  large  number  who  might 
be  said  to  be  indifleroot  in  tlie  nnitter, 
or  in  favour  of  the  proposal.  It 
was  the  question  of  Northumberland 
and  Durham  which  oecasioned  him  the 
greatest  difiicnUy  when  the  matter  was 
brought  before  him,  before  he  had 
become  a  candidate  for  a  seat  in 
Parliament,  and,  In  his  opinion, 
it  was  the  greatest  diflRcuhy  now.  In 
these  districts  there  were  difficulties 
in  working;  but  these migljt  be  overcome 
if  people  chose  to  put  themselves  to  it, 
and  he  thought  that  tho  ma  in  argument 
which  put  these  districts  out  of  eourt  waj^ 
that  boys  were  working  at  least  tO  hours 
a  day  io  the  mines  there. 

Mtt.  J.  WILSON  (Durham,  Mid)  said, 
that  the  word  *' working"  was  misapplied 
in  that  ease.  The  hoys  did  not  work  10 
hours  a  day,  although  they  were  down  in 
the  pit  for  that  tirne. 

Mk.  KOBY  said,  he  would  substitute 
**  underground**  for  **  working";  but 
these  boys  were  employed  in  hard  work 
to  a  large  extent.  ['*  No  ! '']  Yes.  He 
was  speaking  from  evidence  given  before 
the  Labour  Commission,  and  tlie  boya 
wore  in  that  p<isition  in  order  that  the 
coal  getters  might  retain  less  hours.  Hie 
second  argument  for  the  Bill  was  that  it 
satisfied  a  large  majority  of  a  most  im- 


portant trade  in  a  demand  whicli  was 
reasonable,  ]»racticalile,  and  expedient  for 
their  own  interest  i\m\  for  that  of  the 
community.  Hours  of  labour  shotdd,  as 
far  as  possible,  be  reduced  so  ihat  those 
who  came  into  the  world  without  their 
own  choice  shotdd  have  at  least  some 
enjoyment  while  they  were  In  it. 
He  did  not  go  so  far  as  some  of  the 
suppoifers  of  this  BilL  He  was  not  in- 
trodnchig  a  general  eight  hours  Bill — he 
did  not  tbiiik  It  was  practicable — but  he 
was  introducing  a  Bill  for  a  particular 
trade,  'vvhich  seemed  to  be  exceptional  in 
the  general  character  of  its  work  and  in 
the  effect  disturbances  of  it  bi^d  upon  the 
whole  trade  of  the  country.  Nobody 
denied  that  the  laboi^r  of  miners  was 
exhausting,  and  was  also  eminently 
dangerous  work.  He  <lesired  to  lessen 
not  only  the  period  of  hard  work,  but 
also  the  period  of  exclusion  from  the 
light  of  day,  and  of  exposure  to  risks  of 
death  and  mutilation.  He  was  not  going 
to  have  any  iufpusitorial  inspection  of 
the  ■manin:;r  in  which  the  extra  leisure 
might  be  employed.  He  could  not  help 
thiuklug  that  those  who  made  an  objec- 
tion on  that  ground  might  sometimes 
consider  whether  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  make  a  better  use  of  the 
leisure  of  those  who  did  not  work  at  all. 
He  siiould  be  met  with  the  objeellon  that 
miners  were  shown  to  be  healthy  and 
also  that  the  risk  was  not  so  great  during 
the  late  as  during  the  early  hours  of  the 
shift.  Ho  did  not  attach  much  import- 
ance to  the  latter  argument,  as  there  were 
natural  reasons  for  the  greater  risk  at  the 
early  hours,  the  roof  of  a  mine  being  more 
liable  to  )il\e  way  after  a  period  of  rest. 
But  as  to  the  staten^ent  that  miners 
were  shown  to  be  healthy,  he  thought 
some  of  his  friends  lost  a  chance  of 
getting  money  out  of  exhausted  mines  by 
not  making  them  health  resorts  aud 
organ isiDg  regular  parties  to  stay  there 
for  a  time  in  order  to  recruit  their  energies 
in  the  hea,lthy  atmosphere  of  a  mine.  He 
did  not  say  that  mines  were  proved,  on  the 
whole,  less  healthy  than  other  occupations. 
It  was  said  that  they  ought  not  to  inter- 
fere with  adult  laijour,  and  those  who 
used  that  argument  belonged  to  a  school 
of  political  economy  to  whicli  he  wns  to 
a  large  extent  still  attached.  He  did  not 
want  tho  State  to  interfere  more  than 
was  necessary,  but  it  had  been  shown 
over  and  over  again  that  the  State  could 
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itiierfere   iti  certain    cH.^e;*    with    iufiiifte 
advantage,  and  they  had  no  ritjbt  to  hiy 
down   ftoy  speciHc  rule  ii?*  to  luterfeririL^ 
only   in  casiG«  of  ptir«ou8  helow  a  eortBin 
Jig€.     The  State  interfered    lust  year  in 
the  Ciwee  of   railway  servant;^.      Factory 
legislation  and  the  Coal  Mines  Acts  were 
also  caseF  of  interference  which  restricttHl 
indirectly  tlie  hoiird  of  adnEtB,  and  people 
forgot  that  Statnte  prevented  all  Sunday 
labour.     If  tiy  interference  he  could  pre- 
veot,  or  have  a  chance  of  preventing^  dis- 
turbances of  trade  by  strikes  and  seen  re 
a  greater   amount  of  comfort  and  safety 
to    the    working    population,    he    would 
uot    be    debarred    from    voting     for    it 
by   tlie  notion  that  they  were  interferiui^ 
with   the  labour  of  men  over  the  age  of 
21.     He  was  quite  aware  that  there  were 
great    ditferences  in  the  eases  of  mines, 
but  it  was  not  the  first  time  that  k^gi!i*Ia- 
tion  had  interfered  with  a  hold  band  with 
a    trade    that    had    as   j^reat   ditJerences. 
Another  objection  to  the  Bill  was  tlmt  it 
proposed   to  interfere  with  tlie  hours  of 
labour  by  legii^lation  instead  of  by  agree- 
ment ;  but  bis  reason  for  preferring  legis- 
lation  to  agreement   was   because   those 
intereisted  could  notobtaiti  the  shorlening 
of   their    hour^   of   labour  by  agreement* 
and,     secondly,     that    the     nttempt    to 
obtAin  it  would   lead  to  great  «n settle- 
ment   And     continual      striken,     which 
wag      what      he      wanted      to      avoid. 
Nor   did    he    agree    with    making   it   a 
tnatter  of  local  option,  for  trade  every 
L4||^  was  getting  less  local.     During  the 
rfiio  coal    strike,  for    iiistance,  his  own 
firm  got  coals  from  Wales,  Durham,  and 
Scotland.       The  mine-owners  would   un- 
doubtedly UKC   great   pressure   to  prevent 
agieetnetits,  and    these    >vould    be    very 
LUlble  to  be  upset  whenever  times  became 
lib  liltlo  bad.      He  did   not  believe  that 
liWtriGtion  wuuld  diminish  the  output 
^except  for  the   tirst  month  or  two,  and 
wages  would  only  he  diiiiiiiished  where 
there  was  a  diminished  output.     At  any 
rate,  if  wages  diminished,  that  diminution 
wonld    go  to  redtiee   tbo   cost,  although 
be  did  not  think  that  hours  and  wage*?  stood 
i&  that  close  relation  to  one  another  which 
Home  people  imagined.     As  to  the  bad 
results  which  were  foreshadowed  as  the 
femilt  of  this  measure  if  adopted^  he  had. 
only  to  turn  to  history  to  see  that  tliese 
fears  were   unfounded.     Fifty  years  ago 
Mr.  «John   Bright,   speaking  of  the  Hill 
for  the  reduction  of  the  boiira  of  labour 


of  women  and  ebibireu   in  factories  to  10 
hours  a  day,  ^aid — 

''The  proposition  wafi  most  injurious  and 
ticstrnctive  to  ihe  l>e!4t  intci-eatj!  of  the  country 
uDil  contrary  to  the  j>rincjples  of  g<iunti  legia- 
liitioii.  In  was  a  delusion  practise4l  upuo  the 
working  classes  ;  ft  was  atlvocated  by  those  who 
had  no  knowledge  of  ilie  economy  of  manufac- 
tures, and  if  it  i/ecame  law  the  necessities  of 
rrjhle  and  the  demuntk  nlike  of  the  workmen 
and  the  iiinstcnj  would  compel  them  to  retrace 
their  HtcpH," 

Mr.  Bright  contended  that  the  Bill 
would  result  m  a  reduction  of  the  output 
in  cotton  goods.  Statistics  showed  that 
at  the  present  moment  two  and  a- half 
times  more  work  was  turned  out  than  in 
those  days.  The  cost  was  less,  tbe 
hours  of  labour  were  reduced,  and  tbo 
wages  of  the  people  were  increased.  He 
eomroended  this  experience  to  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  with  perfect  honesty  and 
[jerfect  jtistifi cation  were  oppo.sing  the 
Bil  Imperfect  justification  as  far  as  their 
own  fears  went.  He  would  not  otier  [da 
hi»n.  Friend  (Sir  J.  Pease)  an  opiate,  for 
be  knew  bis  horror  of  opium,  but  ho 
would  give  him  these  facts  as  a  mdutary 
remedy  for  his  fears  and  appreheusjons. 
He  dul  not  say  that  there  were  not  people 
in  factories  who  would  like  tXwrmpinf/esto 
work  a  little  longer  than  they  did  now.  It 
was  (luite  possible  that  there  were  ;  butlhiB 
he  would  say — that  he  did  not  think  there 
was  a  Member  in  the  House  who  would 
dream  of  reversing  tbo  factory  legisla- 
tion, who  would  dream  of  lengtliening 
the  hours,  or  who  would  dream 
in  any  way  of  going  hack  on 
that  legislation.  No  doubt  tbe  Legifl- 
lature  did  sometimes  interfere  with 
a  imnd  of  iron,  but  it  was  a  band  that 
gave  the  worker  support  and  courage.  In 
Laneasbije  the  experiment  of  eight  hours 
had  actually  been  tried,  and  was  being 
tried  at  this  moment*  This  was  at  tbe 
Althain  Collieries,  and  he  had  received 
from  Mr.  M* Alpine  a  statement  with 
reference  to  the  experiment.     He  said — 

*'  It  muBt  lie  borne  in  mind  that  tbe  experi- 
ment has  only  been  in  operation  for  five  weeks, 
and  it  in  perhaps  too  ifwn  to  derive  any  reliable 
conclusions  from  it.  On  the  other  hand,  evenr* 
thing  seems  to  |Mjitit  to  its  being  asuc^v^s.  The 
arrangement  includes,  busidea  the  eigiit  huurs 
from  bank  to  bank  for  the  miners,  a  4H  hours 
week  for  all  emplai/h  and  an  eight  hours  shift 
for  windern.  The  result  of  this  is  that  the  cost 
of  getting  coal  ia  alightly  increased,  but  it  ia 
partially  balanced  by  the  fact  that  the  ma- 
chinery, Jtc.f  has  to  run  an  hour  lesH  per  day, 
thus  reducing  the  wear  aod  tear  and  cost  of 
maintenance.   The  wage  earnahle  by  the  miners 
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seems  to  be  reduced  by  about  4  per  cent.  Be- 
fore the  alteration  it  wasSsi.  HtL  perdnj  at  tht-sc 
eoUiLrics;  huicc  the  alteration  it  is  uot  more  t  han 
7h.  lid.  The  < lav- wage  men  »eem  to  do  asmuiii 
wi»rk  n»  pre%ioo*ily,  and  do  extra  men  are  t?iu* 
ployed  under  this  arnmgemcnt.  Nuiliffii-ult^' 
ie  ejcperietieed  in  ^ettitig  fhc  men  tg  return  t.> 
the  Uirik  in  the  siimeoitler  as  that  in  whidi  thej 
descended,  ^u  that  each  man  18  in  the  pit  for 
exactly  eight  hourn  per  day,  I  certainly  favour 
the  principle  of  an  eight  houiu  day  for  mineis, 
but  an  exception,  [wrhapHt^iug-ht  to  he  made  for 
otfieiak.  I  think  it  neceHsaiy  that  oflieials 
should  he  excepted  from  the  n[>eration  at  the 
Bilh  thong-h  1  think  care  nmst  be  taken  to  |>iu- 
Tide  a^iiiutit  this  exception  l>eing  ahnsed." 

l^e  (Mr.  Robj)  thongbt  it  luigbt  be 
iieeessary  thiit  the  offieiiilsj;  t?hoiild  be 
exL'epteil  horn  tbcj  gcitorul  working  of 
the  Bill,  tlioitgb,  of  eotii^e,  cure  iniisL  be 
t«;keij  to  prevent  tbe  ext!eptioii  bchig 
ftbtiaed.  Tlie  tireiiRU,  abo,  woukl  htivtj 
to  cotiie  in  ntt  hour  earlier  ;  but  tiiese 
were  details  wbicb  cmiJd  be  dealt  with 
lu  Coturtvittee,  Tbis  Bill  was  a  reform 
|nit  forward  by  tbe  workert*,  Tbe  general 
progress  of  tbe  country  demiiinled  it, 
w^bile  it  'ivas  very  ueeesRary,  wliere  we 
eotiiJ,  to  lessen  tbe  toil  and  opprejssive- 
nei^i*  of  bibonr,  partieitlnrly  where  there 
was  great  ri^k.  lie  would,  in  eoneln- 
sion,  ask  tbe  House  to  remember  that  it 
was  n  Bill  bronght  forward  at  the  in* 
fittiuee  and  tn  tbe  interest  tif  tbosc  who 
Tvere  working  excluded  fioni  tbe  ligbt  of 
day,  and  working,  not  only  in  a  ineta- 
pborietil  but  in  u  real  and  oven  terrible 
aeuse,  in  **  tbe  valley  and  sbadow  of 
death;* 
■Mr.  CREMEU  (Sborediteb,  Haggcr- 
stoo),  in  f^eeonditig  tbe  Motion  that  the 
Bill  1m3  read  a  second  time,  congrattihileLl 
the  supporters  of  tbe  inoveiuent  for 
sborlettiiig  tbe  bonrs  of  labour  upon  tbe 
remarkable  siieee!!S  wbieb  bad  up  to  tbe 
present  time  atl ended  tbeir  eftbrts.  There 
appeared  to  be  now  a  general  agreement 
on  all  sides,  even  among  those  who  wore 
fornjcrly  tbeir  foes,  that  tbe  time  had 
arrived  when  tbe hoursof  labour  Bbould  bfe 
fbortened.  As  far  aa  be  could  judge,  tbe 
only  differenee  now  was  as  to  tbe  meaub 
to  be  employed  to  aeeomplish  that  end. 
One  jiiirly  was  ttt  favonr  of  trnsting  to 
orgatiiisation,  while  the  other  desired  legis- 
lative action .  Tbe  ad  voeate»  of  organisa- 
tion w'ereadiminishing  force,  w  bile  tbe  ad- 
vocates  of  legisbitioii  w'ere  fast  inereasing. 
Tbe  old  doctrine  of  ifitjufcz  jaire  died 
with  Lord  Palmerptoti,  wlio  w*as  its  chief 
advocate,  and  the  cold-blooded  theory 
wliieh  reganled  bumau  heiugsj  as  mere 
Mr*  Rohy 


coiumodities    w<is    killed    by    lionsobobl 
suffrage.      An   entirely    new^    departure 
bad    now   been   taken.       It    might    very 
naturally  be  asked  wbj    they    preferred 
legislative  action?      Well,    tbey    did    90 
because  it  u  a,s  more  speedy,  more  econo- 
mieal,  and    more   certain    iti   its   results* 
It    was,    he    contend od,    practically    im- 
pobsible   to   accomplish    their  object  by 
nieatis  of  organisatioti.       Tbe   struggles 
which    had  been   goitig  on   for  reducing 
the     bouts     of      lalxiur     showed     that 
organisation      had     been     practically     % 
faihtre.       Tbe  strtigglc,   so  far   back  as 
1858,  in  the  building  hades   and   similar 
attempts  among  the  operative    hnkers  of 
the  Metropolis,  furnii^bed  strong  evidence 
in    support   of    that   argument  ;   and   the 
ctideuvour  nnide  on  the  Scotch  i^ailway8» 
only    three    and    ii-half  years   ago,    aLo 
tended    to    piove   that   organisation  bad 
failed   to   accomplish    tbe    object    which 
was  ardently  desired.     In    1859   70,000 
building  operatives  in  London wx^re  locked 
out  by   tbe  master  builders  because  they 
tried  to   reduce   their  hoitrs  of   labour  to 
nine  per  dtiy,  anil  it  cost  their  felbnvs  up- 
wards of    i  100,000    to    maintain    them, 
besides  the  loss  uf  about  a  quarter  of  a 
million    in   wages.      The   employers  tri- 
uni plied    for    a     time,    though    some    of 
them    had    to   go   into    the    Bankruptcy 
Court;  but  tbe  struggle  had  been  renewed 
from  time  to   titne  d tiring  30  years,  and 
it  was  only  recently,  after  another  great 
lock-out,  that  the  operatives  succeeded  in 
reducing   their  hours  to  eight  per  day  ; 
liut  what  they  had  gained  after  32  yetirs 
of  agitation  they  were  in  danger  of  losing, 
as   su  many  unprincipled  employers  and 
seltiyb  workmen  were  constantly    trying 
to  break  through  the  arrangement.     The 
operative   bakers   in  London  Inid  for  48 
years  been  viiitdy  trying  to  abolish  night 
work  and  to   limit  their  hours  to  10  per 
day.     Yst  at   the  present  moment  there 
were  10,000  bakers  iu  Loudon  working  15 
and  16  hours  daily  for  live  days,  21  and 
22  hours  on  Sa-turday,  and  many  of  them 
work    also   on    Sundays.       The    Scotch 
Railway   tmphyes  only   two   years   ago 
tried  to  limit  their  hours  to  10  per  day,  a 
modest    deniaud     which    failed    after    a 
desperate     etlbrt,     during     which     trade 
and   tratlic   in   Scot  land   were   paralysed* 
Scores    of  oUier  cases    might    be    cited 
iu   support   of   tlie   argumenl  that  orga- 
nisation   had    failed    and     that    legisia^ 
tive  action  was  required.       Another  of 
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tlie  argtiTnents  urgcnl  against  the  Bill 
was  that  there  would  be  great  ilaoger 
from  foreign  connietitioti  if  it  were 
allowed  to  pass  ;  l>nt  from  figures  fur- 
nished two  or  three  years  ago  bj  the 
Secretary  to  the  British  EmbasHjat  Rome, 
it  appearetl  that  m  the  year  1889  tfie  total 
value  of  the  product  of  mioes  in  Italy, 
Bolgiiim,  France,  and  Great  Britain 
was,  per  head  of  those  employed  in 
them,  £43,  £62  10s.,  £88,  and  £128 
re.«pectively.  Those  fignres  showed 
that  the  product  of  I  he  Britinh  miner 
was  £85  more  than  that  of  the  Italian 
miner,  who  prod  need  the  least,  and 
was  £40  more  than  that  of  the  French 
miner,  wtjo  prodiieed  the  next  largest 
amount  after  the  miner  of  Great  Britain. 
He  urgently  commended  these  faeti  and 
figpires  to  the  s'erions  eonsideratioii  of 
every  Member  of  the  House,  and  espe- 
cially to  those  who  were  inclined  to  oppose 
the  principle  embodied  in  the  Bill  upon 
the  grotmd  that  it  won  hi  cause  danger 
from  foreign  competition.  When  the 
Estimates  were  under  consideratioii  some 
three  years  ago  be  eltciied  the  fact  that 
officials  in  Government  Offices  were  em- 
ployed Bomething  like  yix  and  aduilf 
houra  per  day,  and  that  where  the  hours 
were  the  shortest  the  salaries  were 
the  highest.  It  appeared  to  him  at 
the  time,  and  it>till  appeared  to  him,  that 
if  six  and  a-lialf  hours  wpre  long  enough 
for  bigbly-paid  officials  to  work  under 
healthy  condition:^,  eight  hours  a  day 
were  surely  enongh  for  miners  toiling 
under  conditiotis  of  danger  and  difficulty 
ondergroimd.  He  supported  the  Second 
Rending  of  the  Bill  in  the  belief,  foundeil 
on  the  figures  he  had  f]uoted  to  the  Htiuse, 
that  it  would  work  no  danger  from 
foreign  compel itton,  so  far  jh  the  mining 
industry  was  concerned,  and  be<  au>«e  he 
believed  that  the  object  of  the  Bill  eon  Id 
not  be  obtained  by  organised  effiirt,  whirh 
would,  moreover,  l»e  costly,  tedious,  and 
uncertain  in  it3  resulti*,  and  l>ecawse  he 
beheved  that  legislation  would  secure  the 
end  desired,  without  the  strife  and  bitter- 
ness which  strikes  engendered  between 
employers  and  employed.  As  a  set- 
off against  the  various  failures  of  or- 
gauisod  effort,  two  successes  in  Durham 
and  North nmVjer land  were  referred  to, 
hut  working  men  believed  that  ditdr  jnst 
claims  would  be  rnorc  speedily  realised 
hj  legislation.  Sharing  in  that  belief, 
lie  heartily  supported  the  princijde  of  tlie 


Bill,    auil    concluded    by    seconding   the 
Motion  for  its  Second  Reading, 

Motion  made^  and  Question  propossed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time/' — (Mr.  RohyS} 

•Stk  a.  HICKMAN  (Wolverhampton, 
W,),  in  moving  the  reject iorr  of  the  Bill, 
said,  that  if  this  were  really  a  proposal  for 
a  limitation  to  eight  hours'  work  he  would 
not  be  there  to  oppose  it,  for  he  quite 
agreed  that  a  spell  of  eight  hours  was  long 
enough  for  a  man  to  work  in  a  coal-pit. 
But  it  was  notliing  of  the  kind.  This 
measure  really  nu3ant  that  in  some  cases 
the  men  would  only  work  four  an*!  a-balf 
or  five  hours  in  a  day.  It  was  urged 
that  a  majority  of  the  miners  desired  to 
see  the  Bill  pass  into  law  ;  hut  it  was 
very  easy  to  understand  that  \vhen  it  was 
put  to  tlie  men  wliethor  they  would  not 
like  to  work  two  and  a-half  hours 
per  day  less  time,  while  getting  no  less, 
and  possibly  more,  money  than  at  present, 
it  was  not  a  difficult  matter  to  get  a 
miijority  to  hold  up  their  hands  in  fa\'our 
of  the  proposal.  In  his  own  district  of 
Statfordshire  not  half  tlie  men  belonged 
to  the  Miners'  Federation,  and,  in  hia 
belief^  if  the  matter  were  fairly  and  fully 
explained  to  them,  a  great  many  would 
oppose  the  present  proposal. 

Mk.  PICKARD  (York,  W.R.,  Nor- 
mauton)  asked  what  was  the  hou.  Mem- 
ber's authority  for  that  statement  ? 

•SiK  A.  HICKMAN  said,  his  autho- 
rity was  his  own  personal  observation 
and  knowledge  of  his  nwn  men  as  a  miue- 
owner  himself  in  Staffitrdshire.  He  had 
taken  the  precaution  ta  ascertain  what 
pnifMirtioTi  ni  the  men  belonged  to  the 
Miners'  Federation,  and  what  proportion 
were  outside  it.  The  bon.  Member's 
statement  that  in  the  Durham  district 
boys  worked  underground  sometimes  for 
10  hours  was  incorrect.  It  hail  beeu 
shown  that  they  only  worked  eight  hours. 
If  eight  hours  were  ton  long  for  a  boy  to 
work,  let  there  by  all  means  be  legisla- 
tion on  that  subject ;  but  that  was  no 
reason  for  not  allowing  grown  men  to  work 
more  than  four  or  live  liours  if  they  de- 
sired to  do  so.  One  great  objection  to  this 
proposal  was  that  the  dangers  of  working 
in  a  mine  wmdil  be  increased  hy  theliigb 
pressure  caused  by  a  certain  time  being 
tixed  for  a  man  to  leave  the  pit,  for  he 
would  not  have  time  to  look  round  pro- 
perly to   see  that  everything  was  safe. 
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If  a  mati  waft  restricted  iu  hie  time  lie 
would  oaturally  ueglect  the  preeautioii.s 
neces^sary  to  be  taken.  They  all  rejoiced 
at  the  successful  residts  of  factory  legis- 
lation for  worn  en  audchildren,  but  that  ha*l 
nothing  to  do  with  preventing  grown  men 
from  working  more  than  about  five  hours 
a  daj.  Another  ((uestiou  was  how 
were  wages  to  be  regulated  ?  Were 
all  the  meo  to  bo  paid  according  to  the 
fixed  standard,  or  according  to  the  hours 
they  worked  ?  In  some  cases  this  pro* 
posal  would  c€>tistitute  a  grave  injustice 
to  the  employer,  aud  in  other  eases  it 
would  he  a  gross  injustice  to  the  work- 
man, A  man  who  had  to  go  only  100 
yards  to  the  ''^face'*  of  the  coal  could 
work  half  an  hour  longer  than  a  man 
who  had  to  go  a  mile.  Were  they  to  be 
paid  the  same  wages  .''  Was  it  iutende<l 
that  the  capital  sunk  iu  deep  pits  should 
be  cotiftscated  ?  Again,  how  was  a  laaii 
with  a  hirge  family  to  iiiaintain  himsell' 
aud  them  if  he  were  prohibited  from 
working  more  than  live  Iiours  a  day, 
which  would  suffice  for  a  single  man  t 
What  became,  then,  of  the  ^^  living 
wage"  ?  How  was  a  hit rd-and -fast  line 
to  be  drawti  ?  Those  were  all  questions 
for  the  consideratitm  of  the  House, 
Opportunity  should  not  he  denied  to  men 
to  advance  themselves.  There  weremeu 
who  wisljcil  to  raise  themselves  in  the 
world,  and  in  his  own  district  some  of  the 
most  prosperous  ami  i^ieu  of  whom  they 
were  mo8t  proud  had  liecn,  or  whose 
fathers  at  any  rate  luid  been,  working 
colliers.  What  became  of  the  liberty  of 
the  individual  which  the  great  Lilteral 
Party  talked  of  ?  Looking  that  morn- 
ing at  the  last  pay-sheet  from  bis  War- 
wickshire colliery  he  found  that  the  dead 
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burden  on  the  industries  aud  raauufactures 
of  thecoutitry  to  benetitnohody  ?     Would 
they  be  able  to  bear  it  ?  It  was  said  that  if 
the  men  worked  shorter  hours  they  would 
be  able  to  work  harder  and  produce  more 
coaL      In  1Hh:3  the  coal  produced  by  each 
man  was    293  tons,  but    iu   1892   it   had 
falleuto2o4  tons,  and  that  in  spite  of  the 
extraordinary   mechanical    improvements 
>  ihnt   liad  been  iutroducod.     The   reduc- 
j  tiou  was  still    greater  in    1H93,  hut  the 
'  figures  for  that  year,  owing  lo  the  great 
I  colliery  strike,  did  not  afford  a  fair  com- 
parison.    Between    IHH2    aud    1S89  the 
I  decrease    of    coal    produced    per   miuer 
I  per     annum     iu     Great     Britain     was 
'  41     tons,     w^hereas    in     Germany      the 
,  increase    was    79    tons,    in    France    40 
I  tons,  and  iu  Belgium  25  tons.    The  adop- 
tion  of  this    proposal   would   have  most 
disastrous  etiects  in  the  Stad'ordshire  dis- 
trii^t,  iu  ^vhich  the  mines  for  many  years 
past  had  been  subjected  to  a  great  influx 
of    w^ater,    and    had    consequently    beeu 
I  worked     under     great     dithcnlties,       A 
'  Mines    Drainage    Commission    was    em- 
powered  by  Act  of  Parliament   lo  levy 
rates  on  mine-owners  for  the  purpose  of 
I  pumping  water*  and  tlie  expense  of   that 
'  was  quite  as  much   as   they  could  bear; 
and  if  there  ensued  a  large  reduction  of 
output— which  would  II  ssu  redly  be  the  case 
if  the  jiroposals  contained  in  the  Bill  were 
carried — the  Mines  Drainnge  Commission 
would  he  unable  to  goon,  the  whole  district 
would  1x4  drowned  out,  and   great  popu- 
hitions    like    those    of   Birminghani    and 
I  Wolverhampton^     which     depended     for 
their    prosperity    on    cheap   coal,    woidd 
s utter  seriouslv.     He  shuddered,  indeed, 
to  think  of  the  consequences  that  would 
I  ensue.     With  regard  to  the  suggestiou  of 


expenses  for  wages  in  pit   and  ou  bank,    h»cal  option,  that   w^oukl  add   greatly   U> 


and  for  timber,  and  other  things  otitside 
amounted  to  £35*^,  against  only  £2U> 
actually  paid  for  getting  the  coal.  That 
£3/)3  remained  an  alisolutely  fixed  sum,  hut 
the  output  would  be  reiluced  18  per  cent. 
The  be!>t  calculation  he  had  been  able  to 
make  was  that,  supposing  wages  were 
reduced  in  proportion  and  the  tonnage 
rate  remaiued  the  same,  if  this  Bill 
was  passed  the  increased  cost  of 
getting  coal  w^ouhl  vary  from  6d,  to 
l8.  6tit  per  ton — that  was  to  say, 
the  cost  of  coal  iu  this  country  must 
necegearily  he  increased  from  £4,tXX>,0(XJ 
to  £12,000,000  per  annum.  Were  the 
GoyernmeDt  prepared  to   put  that  extra 
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the  unfairness,  for  the  advantage  to  the 
district  which  maintained  its  present 
positiiin  would  be  enormous.  If  it  was 
intended  or  desired  to  restrict  the  work- 
ing hours  of  miners*  the  restriction 
should  be  upon  the  hours  of  actual 
working,  atid  not  upon  the  hours  spent 
in  the  pit  ;  then  they  would  all  be 
upon  the  same  footing.  This  was 
not  a  question  between  einployer  and 
employed.  It  was  a  question  that 
affected  the  community.  A«  a  mine- 
owner,  he  believed  the  tirst  effect 
would  be  to  put  a  large  sum  of 
money  into  his  pocket,  for  au  arti- 
ticiat  scarcity  of  coal  would  be  creftttid 
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and  coftl-owners  would  be  able  to  charge 
their  own  prities.  That,  however,  woiihl 
not  last  long.  They  would  very  sofni 
discover  the  reality  of  foreign  i-uinpel^- 
tion.  Cheap  coal  had  been  the  foutida- 
lion  of  the  mfinufactnrio*r  ^upremaey  of 
this  couoiry,  and  upon  it  that  fiiipreinarj 
depeuded.  The  propoHfil  hofore  the 
House  was  inipraeticablcjuid  unjust  both 
to  the  employer  and  the  workiiiau,  and  lie 
moved  rhnt  the  Bill  be  read  a  seroud 
time  that  day  six  months. 

•Sir  J.  PEASE  (Dnrham,  Barnard 
Cftstle)  said,  he  desired  to  s^econd  the 
Ametidment.  lie  had  the  ho«ionr  to  repre- 
sent a  large  mining  eonHtitnency,  There 
was  «s  much  capital  in  the  distriet  which 
he  represented — ziot  only  in  the  mines,  1jut 
iti  the  iudn^trieb  depen<lent  on  ehe^ip  eoal 
— as  almost  anywhere  in  the  counl  ry.  He 
h&d  iilsn  the  hononr  to  represent  a  lar^e 
ftgneultural  population  whose  well-being 
was  ulmost  determined  by  their  prox- 
imity to  the  eentreii  of  population  from 
which  there  was  a  large  and  con- 
tiuuoas  dcioand  for  their  produce. 
All  his  constituents  were  strongly 
oppot^ed  to  tiie  BilL  The  miners  were 
especially  opposed  to  it,  l>eeause<they  were 
wide  enough  awake  to  know  tlmt  if  the 
Bill  were  paswed  it  wouhl  menu  either  a 
decrease  in  wages  and  of  the  <(uantity  of 
coal  broiiglit  out  of  the  pit.^.  The  Prime 
Minister,  who  received  a  deputation  with 
respect  to  this  Bill,  had  pointe<l  out  that 
there  were  now  oO,000  more  men  em- 
ployed In  the  i'oal  trade  in  order  to  get 
iio  larger  a  quantity  of  coal  than  formerly, 
and  h©  ^seemed  to  draw  the  deduction 
that  this  showed  that  the  eoal  trade 
could  affoi'd  to  maintain  the  addition. 
But  the  employment  of  these  extra  men 
bul  in  reality  been  due  to  n  variety  of 
causes  not  connected  with  a  healthy 
or  unhealthy  state  of  the  coal 
industry,  amongst  them  being  the 
necessity  to  work  thinner  seams  tlian 
foniierly  and  tbe  greater  distances  under- 
ground from  which  the  coalbad  to  be  got, 
A&  a  mutter  of  fact,  the  coai  trade  was  in 
anything  but  a  healtby  condilion,  and 
certainly,  so  far  as  bis  part  of  the  rountry 
was  concerned,  the  miners  themselves  had 
no  desire  that  it  should  he  subject  to 
worse  injury  from  legislation  of  this  kind. 
The  lion.  Member  for  Ecrles  (Mr.  Roby) 
had  tried  to  make  out  that,  so  far  as 
Xorth  umber  hind  and  Durbam  were  con- 
oerned,  the  opposition  to  the  eight  hours 


day  was  not  fto  great  as  bad  been  repre- 
sented, but  he  could  assure  the  hoo.  Mem- 
ber that  he  was  misinformed.  The 
ballot  to  which  tbe  hon.  Member  had  re- 
ferred was  taken  in  October,  1892, 
almost  immediately  after  a  strike  which 
bad  been  a  source  of  great  irritation.  It 
was  taken  at  a  time  when  tbe  agents  of 
the  Miners*  Federation  had  been  about 
a  great  deal  stirring  up  the  men 
on  this  special  point,  and  yet  it 
showed  that  out  of  72,000  men  in  the 
Union  10,800  voted  in  favour  of  this 
proposal  and  36,tK)0  against  it,  while 
there  were  ly^OOC*  abstainers.  But  it 
should  also  he  remembered  that  there 
were  51,000  men  not  in  the  Union. 
Tiiere  was  no  doubt  that  in  Wales  there 
was  also  considerable  opposition.  In 
S<ujth  Wales  there  had  been  no  ballot  on 
the  question,  but  there  liad  been  various 
c\[)res8ions  of  opinion,  and  from  one 
{piJirter  lie  bad  received  a  communication 
tbe  writer  of  which  declared  that  if  the 
Bill  were  carried  it  would  ho  the  greatest 
calamity  which  had  befallen  tbe  miners 
for  the  hist  50  years.  So  far  as  the 
siifety  of  the  miners  was  concerned, 
under  a  statutory  eight  hours  from 
surface  to  surface  Act*  the  time  of  the 
miners  would  be  so  contracted  that 
they  would  not  he  able  to  look  properly 
after  their  own  safety,  and  thus  the 
accidents  in  the  local  mines  would  be 
considerably  increased.  When  they  pro- 
ceetled  further  to  consider  the  matter, 
they  must  ali?o  take  into  account  that 
this  Bill  proposed  t«^  limit  the  powers 
of  adult  males  in  dealing  witli  their  own 
work.  lie  would  not  ask  whether  the 
State  ought  to  exercise  a  function 
of  this  kind.  Reference  had  been  made  to 
the  prcredent  of  their  railway  legislation  ; 
but  this  Bill  was  not  on  the  lines  of  that 
precedent.  In  the  case  of  the  railways, 
if  men  complained  that  they  were  over- 
worked they  hm\  tbe  ]>ower  to  appeal  to 
the  Board  of  Trail e,  and  the  Board  of 
Trade  could  deride  whether  the  liotirs 
were  reasonable  or  nnrcnsonabtc.  But 
it  was  not  a  propositinu  of  this  kind  tbat 
was  now  made  to  the  House  with  regard 
to  the  miners.  If  il  were,  he  would  have 
looked  at  the  matter  diflTerently.  The 
limit  fixed  by  tbe  Bill  was  perfectly 
absolute  ;  683,000  men  were  told  that 
the  State  require«l  them  to  work  no 
longer  than  eight  hours.  No  loophole 
whatever  was  left  for  the  exigencies  of 
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the  trade.  And  in  respect  to  that  point 
he  could  assure  the  House  that  the  diffi- 
culties which  would  present  themselves 
if  the  Bill  were  carried  would  be  very 
numerous.  The  principle  of  the  Bill 
appeared  to  him  to  be  wholly  wrong.  It 
was  not  really  in  the  interests  of  the 
Trades  Unions  themselves  that  the  func- 
tions of  those  bodies  should  be  super- 
seded by  such  acts  of  legislation.  If 
he  wanted  to  do  damage  to  the  Trades 
Unions  —  which  he  did  not — he 
would  say  to  them  —  Come  to 
Parliament  and  let  Parliament  adjudi- 
cate on  matters  of  this  kind.  But 
under  this  Bill  no  engiueman  or  foreman 
would  be  allowed  to  be  at  work  more 
than  eight  hours,  yet  how  often  had  it 
occurred  in  cases  of  accident  that  men 
had  taken  their  meals  and  even  slept  in 
mines !  The  provisions  of  the  Bill  were, 
in  fact,  too  absolute,  and  could  not  be 
made  to  work.  One  man  might  go  down 
the  pit  at  a  quarter  to  6  and  another  at 
a  quarter  to  7.  How  were  they  to  tell 
whether  the  men  worked  the  eight  hours  ? 
It  was  impossible  unless  they  had  all  the 
men  watched.  This  was  an  endeavour 
to  bring  men  who  were  perfectly  able  to 
take  care  of  themselves  under  the  control 
of  the  Government.  At  least  one-third 
of  the  men  in  the  coal  trade  had  made 
their  regulations  as  to  the  hours  of 
labour,  and  the  very  men  who  were 
demanding  this  Bill  in  1893  showed 
their  independence  by  being  able  to  take 
a  week's  holiday  utterly  regardless  of  the 
inconvenience  they  caused  to  the  manu- 
facturers. He  wanted  to  know  why  the 
State  should  interfere  at  all  ?  There 
was  no  occasion  for  such  interference. 
Neither  in  respect  to  the  prevention  of 
accidents  nor  the  2)reservation  of  the 
health  of  the  men  was  the  Bill  called 
for.  The  reasons  for  the  Bill  were  what 
he  should  call  false  reasons  of  political 
economy.  He  was  especially  impressed 
with  the  false  character  of  the  arguments 
in  a  political  economical  2)oint  of  view, 
for  the  effect  of  the  Bill  could  not  be  to 
raise  the  price  of  coal,  and  keep  up  the 
wages  of  labour  by  that  means.  In  this 
connection  he  did  not  like  to  touch  on  the 
Report  of  the  Labour  Commission,  for 
they  had  not  got  that  Report  in  a  regular 
way  before  them  as  yet,  nor  the  signatures 
of  the  members  had  not  even  been  put  to  it. 
But  from  various  indications  it  looked  as 
if  the  Commission  had  not  been  able  to 
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come   to  the   conclusion   that   an   eight 
hours  day  was  desirable.     It  was  a  re- 
markable fact  that  the  Miners'  Federa- 
tion, owing  to  the  weakness  of  their  case, 
declined    to   give    evidence    before   the 
Commission.     Yet  before  the  Report  of 
the  Commission  was  issued  they  came  to 
that   House   and   asked   the    House    to 
go    beyond    what    was    believed    to    be 
the       Commission's      recommendations. 
His    belief    was    that    the    Bill    would 
be  certain  to  reduce  the  wages  of    the 
miners.     And  as  to  the  blow  that  would 
be  dealt  at  the  coal-owner,  this  would  be 
difficult  to  over-estimate.     The  cost  of 
coal  being  increased,  the  demand  would, 
as  a  matter  of  course,  be  decreased.    But 
to  decrease  the  demand  meant  very  pro- 
bably  bringing   it   below    the    point    at 
which   the    mines    could    be   profitably 
worked.     It  was  a  well-understood  thing 
that   it  was  the   extra  quantity  of  coal 
drawn   from    the    mine  above  a  certain 
point  which  constituted  the  profit  to  the 
mine-owner.      If  it   were  a  question  of 
the  health  of  the  men  he  would  take  a 
different  view  of  the  matter,  but  it   was 
not  so.      But   the    average    number   of 
hours  worked  per    day  was   much    less 
than  eight,  since   in   most  cases  the  men 
did  not  work  every  day  in  the  week,  and 
there  was  considerable  time  taken  up  in 
getting  to  and   from  workings.     He  ad- 
mitted the  difficulty  presented  as  to  the 
case  of  the  boys  in  Durham  and  North- 
umberland, but  he  held  that  in   respect 
to  this  there  had  been  much  exaggeration. 
It  was  a  long  time  since  the  Durham  boys 
had  worked   as   much   as  eleven  days  in 
the  fortnight.     In  1892  the  average  was 
only  4*69   days  per  week   or  nine  days  a 
fortnight.       If    lion.    Members    thought 
the    boys    were    overworked,    let     them 
accompany   him   to   the    j)it   mouth,  and 
they    would    find    these   lads    none    the 
worse    for    the    work    they    did  ;     they 
were    as    fine    a  race  of    boys  as  could 
be  found,  and  would    almost  carry  any 
two  MemlKjrs  of  the  House  on  their  back. 
The  effect  of  this  Bill,  by  reducing  the 
hours    of   drawing    coals    from    10  to  8 
hours,  on  the  miners  would  be  that  they 
would   lose  two  hours  a  day,  and  their 
wages  would  have  to  be  reduced  by  one- 
fifth  ;  and  as  the  earnings  in  the  Durham 
pits  were  only  a  little   over   os.   a  day 
the   wages  would  be   reduced   by   prac- 
tically  Is.   per  day.      Now,  if  a  man's 
wages  were  reduced    Is.  per  day  on  the 
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jfonr  or  five  days  of   the   week  thut  he 
i-orked  it  wns  tertain  t La  1  he  would  have 
put  up  with  the  loss  of  a  gooti   ouvEiy 
little  comforts  in  his  home.  The  pits  were 
ouly  working  4^  days  tiweck  h\  Durliam, 
and  vet  it   was  asked    that    these    daj^^ 
should  he  limited  to  eight  hours  from  hank 
[lo  bank.     He  would  illu^-^tmtc  tlic  ctleet 
of  this  Bill  on  niiner=».     It  was  ohvious 
thai  if  the  owner  wtiii  aiis\veral>le  for  every 
mjiu  being  out  of  the  pit  in  ei^dit  hours,  at 
tlje  end  of  each  eight  boitrs  all  raeii  iu  the 
pit  nuist  have  come  out.    If  a  eoal  hewer 
now  worked  in  the  face  Hvq  and  a-lnilf  to 
pix  hours  when  the  pit  dmw.s  10  honrs^  in 
r order  that  his  coal  jthouhl  be  hrougbl  Lo 
bank  hh  time  must  be  reduced  one  hour 
at  least,  and  his  wages  by  one-fifth  ;  he 
must  earn   less  or    be  paid  rni^re  per  ton, 
I  If  be  got  the  same  wages,  the  cr>st  of  bis 
jlabonr   must    be  advaneed    20  per  cent. 
llf    the    other    men     in     the    pit    wbo 
rere     down     10      hours     lind     to     get 
[the   same   <pmfitity  out  in  eight  bours  iis 
^they  did  in  It)^  either  there  must  be  more 
of  the  [I  I,  whieh  again  meant  mure  wages 
for  the  mime  quantity,  or  less  wages  and 
lees  qiiautity.     If  two  sets  of  itoys   were 
I  allowable,  then   two  sets  would  have  to 
l^work    for   what    one    mt    nsed    to  earn, 
J  or   costs    umgt    go  up.      In    a  Durlmm 
colliery     he    could     name     tlie    hewers 
li»uiiibered  575  ami  other   men  and   hoys 
|'731<       These    731    men    and    l>oys   who 
I  were  down    10  hours  must  either    bave 
iheir   wages  reduced  one-fifth,   to  let  in 
|<^ther»   for    two  hours,  or  one-fiffb  more 
aen  be  emptoye<l  to  get  the  same  <piantity. 
The  los.s  on   vvag<'s  in    Dtnhiim  was  esti- 
mated  at  170(),()00,  and  tu  the  owners  at 
iJ£825,0(*lK     The    proposed  change  would 
f involve  a  tli vision  into  fwo  shifts  of  five 
hotirs    eacli     for    men     and     hoys    not 
^liewers;    and    it    would    be    practically 
lim possible  to  tiud   boysj  to  make  up  the 
lidifferencc.     It   bad  been   argued  that   if 
Lthe  cost  of  coal  went  up  under  the  new 
fcJirrangemcnt     the    royalties    must    eome 
I  down.     The    average    royalties     in    the 
OUnty  of  Dinhaiii   were  5d.  per  ton,  and 
■be  did  not  know  how  that  was  to  he  pulled 
down.     Would  the  House  consent  to  pull 
(theafe  royalties  down  ?     The  difference  iia 
the  eost  of  working  con  hi  not  he  got  out 
,  of  horse  keep,  grease,  oil,  or  otber  stores  ; 
Rud  it  must  be  obtained  by  raising  the  pnce 
fto  tbo  coui^umer.     Woidd  the  consumer 
ay  the  increase  ?     This  Rill  applied  to 
3levelttud,  where  the  use  of  native  ores 


bad  been  reduced  oi^e-half  hy  foreign  ores ; 
^o,  in  order  to  employ  our  people  at  home, 
we  shonid  raise  the  cost  artifieialiy  of 
pn>duetng  the  luilive  ores,  as  the  Cleve- 
land mines  came  under  this  Bill  When 
(he  Yorkshire  coniers  were  out  on  strike 
the  cost  of  eoal  could  not  be  raised  at 
the  Tees  Ironworks  without  being  fol- 
lowed by  ibe  blowing  out  of  tbe  Middles- 
brough furnaces.  With  a  year's  production 
of  2,500,000  tons  no  irom mister  was 
receiving  a  single  sixpence  of  profit; 
Pew  obtained  interest  (os  capital  ;  and 
certainly  none  anything  for  depreciation. 
The  only  etlbct  of  raising  the  price  of 
coal  would  he  to  put  a  mnnher  of 
furnaces  ont  of  blast  and  to  throw  & 
large  number  of  njen  ont  of  employment. 
Six  or  seven  years  ago  the  iron  of  the 
district  was  made  out  of  native  ore  ;  but 
to  day  one-balf  of  it  was  made  out  of 
S pan  i s h  ore.  Were  w e  t o  ban d i v. a p  G 1  e v e- 
bind  and  native  ores  by  briuging  in  more 
Spanish  ore  ?  There  was  not  a  single 
trade  in  the  country  that  could  bear  the  iu- 
ereased  cost  of  coal.  Yesterday  a  Member 
of  tbe  House,  speaking  of  the  cotton  trade, 
told  him  that  for  two  years  he  had  not 
drawn  a  single  sixpence  from  tbat  bnsi- 
uess  ;  and  personally  as  an  ironmaster  he 
had  not  drawn  sixpence  for  three  years. 
Yet  it  was  proposed  by  this  Bill  to  add 
to  the  cost  of  coal.  Hon,  Members  bad 
discussed  the  point  at  some  length  whe- 
ther the  same  quantity  of  work  conid  be 
done  ill  eight  hours  as  was  done  now* 
Every  pnietieal  man  wouhl  tell  them  tbat 
as  mucb  work  could  not  be  done.  In 
Durham  tbe  hours  had  been  reduced  in 
iHDOfromn  to  10,  and  tbe  resuli  was 
that  tbe  output  per  man  working  niuler 
gronutl  bad  been  reduced  from  4^55  tons 
in  1890  to  401  tons  in  1H!)1.  How 
did  our  hours  of  labour  eompjire  with 
those  of  other  countries  ?  In  the 
Uuiteil  Kingdom  the  average  was 
7Jt  hours  at  tlie  face  ;  in  France  it  was 
hi  ;  in  Germany,  H  to  12  ;  in  America, 
9i  to  10  :  in  Belgium  the  hours  were  for 
l.GoO,  9  hours  ;  for  filVlOO,  9  to  11  ;  for 
32,000,11  to  I2;anil  for  115  over  12 
hours.  Now,  he  wanted  to  take  up  a 
few  minutes*  time  in  speaking  of  the 
foreign  com[)etition  with  which  they  had 
to  deal.  Large  contractors  toKl  him  tbat 
uH  their  iron  came  from  Belgium,  ami 
they  had  not  a  single  contract  other  than 
with  Belgium.  In  one  case  his  informant 
was  himself  a   hirge   coalowner  and  iron- 
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He  pleiuled  the  case  against  thie;  Bill  as 
t*troiigly  as  be  could,  because  he  felt 
strouglj  upou  it.  It  was  heart- break iug, 
when  oue  met  mtju  whom  one  bad  kuowu 
alJ  otie^s  life,  to  tbiuk  that  by  one  legis- 
lative act  they  were  to  be  deprived  of 
the  means  of  earning  their  daily  bread. 
He  looked  upon  this  Bill  as  dealiog 
almost  a  death-bkiw  to  English  industry, 
parlicularh'    in    the    Deighbourhood    of 


master.  An  English  company  with 
Knglish  capit^il  was  nending  out  to  South 
America  a  bridge  built  of  Belgian  iron. 
►The  Belgian  ironmaster,  being  asked 
why  he  beat  his  English  competitors 
said,  **  My  wages  are  2  f .  oO  c.  a  day, 
and  ray  men  work  1 1  hours  a  day.'"  How 
were  we  to  diminish  the  hours  of  draw- 
ing ?  He  was  not  disputing  about 
the  hours  at  the  face.  An  engineer  who 
told  him  that  he  had  no  iron  from  abroad  i  Middleslmuigh,    now     siniggling     with 


addeil,  **  1  screwed  every  Finglish  tender 
down  by  German  or  Belgian  prices/' 
Another  told  him  of  a  company,  working 
with  Englisii  capital,  obtaining  steel 
Bleepers  for  a  railway  in  Bee  h  nan  aland 
from  Germany.  The  freight  down  the 
Hbine  from  Dtis^sehlorf  to  Antwerp  was 
38.  a  ton,  put  on  board,  and  the  freight  to 
the  Thames  was  about  3s.  6d,,  whilst  the 
freight  from  Carditi'  to  the  Thames  was 
7s.  6il,  per  ton.  It  was  eases  of  this 
kind  that  made  him  believe  that  any 
addition  to  the  cost  wouhl  be  an  addition 
lo  the  difficulties  the  English  Ial>ourer 
bad  in  his  competition  with  the  foreigner. 
The  restriction  was  asked  for  as  a  benefit 
to  the  men,  but  he  believed  it  would  be 
detriraeotal  to  their  best  interests,  and 
probably  end  in  a  large  number  of  them 
being  placed  out  of  work.  There  was  a 
party  of  ho  it.  Gentlemen  opposite  who 
were  very  much  opposed  to  foreign  com- 
petition, and  who  used  all  their  efforts 
against  it.  lie  might  state  for  their  iu- 
formiition  that  tlie  roof  now  going  np  on 
tlje  new  Cuiied  Service  Institution  was 
of  Belgian  iron  ;  so  was  the  roof  of  the 
Athenrrum  at  Liverpool,  [^d  ert/  of 
"  Shame  I  '']  Yes,  and  be  did  not  want 
to  increase  the  shame  of  these  trans- 
actions V>y  legisiation.  His  hon,  Friciuls 
opposite  took  the  House  rather  by  sur- 
prise the  other  day  in  respect  to  a  ques- 
tion upon  which  they  felt  very  acutely 
and  in  regard  to  wluch  he  entirely  sym- 
piithiseil  witli  them  —  he  meant  the 
depression  of  agriculture.  Well,  a 
stranger  whom  he  met  tlie  other  day 
told  ban  that  **  Xorfolk  thrives  l»cM 
when  the  Lancashire,  Durham,  Korthuu}- 
hcrland,  and  West  Uidiug  miners  are 
fully  emidoyed.^'  The  fotxi  that  went 
into  their  houses  made  all  tlie  tlifference 
to  agriculture.  This  Bill  would  seiitl 
more  of  onr  trade  abroad.  The  Poor 
Law  Returns  for  last  December  were  the 
worst  we  had  had  for  four  or  live  yetirs. 
Sir  J,  Feme 


bard  competition,  and  he  believed  it 
^vonld  be  very  detrimental  to  the  work- 
ing classes  of  this  country. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
t^uestion  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this  day 
six  months." — {Sir  A.  Hick  ma  fh) 

Question  proposed,  *^^That  the  word 
*  now  '  stand  part  of  the  yuestion.'' 

Mh.  T.  BAYLEV  (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield)  said,  the  hon.  Member  who 
moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  had  taken 
up  a  different  attitude  from  that  adopted 
by  the  Mineowners'  Association,  of 
which  he  was  a  distinguised  member.  The 
hon.  Member  had  sitiii  he  did  not  so  much 
object  to  an  Eight  Hours  Bill  for  miners 
providing  that  it  applied  to  the  working 
places  and  not  to  the  hours  worked  from 
bank  to  bank.  The  ilineowners'' Associa- 
tion said 

*"tbattbe  hours  of  aduU  lalwur  ought  not  to 
be  tixed  h\  rarliamtiut,  hut  ougbt  to  be  left  to 
agreement  between  employers  and  employed," 

He  was  very  pleased  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
lier  had  come  round  so  far  as  to  express 
agreement  with  the  supporters  of  the 
Bill  in  tbe  great  principle  that  Parlia- 
ment had  a  right  to  limit  the  hours  of 
labour,  Hon,  Mcmlicrs  who  had  ob- 
jected to  the  Bill  so  far  had  looked  at  it 
purely  from  a  financial  and  business  point 
of  view.  There  were  higher  things  for 
the  House  to  consider,  however,  than 
business  and  financial  arrangements,  and 
the  c|ueHfion  that  ought  chiefly  to  weigh 
with  the  House  in  detiling  with  the  Bill 
was  that  of  the  heallh  and  welfare  of  the 
general  eumtnunity.  He  believed  hon. 
Members,  were  uiuinimous  in  thinking 
that  miniug  was  a  dangerous  trade,  hut 
they  were  not  tmited  on  the  qnestiott 
whether  it  was  an  unhealthy  traile.  Some 
of  the  gentlemen  who  had  spoken  in  the 
Debate  had    tried    to    prove    that    wark 
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dovrti  a  pit  was  not  uuhealthy.  If  any 
of  those  geiiilenieii  wlio  were  miiie-ow tiers 
ivouKl  go  iuto  tlieir  own  niiiios  auci  to  the 
ipliK!e  where  the  air  cooiiiitf  froTii  the  pit 
tered — what  was  called  tlio  fan-drift — 
[»ey  would,  he  thought,  fonn  a  very 
differetit  opioion.  The  air  was  drawn 
from  the  colliery  hy  a  large  fan  to  the 
Hirfaee.  The  air  that  passed  through  a 
mi  no  was  sometimes  driv^en  three,  four,  or 
five  miles  thruu^h  tlie  dii^breiit  \vorkiiigt?. 
During  it^i  pai^age  through  the  iniue  it 
took  up  the  iifitunU  ga^es  givou  out  hy 
the  coal  and  rhe  impurities  i»f  tlie  conl 
face.  Jt  passed  through  litriilid  i?pare?i 
where  perhaps  l,tX)0  or  uiore  nieu  auil 
boys  were  working,  atid  where  tlitre 
were  perhaps  ICK)  or  more  horses.  He 
had  himself  several  time;*  been  in  a  fan- 
rift,  aiid  he  should eertainly  be  very  sorry 
spend  more  than  an  hour,  or  a  couple 
I  hours  at  any  rate,  m  sueh  an  atmo- 
iphere,  Sonjcliody,  however,  hail  to 
ork  in  the  air  near  the  fan-cJrift,  and 
lou.  Members  might  judge  whether  work 
such  an  atmosphere  was  healthy, 
e  was  glad  to  see  that  all  the 
lUery    proprietors 

e  Bill,  but  that  several  of  them  were 
pporting  it.  He  held  in  his  baud  a 
tier  he  had  received  from  the  iSecretary 
the  Durham  Cotnjty  Colliery  Engi- 
rs'  Association  which  rather  confirmed 
e  views  he  held  about  the  ventilation 
I  pits.  The  Secretary  wrote  that  the 
Association  had  passed  a  resolutron  in 
favour  of  the  Bill,  and  be  added  that 
two-thirds  of  the  members  of  ttie  Asso- 
cfnfion  were  working  in  underground 
t'n»:iue-rooms  from  10  to  11  hours  a  day, 
whdst  three-fifths  were  working  12  hom-s 
a  day  «cveo  days  a  week,  or  84  hours  iti 
All.  The  engineering  rooms  in  which 
these  men  worked  were  invariably  at  a 
temperature  rauging  from  90  to  100 
ilegrecs.  Mauy  views  had  been  expressed 
iw  to  how  this  Bill  woidd  etiect 
of  the  country.  Similar  views  luul  been 
•tat«Mj  whenever  a  measure  of  the  kind 
hid  heen  passed.  He  himself  did  not 
Mieve  that  the  Bill  woulii  materially 
iJrer  the  price  of  coal  to  the  public.  In 
the  two  counties  with  which  he  was 
Wt  acquainted,  and  he  believed  the  name 
tbiog  could  be  said  of  (be  North  of 
Eugland,  the  eollteriea  were  only  work* 
lug  from  four  to  four  and  a*half  days  a 
week.     Surely   it  would  be  very  much 


better  to  work  eight  hours  a  day  regidarly 
for  five  days  a  week  than  to  work  longer 
liours  on  a  smalicr  number  of  days  a 
week.  The  men  wouid  certainly  lead 
healthier  autl  happier  lives,  and  they 
would  know  txjictly  what  was  coming io 
at  the  end  of  the  week.  It  was  said  that 
a  Ihnitation  of  the  hours  of  labour  woidd 
not  make  the  pits  safer  than  they  were  at 
present.  If,  however,  a  man  were  tired 
out  by  long  hours  of  labour,  he  could 
not  be  anything  like  as  vigorous  at  the 
end  of  that  time  as  he  was  at  the  be- 
ginuing  of  it,  or  in  the  middle  of  it,  and 
if  his  physical  vigour  were  taken  away 
he  was  less  capable  of  gmirding  him- 
self against  the  danger  of  accidents 
tliaii  he  would  otherwise  be.  Many 
accidentH  were  caused  by  men  over- 
workifig  themselves  or  attempting  to 
do  too  much.  In  his  opinion^  oeither  the 
colliery  owners  nor  the  piil>lic  had  any- 
thing to  fear  from  the  passage  of  this 
Bill,  whilst,  on  the  other  hand,  the  result 
of  ite  adoption  would  bo  that  the  miners 
would  be  able  to  live  more  vigorous, 
healthier,  happier,  and  regular  lives  than 
were  not  opposing  |  they  could  at  present,  and  would  be 
better  able  to  fulfil  the  duties  of  citixen- 
sbip. 

Mr.  LEGH  (Lancashire,  S.W.,  New- 
ton) said,  those  who  supported  the  Bill 
inigiit  congratuhite  themselves  on  the 
fact  that  they  had  at  any  rate  succeeded 
io  prodmdng  one  case  in  which  au 
employer  had  tried  the  exjierirnent  of  an 
eight  hours  day  with  success  He  had 
not,  however,  gathered  that  even  that 
employer  was  in  favour  of  a  legal  eight 
hours  day.  Everybody  was  in  favour  of 
reducing  hours  as  nuich  as  possible. 
Those  who  opposed  the  Bill  were,  how- 
ever, in  favour  of  reducing  them  by 
voluntary  arrangement  and  negotiation 
with  the  employers.  He  contended  that 
no  very  serious  effort  had  ever  been 
ho  trade  I  made    l>y    the   men's    leailers    to   obtain 

I  au  eight  hours  day  by  negotiation.  It 
was  said  that  the  men  were  tiot  strong 
enough  to  obtain  ii  reduction  of  hours  for 
themselves,  lieally  he  thought  that  the 
leaders  of  the  Miners'  Federation  showed 

'  too  much  modesty  on  this  point.  He 
gave  them  credit  for  a  great  deal  more 
power    than    they    admitted    possessing. 

'  There  w-as  no  autocrat  who  exercised 
more  inH nonce  than  the  leaders  of  the 
Kinera'    Federation.     They   had   shown 
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their  power  in  numerous  instances.  Two 
years  ago  the  men  in  the  Lancashire  and 
Cheshire  Federation  Districts  were  called 
out  because  it  was  supposed  that  coal 
was  being  got  too  quickly.  The  recol- 
lection of  the  way  in  which  the  men 
stood  by  their  leaders  in  the  last  great 
strike  was  fresh  in  everybody's  memory, 
and  he  believed  it  was  only  on  Friday 
last  at  Wigan  that  the  Federation  made 
a  decree  that  no  man  should  work  more 
than  eight  hours  a  day  and  more  than  four 
days  a  week,  or  earn  more  than  6s.  a  day. 
After  this  display  of  the  powerof  the  Union, 
it  was  surely  preposterous  to  contend  that 
the  men  were  unable  to  secure  a  reduction 
of  hours  by  their  own  individual  efforts. 
Now,  as  to  the  unanimity  of  the  men  in 
desiring  eight  hours.  It  was  asserted 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  responsible  for  the 
measure — notably  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ince — that  the  men  were  practically 
unanimous — that  was  to  say,  that  more 
than  90  per  cent,  of  them  were  in  favour 
of  it.  The  hon.  Member  was  fond  of 
speaking  in  his  collective  capacity.  He 
often  spoke  for  several  hundred  thousand 
at  once.  Not  long  ago  he  undertook  to 
speak  for  all  the  Trades  Unionists,  and 
no  doubt  later  on  this  afternoon  he  would 
speak  for  hundreds  of  thousands  more. 
It  was  curious,  though,  that  while  the 
hon.  Member,  whose  constituency  con- 
tained a  great  number  of  miners,  was 
returned  by  only  a  small  majority,  he 
himself  (Mr.  Legh),  who  represented  a 
neighbouring  constituency  containing 
almost  as  many  miners,  had  three  times 
the  majority  of  the  hon.  Member.  It 
was  curious  to  note  how  some  hon. 
Members  regarded  the  ballot  under 
different  circumstances.  When  the 
servants  of  the  London  and  North 
Western  Railway  Company  by  ballot 
expressed  their  views  upon  particular 
points,  the  House  was  told  to  attach  very 
little  value  to  that  expression  of  opinion; 
but  when  the  miners  expressed  by  the 
same  means  their  preference  for  a  legal 
eight  hours  day,  the  same  people  con- 
sidered it  an  inspired  utterance,  and 
thought  it  was  almost  sacrilege 
to  say  anything  which  could  cast 
doubt  upon  such  an  expression  of 
opinion.  He  was  not  so  absolutely 
convinced  by  this  ballot  as  some 
hon.  Members  appeared  to  be.  If  he 
was   not   mistaken,  that  ballot  was  con- 

Mr,  Legh 


ducted  by  the  oflScials  of  the  Miners* 
Union,  that  those  officials  knew  how  the 
men  voted,  and  in  many  instances  them- 
selves inscribed  the  men's  votes.  It  was 
obvious,  therefore,  that  anyone  who  was 
opposed  to  the  eight  hours  day  would 
hardly  attain  great  popularity  by  show- 
ing his  hostility  to  this  measure.  There- 
fore, with  all  due  deference  to  those  con- 
cerned, he  did  not  think  they  should  put 
too  much  implicit  trust  and  reliance  upon 
these  ballots.  They  were  told  by  those 
who  supported  this  Bill  that  it  would 
secure  greater  safety,  of  which  he  him- 
self was  doubtful,  and  that  it  would  lead 
to  increased  exertions  on  the  part  of  the 
men,  which  would  tell  to  their  advantage, 
and  that  it  would  have  no  effect  what- 
ever on  the  output  of  coal.  But  in  1888 
he  noticed  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Ince 
urged  the  acceptance  of  such  a  measure 
as  this  upon  his  hearers,  because  he  said  it 
would  reduce  the  output  of  coal  by 
20,000,000  tons,  which  would  be  a  most 
excellent  thing  ;  while  the  Member  for 
Rhondda,  during  the  Debate  on  the  Bill 
of  1892,  said  he  was  prepared  to  support 
the  Bill  for  that  very  reason.  For  his 
own  part,  he  (Mr.  Legh)  felt  no  doubt 
whatever  that  that  was  the  main  object 
of  this  Bill.  If  it  was  a  Bill  which  was 
brought  in  merely  to  reduce  the  hours^ 
why  were  they  not  content  to  take  it  for 
48  hours  per  week  ?  He  believed  that 
48  hours  per  week  would  be  secured 
with  practically  little  difficulty,  but  the 
object  of  this  measure  was  to  restrict  the 
output,  under  the  mistaken  and  erroneous 
impression  that  wages  would  rise,  be- 
cause it  would  be  possible  to  raise  the 
price  of  coal  against  the  consumer. 
Nothing  in  this  Bill  was  so  extraordi- 
nary as  the  success  which  it  had 
achieved.  It  seemed  to  exercise  the 
most  demoralising  effect  upon  poli- 
ticians on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
He  observed  with  surprise  gentlemen 
whom  he  looked  upon  as  sound  in  the 
political  views  they  professed  competing 
with  one  another  for  the  honour  of  bring- 
ing in  this  Bill,  and  the  honour  of  having 
their  names  put  upon  it.  He  should  like 
to  address  a  warning  to  gentlemen  on  his 
side  of  the  House  who  had  pledged  them- 
selves to  support  the  measure.  Many,  or 
at  least  some,  of  them  had  arrived  at 
a  sort  of  compromise  by  saying  that 
they  would  support  the  principle  of  the 
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Bill,  iinti  reserve  to  tbemiselves  the  liljerty  »  tluiii    nuy    rn«ja4*iiro     uow    eugagiu^,     or 


of  moving  Ameutlments  in  Committee. 
He  should  be  very  iiuicli  4<m  prised  tf  i 
any  Amend ineiits  were  accepted  in  Com-  ' 
mittoe  at  alL  It  seemetl  to  him  Ihal  tliin 
was  mo:*t  emphatically  a  qiiustiou  n\Hni 
which  there  was  no  room  for  comprrmiisc 
at  all.     They  had  got  either  to  vote  tor 


likely  U*  en«^age,  tlie  attention  of  the 
House  for  a  eoiisiderahle  time  to  come. 
They  ha<l  heuii  told  by  .some  speakers 
that  an  eiglu.  hours  day  was*  an  experi- 
ment — a  leap  in  the  dark,  and  a  Htep  that 
tould  uot  he  taken  without  great  dauj^er  ; 
but  he  wad  happy   to   say  tiie  eoiistitu- 


nil  eight  Ijours   day  from   liaiik  ro   bauk,    eney  of  West  Fife  Imd  enjoyed  what  was 


or  they  had  got  to  vote  agaiuwt  it.  He 
would  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for 
Itiee  whether  he  would  l>e  prepared  to 
accept  au  Ameudmeiit  such  as  was  fore* 
frba«iowed  by  the  Prime  Miuinter  yester- 
day ?  Whether,  for  ini^tanee,  he  wa^ 
likely  to  accept  the  principle  of  local 
optioti — ICries  of  "  No,  no''  !  ] — or 
whether  he  was  likely  to  accept  the  pro- 
posal that  the  hours  with  regard  to 
working  at  the  "face"   alone  iihould  be 


commonly  called  an  eight  hours  day 
from  bank  to  bank  for  1'^  years.  [Aii 
hou.  Member  :  How  got  P  ]  Never 
mind  how  got.  He  made  bold  to  say 
there  was  no  man  in  the  Comity  of  Fife, 
whatever  his  eoniiectiou  with  the  coal 
trade  might  be,  who  would  ever  dream 
of  going  back  to  the  abandoned  system. 
li  that  were  so,  wliether  it  were  right  or 
wrong,  wise  or  foolish,  to  come  to  thi» 
Hourfo  for  these  things,  it  was  itlle  to  say 


affected  ?     [**  No  I  "j   Of  course,  he  was  !  that  any  danger  wcjuhl  accrue  to  the  con- 
tiot  prepared  to  accept   anything  of  the  \  duct  of  thiij   industry,   when   experience 


kind.  If  the  Bill  ever  got  into  Com- 
mittee, the  supporters  of  it  woidd  refnise 
to  accept  any  suggestions  of  thin  kind. 
Ue  did  not  blame  them,  because  they 
were  perfectly  logical  and  perfectly  con- 
•  nt  in  refushig  to  accept  any  enrh 
„4<^^tion.  The  prinei[ile  of  the  Bill 
was  u  hard-and-fast  and  rigid  one,  and 
the  moment  anyone  liegati  to  intro- 
duce limitations  and  Amendments  the 
Bill  would  he  destroyed  altogether. 
He  was  sure  that  was  the  opinion 
of  the  geutlemeu  responiible  for 
the  introduction  of  the  meanure. 
As  the  liepreseutative  of  a  large 
number  of  colliers,  it  would  be  Ids 
duty  to  vote  against  this  Bill, 
because  be    believed    it  would    he  most 


hud  shown  that  eight  hours  eould  be 
worked.  He  quite  agreed  that  it  won  Id 
be  absurd  to  preteo*!  that  the  coal  in- 
dustry of  this  country  was  in  a  weak 
position.  On  the  eontniry,  it  occupied  in 
most  parts  n  strong  and  well-organised 
j)ositiofi,  and  he  said  tlic  admission  of 
,'  that  made  l»y  the  miners  was  not  a  proof* 
I  of  their  weakness,  but  of  their  strength* 
TJiey  dill  not  come  to  Parliatnent,  as  50 
or  100  years  ago  they  might  well  have 
done,  MS  grimy  serfs,  Ijesecching  some  re- 
laxation from  a  horrihle  toil  imposed  upon 
them  by  cm  el  masters.  They  came  with 
tlie  experience  of  a  cpiarter  of  a  century 
hebind  them,  proving  the  economic  and 
I  nionil  advuntnges  of  shortened  hours  of 
(  hihour  ;   that  tlieir  trade  eoidd  be  carried 


prejudicial  to  the  people  for  whose  sake  I  on  under   tiiese  conditions  economically 


it  was  brought  forward  ;  it  would  uot 
iucrease  the  safety  or  wages  of  the  men, 
but  would  have  an  exactly  opposite 
effect:  it  would  add  to  the  cost  of  pro- 
ductioQy  and  it  would  iuRiet  an  almost 
irreparable  blow  npou  one  of  the  most 
iftifMirtant  incjustries  of  the  country. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  (Fife,  W.)  said,  he 
represented  a  Scotch  conatituencv*  which 
was  composed  of  one  of  the  oldest 
coalfields  in  Great  Britain,  and  which 
still     had    an     annual    output    of    some 


and  safely,  and  that  they  were  only 
anxious  to  make  them  general  and  univar- 
sal.  Every  time  this  question  was  dis- 
cussed some  absurd  argument  w*as  by 
common  consent  dropped.  They  used  to 
bear  that  sitcb  ji  Bill  as  this  would  Ba[)  the 
indepeudenceaud  individuality  of  miners  ; 
that  it  was  an  odious  aiul  horrible 
thing  that  a  man  should  have  his  hours 
of  labour  restricted  by  the  general  law 
of  the  land.  There  w^as  a  time  wdien 
men  opposed  Unions  altogether,  but  these 


4,000,000  tons,    and    he    was   therefore    views  were  no  longer  expressed.     On  the 


aatu  rally  anxious  to  support  the 
Second  Reading  of  a  measure  which  he 
could  honestly  say  from  experience  lay 
nearer  to  the  hearts   of  bis  coustitueuts 


contrary,  miners  were  uow  fold  that 
if  they  wanted  to  get  their  hours  of  labour 
shortened,  they  should  support  with  all 
tbe'T  Btreugth  their  Unions,     It  must  be 
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obvious  that  it  was  as  much  a  tjraiiDV 
to  obey  the  private  l»\v  nf  h  L'nioti  a»  it 
was  to  obey  a  law  *>f  thi^  Hoiir'e.  Tbey 
really  bad  bad  uo  genuine,  wbule-lieartt*d 
opposition  to  tbeliill.  Opposition  to  the 
Bill  wa5  impossible,  because  nobody  bad 
beeu  found  to  stay  that  eight  hours*  a  day 
was  not  enough  for  a  umu  to  work  uuder- 
gronud.  The  only  question  was  whether 
that  restriction  should  be  left  to  be  fought 
by  private  negotiation,  whiLdi  usually 
meant  private  warfare,  or  whether  the 
time  was  uot  ripe  for  a  geuera!  settle- 
ment upon  the  h'ues  of  this  Bill  ?  The 
report  of  the  North  of  England  United  | 
Cool  Trade  Asaociation,  whieh  was  isRued  | 
in  objection  to  thie  proposal,  spoke, 
amongst  other  things,  of  tlie  exeeedingly 
healthy  and  happy  nature  of  the  miner^'s 
hTe.  He  did  not  dispute  that,  talcing  one 
trade,  that  of  the  miner  was  as  good  ; 
but  that  was  irrelevant  to  the  question. 
He  observed  from  the  report,  which  was 
as  full  of  figures  as  a  Budget  speech,  that 
miners  were  free  from  the  gout.  There 
were  a  good  many  colliery  proprietors, 
hotli  in  this  House  and  in  another  place, 
who,  imless  their  griniaees  l»elied  th^m, 
sut!*Ted  very  much  from  rhis  most 
painful  disease.  They  knew  now  how 
to  secure  a  cure.  Let  them  abandon  for 
a  time  their  syivnu  retreatit,  whi<'h 
decoratedftho  North  Country, and  go  down 
the  shaft  of  a  eoal  mine,  lie  on  their 
stomachs  with  pick-axes  in  their  haods — 
and  if  at  the  end  of  the  week  their  claim 
for  piecework  might  not  be  a  large  sum, 
they  wouhbfeel  the  satisfaction  of  sharing 
the  immunify  of  the  miner  from  this  com- 
plaint. Experience  in  Scotland  went  to 
show  tiial  the  eight  hours*  limit  was  a  wise 
and  proper  limit,  which,  having  been  once 
introduced^  was  never  likely  to  be  retired 
from, 

Mr,  MATHER  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Gorton)  said,  that  one  of  the  great 
diffiouities  which  eight-hourg  men  like 
himself  had  on  this  occasion  was  the 
fact  that,  whereas  during  the  last  50 
years  some  40  Bills  had  passed  the 
House  for  the  relief  of  the  working 
classes  and  various  trades  with  the 
nnanimons  voice  of  the  persons  concerned, 
this  Bill  came  before  the  House  stoutly 
opposed  by  a  very  large  portion  of  the 
members  of  the  great  National  Union  of 
Miners,  for  whom  it  was  desired  that 
this  legislation  should  be  enacted.     Tbe 

Mn  Birred 


bon.  Member  for  Eecles  had  presented 
the  case  of  ihe  miners,  so  far  as  the 
physical  conditions  of  hiV>onr  were  con- 
cerned, with  force  anil  elofjnence  ;  and 
he  quite  n riders tood  what  wore  the 
motives  which  bad  induced  his  hon. 
Friend  to  suspend  his  logical  faculty  and 
give  full  scope  to  that  feeling  which  all 
sbaretl,  but  which  their  reason  sometimes 
forced  them  to  restrain  for  the  ?iake  of 
the  large  issues  involved.  He  had  for 
long  years  been  desirous  of  curtailing 
the  hours  of  labour  in  all  the  industries 
of  the  country,  especially  in  the  ease  of 
miners^  and  he  had  conso!etl  himself  with 
the  hope  that  so  powerful  had  become 
Trades  Organisations,  and  notably  that 
conueeted  with  mining,  that  it  wonld  be 
possible,  when  they  made  a  practically 
unanimous  demand  for  reduced  hours  of 
labour,  and  conveyed  that  opinion  to 
their  masters  and  to  the  public,  for  that 
reduction  to  be  made  without  coming  to 
Parliament  to  relieve  the  Trades  Unions 
of  the  reponsibility  which  they  ought  to 
bear.  Last  year  he  introduced  a  Bill 
which  would  have  given  Trades  Unions 
power  to  make  etfective  such  unanimous 
demands,  and  be  was  still  prepared  to 
support  legislation  of  that  kind  ;  but  when 
he  considered  tbe  history  of  industries 
in  this  countrj  during  the  last  25  or  30 
years,  his  reason  and  conscience  revolted 
against  supporting  a  Bill  which  would 
make  Parliament  responsible  for  matters 
which  belonged  solely  to  etnployers  and 
employed.  He  lived  in  the  hope  and  ex- 
pectation that  their  dream  of  concilia- 
tion, peace^  and  arbitrament  iu  trade  dis- 
putes would  become  a  realised  fact. 
They  had  an  instance  of  that  in  the 
appointment  of  the  Board  of  Arbitration 
under  Lonl  Shand,  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion of  wages.  He  could  imagine  no 
ditliculties  with  the  hours  of  labour  so 
great  as  those  connected  with  the  rate  of 
wages,  and  if  one  could  l>e  settled  by 
arbitration,  so  might  the  other  l>e.  He 
would  urge  the  House  not  to  enter  upon 
a  path  the  end  of  which  they  could  not 
foretell.  No  one  could  accuse  him  of 
being  a  friend  of  Masters*  Organisations, 
He  had  never  belonged  to  one,  and  never 
would.  On  the  contrary,  he  had  pro- 
moted by  evGry  means  in  his  power  the 
combination  of  workmen  to  secure  iheu" 
end.  He  had  tried  recently  to  give  an 
ob)ect-les8oa  in  reducing  hours  of  labour 
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in  order  to  maiDt-ain  the  eii^iiieentig  in- 
dustry, by  promoting  good  will  !*etwceii 
employer  aud  employed  ;  and  lie  could 
not  for  the  life  of  bim  luideri^tand  why 
it  was  not  possible  to  accomplisli  tljtj 
Sttme  thing  in  the  rainiiit^  industry  if  the 
men  were  practically  iintmimout?,  A  few 
years  ago  he  gave  evidence  before  a 
MiDers^  CoDgrePB  at  Boston,  United 
8tateis.  He  had  stated  then  that  it  was 
the  boast  of  the  British  workmen  that 
they  were  partners  with  the  masiters  in 
all  the  great  iudmtriei^  of  tliLs  country, 
and  that  whenever  the  com V»ined  members 
of  a  particular  trade  throughout  tlie 
country  were  iinaDimoui^Iy  in  favour 
of  a  certain  measure  being  adopted, 
they  were  able  to  gain  their  end 
ftoooer  or  later,  and  that  Pariiameut 
was  bouud  to  admit  that  the  meu 
were  right.  If  any  hou.  Gentleman 
thought  he  was  taking  up  a  position  with 
regard  to  this  Bill  because  he  had  no 
knowledge  of  industrial  questions,  be 
knew  very  little  about  the  matter,  lie 
had  given  hostages  enough  for  the 
opinions  he  held.  He  had  spent  bis  life 
among  workmen,  and  had  given  those 
questions  the  atienlion  of  a  lifetime,  It 
was  said  that  if  the  hours  of  lalunir  were 
ahortened  the  price  of  coal  wotdtl  he  in- 
creased. That  might  or  might  not  he  rhe 
case^.  There  were,  however,  in  his 
opinion,  greater  evils  to  he  feared  for  this 
country  than  any  which  were  likely  to 
arise  owing  to  an  iucreaae  in  the  price  of 
coal.  In  no  other  country  in  the  world 
was  coal  so  wastefiilly  used  as  in  Eng- 
land, He  made  that  statement  after  a 
practical  experience  on  the  question,  at 
some  time  or  other,  in  bis  capacity  as  an 
engineer  in  almost  every  country  of 
Europe.  With  the  exception  of  the  largo 
iron  and  steel  works  in  England — -in 
which  economy  in  every  way  was  com- 
pulsory owing  to  the  competition  in  the 
trade— the  waste  of  coal  that  went  on  in 
the  large  manufacturing  centres  was 
enormous.  Before  the  year  1832,  when 
there  was  a  coal  famine,  no  means  were 
thought  of  by  which  the  waste  of  coal 
in  fa  c  to  ri  pb  co  u  Id  be  ti  i  m  i  n  i  s  h  ed  *  Hew  as 
inclined  to  believe  that  if  this  Bill  became 
law  the  output  of  coal  won  hi  be  increase*! 
and  not  deoreased.  That  was  an  opinion 
contrary  to  the  view  that  was  generally 
taken  on  the  subject,  and  one  of  his 
reasoos-  for  it  was  the  fact  that  up  to  the 


present  time  in  no  existing  industry  was 
machinery  so  little  employed  as  in  the 
coal  trade  in  England.  For  example, 
there  was  no  maehinery  for  hewing  coal 
by  steam  or  for  economising  the  number 
of  men  employed  underground.  There 
was  nothing  in  the  Bi!l  to  prevent 
masters  i n trod t icing  machinery  to  do  the 
work  lu  their  collieries  now  done  entirely 
by  hand  hthour,  and  that  work  could  be 
done  in  fo«r or  fi ve  hours  with  a  less  number 
of  men  than  at  present  in  eight  hours. 
If  pressure  under  such  circumstances 
was  placed  on  the  employer,  and  tho 
employers  in  seeking  to  relieve  them- 
selves increased  their  output  by  machi- 
nery, and  thus  rodticetl  the  number  of  men 
employed,  would  Parliament  he  prepared 
to  protect  the  employers  against  any  un- 
rcasonahle  opposition  on  the  part  of  the 
miners  ?  lie  believed  thai  Parliament 
would  find,  in  consequence  of  passing 
this  Bill,  demands  made  upon  il  which 
at  present  it  tlid  not  foiesee,  all  of  which 
might  be  removed  from  tlie  tbvnr  of  this 
House  if  only  Parliament  would  en- 
courage the  coalowners  and  miners  of 
the  country  to  meet  and  consult  each 
other,  as  men  and  masters  hud  met  on 
other  Oi*casious,  and  see  if  they  could 
not  arrange  lerms  on  which  a  reduction 
of  hours  might  be  made  without  imperil- 
ing an  important  and  great  industry. 
These  were  the  conditions  under  which 
alone  this  great  mining  indtistry  could 
prosper,  or  in  fact  under  which  any  in- 
dustry in  the  country  cowld  prosper.  He 
was  so  strongly  in  favour  of  a  reduction  of 
the  hours  of  labour  that  he  desired  to 
see  it  done  in  the  most  exiseditious  way, 
so  that  there  would  not  be  iVesh  source 
of  trouble,  difficulty,  and  strikes  in  the 
fiitnre  ;  In^t  how  would  it  he  possible, 
when  Parliament  had  once  taken  the 
responsibility  of  passing  an  Act  to  re- 
lieve Trades  Unions  of  their  responsibili- 
ties— how  was  it  possible  for  Parliament 
to  prevetit  itself  going  fnrther  and 
further  in  relation  to  other  industries  as 
well  as  that  of  coal  mining  ?  For  his 
own  part,  he  was  perfectly  convinced, 
from  the  beneficial  results  that  had 
already  sprung  from  the  shortening  of 
hours,  that  by  a  peaceful  and  concilia- 
tory process  the  reduction  of  hours  would 
become  universal,  and  therefore  on  these 
grounds  he  asked  Parlianieist  to  hesitate 
before  it  piita  its  hand  to  a  new  order  of 
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things,  and  before  committing  itself  to 
what  might  interfere  not  only  with  the 
coal  industry,  but  with  other  great  and 
important  industries  of  the  country. 

•Mk.  GERALD  BALFOUR  (Leeds, 
Central)  said,  it  would  be  impossible  for 
any  speaker  on  a  Wednesday  afternoon, 
when  so  many  Members  were  desirous  of 
addressing  the  House,  to  attempt  to 
cover  the  whole  field  of  controversy 
opened  by  this  Bill,  and  he  should  there- 
fore confine  himself  to  one  aspect  of  it, 
and  to  that  alone ;  but  he  trusted,  as 
a  member  of  the  Labour  Commission, 
which  had  given  a  great  deal  of  atten- 
tion to  the  question,  he  might  be  per- 
mitted to  offer  a  few  observations.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Newton 
Division  of  Lancashire  (Mr.  Legh) 
referred  to  the  fact,  which  he  believed 
was  notorious,  that  a  considerable  number 
of  Members  proposed  to  vote  for  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  reserving  to 
themselves  the  right  to  vote  in  the  Com- 
mittee stage  for  an  Amendment  intro- 
ducing the  principle  of  local  option. 
He  desired  to  offer  a  few  reasons  to  the 
House  for  regarding  that  as  an  unwise 
and  undesirable  course  to  pursue.  Unless 
hon.  Members  were  really  prepared  to 
support  the  Bill,  whether  the  principle 
of  local  option  was  introduced  in  Com- 
mittee or  not,  such  a  course  seemed  to 
him  either  illogical  or  not  quite  straight- 
forward. It  was  not  quite  straight- 
forward, if  they  thought  this  was  a 
convenient  way  of  defeating  the  Bill, 
to  vote  for  the  Second  Reading  and 
afterwards  vote  for  an  Amendment  that 
would  kill  it.  He  might  be  allowed  to 
observe  that  the  leaders  of  the  miners 
on  many  occasions  had  expressed  the 
opinion  they  would  rather  have  no  Bill  at 
all  than  a  Bill  that  did  not  provide  a 
uniform  eight  hours  day  in  every  district. 

Mu.  WOODS  (Lancashire,  Ince)  : 
From  bank  to  bank. 

Mu.  GERALD  BALFOUR  said,  he 
therefore  did  not  think  it  would  be 
straightforward  to  vote  for  the  Second 
Reading  with  the  intention  of  afterwards 
adopting  a  course  which  it  was  known 
would  cause  the  Bill  to  be  dropped.  He 
entirely  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Newton  Division  of 
Lancashire  (Mr.  Legh)  that  the  miners,  if 
they  were  right  in  asking  for  this  measure 
at   all,    were   right    in    asking    that    its 

Mr.  Mather 


application  should  be  uniform  and  uni- 
versal. Uniformity  in  the  hours  of  labour 
worked  in  mines  in  every  district  of  the 
country  was,  in  fact,  an  essential  part  of 
the  Bill.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
one  of  the  Divisions  of  Fife  (Mr.  Birrell) 
used  an  argument  that  had  been  com- 
monly used  in  this  House  and  elsewhere. 
The  hon.  Member  said  it  was  generally 
acknowledged  that  an  eight  hours  day 
was  a  good  thing  ;  that  if  it  was  a  good 
thing  when  procured  by  the  action  of 
Trades  Unions,  how  could  it  be  bad  when 
it  was  secured  by  legislative  enactment  ? 
His  hon.  Friend  always  amused  the  House 
by  his  speeches,  but  he  ventured  to  think 
on  this  occasion  his  logic  was  at  fault. 
The  argument  was  misleading.  The 
principle  of  the  Bill  was  a  uniform  eight 
hours  day,  and  the  reason  why  the  miners 
asked  for  legislation  on  the  subject  was 
because  they  believed  that  by  legislative 
enactment  alone  could  a  uniform  eight 
hours  day  and  a  permanent  eight  hours 
day  be  secured.  In  these  circumstances, 
it  was  idle  to  argue  that  if  an  eight 
hours  day  secured  by  Trades  Unionism 
was  a  good  thing,  it  must  also  be 
a  good  thing  when  secured  by  legis- 
lation. Most  Members  of  the  House 
would  agree  that  eight  hours  was 
a  sufficient  time  for  a  man  to  work  under- 
ground, and  that  it  was  desirable  that  where 
longer  hours  were  worked  they  should,  if 
possible,  be  shortened.  But  when  they 
said  that  an  eight  hours  day  was  desirable 
they  did  not  mean  to  say  that  it  was 
desirable  apart  from  the  consequences  that 
it  might  involve.  What  was  meant  was 
that  it  would  be  desirable  if  it  could  be 
secured  without  producing  evil  conse- 
quences which  would  more  than  out- 
weigh the  benefits.  That  was  all  that 
he  meant  at  any  rate,  and  they  might 
honestly  say  and  feel  that  an  eight  hours 
day  for  underground  workers  was  desir- 
able without  meaning  that  it  was  desur- 
able  here  and  now,  in  existing  circum- 
stances, in  reference  to  every  district 
and  to  every  mine  in  the  Kingdom,  and 
perfectly  irrespective  of  the  means  by 
which  it  was  to  be  secured.  The  argu- 
ment which  had  been  used  on  this  subject 
might  be  equally  applied  to  wages.  He 
believed  that  most  Members  of  the  House 
would  agree  that  it  would  be  desirable  that 
the  wages  not  only  of  miners,  but  of  all 
workers  in  this  country,  should  be  higher 
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^^thiwi  they  uow  are.  But  did  it  follow 
^Btbat  because  a  rise  of  wages  would  lie 
^Bdesirable  when  secured  tlirongh  Tradi? 
^HXlnions  or  arrangement  between  employer 
^B»ud  employed,  that  it  woo  Id  be  eq\ially 
^■desirable  that  Parliameut  slioiild  iuterveue 
and  fix  a  higher  scale  of  wa;j^e«5  in  ortler  to 
increase  the  remiiuerattou  of  the  workiui^ 

i4;la8de8  of  the  country  ?  It  appeared  to 
liim  to  bo  obrious  tltat  a  rise  of  wnf^es, 
even  when  procured  by  the  presi^iire  of 
Trades  Uniontf,  would  he  a  hml  tliiii*;;  if 
jlhat  rise  was  sueh  an  the  trade  eon  Id  not 
properly  bear,  and  if  it  would  end  in  a 
limitation  of  the  field  of  employment  for 

IaII  except  the  best  class  of  workmen.  Jf 
this  was  true  in  regard  to  a  rise  of  wages 
«ecure«i  in  that  way,  what  were  they  to 
liay  of  a  rise  of  wages  seenred  by  an 
Act  of  Parliament  ?  Was  it  not  ahnn- 
datitly  eviJeut  that  in  such  circumstances 
the  evils  which  he  had  indicated  might 
|>ossibly  follow  even  from  a  rise  of  wages 
obtwine<l  by  a  Trade  Union  would  follow 
hi  a  tenfold  degree  from  the  iuferference 
of  Parliament? 

LuRD  K.  CHURCHILL  (Paddiugton, 
te,)  :  Who  asks  for  the  interference  of 
iParl lament  with  regard  to  wages  ? 

■Mrt.  GERALD  BALFOUR  said,  he 
[was  merely  using  the  reference  to  wages 
id  an  illustration,  and  he  would  say  that 
jif  the  argument  was  good    with   regard 
[to  wages  it  was  also  good  with  regard  to 
Cbours.     He  cotd*l  not  disguise  from  him- 
fgelf  that  the  body  of  men  who  were  pro- 
moting  this  Bill    were    not   a   weak  or 
oppressed  or  disorganisetl  hody.     Un  the 
icontrary,    they    were    one    of   the    most 
fpowerfnl  and  highly  organised  bodies  of 
fcworkmen  in   the  Kingdom,       Hud   they 
B8e<J  their  strength  to  obtain  a  reduction 
[of  the  hours  of  labonr  ?    The  demand  for 
liin   eight    hours   day   was   hardly  *^eveu 
Ejeara  old.  It  began,  he  thought,  in  1887, 
in  a  district  in  Scotland,  atid   did   not  ob- 
lin  the  snpportof  the  miners  as  a  whole 
'till  1«H9. 

Mk,  PICKARD  :  Might  I  inform  the 

Ilson,  Member  that  we  began  this  agita- 
tion in  1864  ? 
•Mu.    GERAJ.D     BALFOUR    said, 
there  might  have   been   an   agitation   on 
the  part  of  a  comparatively  small  number 
^_of  men  in  the  year  mentioned  by  the  hoiL 
^■^ember,  but   the  agitation   had   not  be- 
^■iotue  important  nntil  1887.     In  the  years 
that  had  since  elapsed  how  many  strikes 
Lad  there  been  in  favonr  of  short  hours 
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in  mines  as  compared    with  *the  nnml^er 
of  strikes  which  had  taken  place  in  order 
to   secure   a    rise   of    wages  ?     But    the 
miners  said  they  wanted  a  tinlform  eight 
hours   day  i  that  uniformity  and   univer- 
sality were  essentia  1,  and  could  never  he 
procured  by  Trade  Union  et^brts.     At  all 
events,  it  would  reijuire  a  uni versa!  strike 
of  the  whole  body  of  miners  all  over  the 
Kingdom,  and    this   would   involve  such 
terrible  consequences,  such  vast  and  wide- 
spread suilering,  that  the  miners  recoiled 
from  so  extreme  a  course.      He  thought 
there  was  probably  another   reason  why 
they  were  desirous  of  suhstitnting  legis- 
hilive    for    Trade    Union    action.       The 
miners    knew     perfectly    well    that    by 
Trade    LTnion    action    they    would     not 
be  able  to    secure    an    eight  hours   day 
in  the  important  districts  of    Northnm- 
bcrlaud  and   Durimm    so    long  as  those 
districts     were     opposed     to     an     eight 
hours     day.       The    hoTu    Member     for 
luce    (Mr,    Woods)    operdy    proclaimed 
that    this     Bill    would     not     lie     worth 
having    unless    it  applied  to  every   dis- 
trict   in    the    country.       He  would    like 
to    know  why  it    was    that   the    learlers 
of  the  miners  were  so  anxious  to  appeal 
to    the    Legislature  nn   the  f|  nest  ion   of 
honrs  when  they  were  perfectly  ready  to 
strike  for  a  rise   of  wages  ?     There  was 
no  demand  for  uniformity  when  it  was  a 
question  of  a  rise  of  wages.     Why    was 
uniformity  insisted  on  in  the  question  of 
the   limitation  of  the    hours   of  labour  ? 
He  ranst  express  his  conviction  that  if  the 
miners  were  to  attack   this    problem  dis- 
trict by  district,  as   they    habitually   did 
when  it  was  a  question  of  raising  wages  ; 
if    they    were    to   appeal    to    employers 
to  establish   an   eight  hours  day  lu  par- 
ticular  districts    where   the    economical 
conditions  were  such  as   to  admit  of  it, 
th ere  wo « 1  d  b  e  ti  o  m  ore  i  mposs  i  b  i  I  i  ty  i  n  ob- 
taioing  an  eight  hours  day  in  such  districts 
than  there   was    at   the  present  time  hi 
obtaining  a  rise  of  wages.     It   might   he 
said  that  it  would  not  be  permanent.     It 
was  possible  that  it  might  not-     It  was 
possible,  when  circumstances   were    less 
favourable,  that  there  might  lie  a  return 
to  longer   hours,   but   he    would  observe 
that  experience  showed  that  a  return   to 
longer  hours  was  much   more   infrequent 
where  shorter  hours  had  once  been  obtained 
than  a    retnru    to    lower  wages.       And 
further,  if  the  miners  were  right  in  their 
contention  that  an  eight  hours  day  would 
3  L 
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iiot  lead  to  uti  iii^rea^c  iti  the  cost  of 
prcMltit!t'mn^  there  won  hi  be  no  poFsihle 
reui^ou  for  ret iir rung  to  Joi^ger  hoitrj*. 
Agnin,  the  queatioti  of  rej^j^ular  working 
on^ht  Dot  to  be  lost  sight  of.  Even 
whc'O  the  pits  were  iti  full  working, 
niinerH  seldom  worked  every  day  in 
the  week.  If  the  leaders  of  the 
miners  would  use  their  iiitliieui-e  with 
the  men  to  induce  them  to  work  more 
regularly  throughout  the  week,  »aj  five 
or  six  davf?  instead  of  four  or  five,  then 
this  difficulty  would  he  of  enmjmrativelv 
easy  Kolutioin  Had  the  leaders  ever 
approat'bed  the  masters  witli  an  offer  to 
encourage  the  men  to  w^ork  as  regu- 
larly as  posi^ibie,  «tid  not  to  omit  a 
day  or  two  in  the  w^eek  in  cons r deration 
that  the  working  hours  should  be  eight 
hours  a  day  ?  lie  doubted  whether  they 
had  ever  done  so.  It  was  an  eight 
hours  day  that  they  asked  for,  not  48 
bourfi  a  week,  lie  thought  it  wotdd 
l>e  reasonable  to  ask  the  uiiner,^  to 
exhaUHt  the  means  at  their  disposal  for 
procuring  a  limitation  of  the  honr.s 
of  labour  before  asking  Parlia- 
ment to  obtain  it  for  tbcni.  Wiiy 
was  it  that  the  miners  iusisted  upon 
treating  the  ques^itiou  of  houiii  differently 
from  the  question  of  wages  ?  If  their 
atatements  w^ere  sincere  that  the  eeono- 
mieal  conditions  of  coal  mining  would  not 
be  affei'ted,  thai  the  eoj^t  of  production 
would  not  be  increased  nor  the  output 
be  lessened,  he  must  confess  that  he  sa^v 
no  answer  to  his  question.  But  look- 
ing to  all  the  eircumsiances  of  the 
case,  to  what  some  of  the  leaders 
of  the  miners  said,  and  what  otliers  of 
them  did,  ho  was  driven  to  the 
eonchision  that  this  was  not  so  much  a 
question  of  hours  as  a  question  of  output. 
It  WHS  impossible  for  him  to  doubt 
that  the  idea  in  the  minds  of  those 
who  supported  this  Bill  was  that  by 
means  of  it  they  would  be  enabled  to  limit 
the  output,  and  that  that  limitation  would 
eause  a  rise  in  the  price  of  coal,  and  thus 
maintain  wages  and  perhaps  profits 
at  an  artifieial  level  at  the  ex* 
peuse  of  the  consumer.  He  was  not 
going  to  argue  the  economic  questions  in- 
volved. The  miners  might  he  right  or 
w*rong,  though  personally  he  was  con- 
vinced that  the  policy  they  advocated 
would  end  by  injuring  themselves  even 
more  than  the  community  at  large, 
lie  w^ould   simfjly  put  this  alternative  : 
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If  the  miners  were  wrong  in  their  belief 
as  to  the  economical  elfecis  of  the  limita- 
tion of  the  output  of  coal,  then  was 
Parlinment  lo  he  asked  to  depart  from 
the  principle  it  had  hitherto  observed 
in  connection  with  adult  labour;  wa» 
Parliameur  to  be  asked  to  coerce 
employers  m  almost  every  part  of  the 
country,  and  both  employers  and  em- 
ployed in  the  two  important  districts 
of  Durham  and  Northumherland ; 
was  Parliament  to  he  asked  to  enter 
u|H>n  legisUtion  the  effect  of  which 
would  be  to  raise  the  price  of  coal, 
simply  and  solely  in  order  to  convince 
the  hon,  Mend>er  for  Normanton  (Mr. 
Pickard)  and  his  friends  by  bitter  ex- 
perience that  their  economics  were  un- 
SOI  1  iid  ?  I f ,  o n  1 1) e  ot h er  h a n  r I ,  t  h e  1 1 j  i  u ers 
we?x-  right,  then  he  would  say  was  Par- 
liament to  he  nsk»  d  to  do  all  this  in  order 
to  help  one  (d"  the  strongest  and  bef^t- 
organised  bodies  of  workmen  in  tho 
country  to  levy  a  tax  for  their  ow^n  bene- 
fit upon  ibc  rest  of  the  coiuiuunity  ami 
upon  those  industries  which  were  tlepeu- 
(lent  upon  coal  for  their  nrotive  power  ? 
Much  was  possiiile  in  these  days  wheii 
the  wisdom  and  justice  of  measures 
were  apt  to  he  gauged  hy  the  ntnnher  of 
constituencies  which  their  supjiorters 
in  the  country  could  command.  But 
be  did  trust  that  the  House  of 
Commons  would  pluck  np  sutficienl 
courage  to  throw  out  this  Bill,  which  on 
its  own  merits,  and  apart  from  electoral 
considerations,  would  not  be  so  much  as 
entertained  and  in  regard  to  whi<*b  the 
I  (est  hope  was  that  it  would  in  practice 
prove  so  unworkable  that  by  common 
consent  it  would  be  allowed  to  remain  a 
dead  letter, 

LoHii  R.  CHURCHILL  (Padilington, 
S,)  :  The  two  last  Members  who  have 
spoken  bare  taken  up  a  gooil  deal  of 
time  in  developing  their  respective^ 
hoidiies.  My  lion.  Friend  who  has  just 
resumed  his  scat  has  nmloubtedly  made 
an  interesting  speech,  but  it  was  a  speech 
f a r  1  »ey < u i d  my  con) p re h e n s io n .  1  c»  n not 
argue  in  that  philosophical  way  and  I 
cannot  choi>  logic  on  various  economic 
problems  that  my  lion.  Friend  raises  ;  I 
do  not  regard  this  question  from  (hat 
point  of  view.  My  hon.  Friend  who 
sits  behind  me  seems  to  think  I  w*ft9 
animated  by  electoral  considerations ; 
that  1,  who  am  one  supporter  of  the  eight 
hours,  am    animated    hv    electoral     con- 
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sideratious  ;  that  that  is  my  chief  care, 
Jiud  that  I  have  no  cure  for  tho  objects 
of  the  Bill  itself, 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  :  I  was 
speaking  of  tho  supporters  geuerally,  and 
did  not  signalise  any  pnrticiilar  Member. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  :  The  ex- 
pres?»ion  was  tiot  limited  to  one  partitrular 
person,  but  still  it  rather  led  one  to 
believe  that  1  was  meant  ;  but  I  pass 
away  from  my  lion.  Friend's  speech, 
because  we  look  at  the  question  from  a 
totally  (ItfTeTont  point  of  view,  I  turn 
for  a  Fuonient  to  the  speeeh  of  the  lioti. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Bfiruard  Ca&tlc 
(Sir  J.  Pease).  I  know  his  speech  m 
well  that  it  is  really  oot  much  use  to 
answer  it ;  it  is  the  same  thing  always  \ 
it  is  an  animal  speech.  He  always  talks 
of  his  model  constituency  ;  of  bis  agri- 
cultural labourers  who  are  so  pre- 
emuieutly  prosperous  above  all  other 
agricultural  hibourers;  of  bis  mtmi'rs,  who 
are  opposed  to  au  eight  hours  law,  but 
who,  I  believe,  work  for  seven  and  n- 
quarter  hours,  or  some  jjoriod  of  that 
kind,  every  day,  and  then  he  talks  of  bis 
splcudid  race  of  boys  who  have  to  work 
for,  I  believe,  about  10  hours  a  day,  or 
something  very  near  it. 

Mr,  J.  WILSDK  (Durham,  Mid)  i 
Eight  hours  at  the  hauk  ;  I  have  said  so 
before. 

LoiiD  R.  CHURCHILL  :  That  is  not 
m  stated  in  oflReial  documents.  Uutil  I 
see  it  in  official  documeuts  I  shall  believe 
the  Ix>y8^  labour  is  longer  than  the  men's 
in  the  Counties  of  Northumberland  and 
Durham,  While  on  this  question,  I  turn 
to  my  hon.  Friend  hcbind  me.  He  says, 
**  Ton  want  a  nnauimous  Eight  Hours 
Bill  all  over  the  country,  aud  to  force  it 
on  a  body  of  miners  who  do  not  desire 
it."  8o  far  as  I  am  concerned,  he  is 
entirely  in  the  wrong.  I  think  the 
enormous  bulk  and  mass  of  miuers  desire 
an  eight  hours  law  to  he  observed  iu 
mines — almost  the  whole  of  Euglaud, 
with  the  exception  of  Durham  and 
Nortlmmberland,  the  exception  of  a 
couple  of  Welsh  towns,  ami  another 
exception,  the  small  district  of  Stiiiford' 
shire  which  the  Imu.  Member  for  Wolvcr- 
bampton  (Sir  A,  Hickman)  rcpreseuts — 
with  those  exceptions  the  great  mass,  the 
great,  preponderance  aud  overwhelming 
roajority  of  miners  all  over  England, 
largely  iu  Scotland,  and  largely  in  Wales, 
mte  m  favour  of    au   Eight   Hours  Bilb 


Wo  carried  it  last  Session  in  this 
House  by  a  majority  of  71,  and  I  look 
upon  a  majority  of  the  House  of 
Commons  very  much  as  these  gentlemen 
look  npon  a  majority  of  the  House  of 
Commons — namely,  as  the  opinion  of  Par- 
liament ri?presenting  the  people  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  on  a  crucial  ques- 
tion like  this  1  find  a  majority  of  71.  I 
think  a  great  change  has  come  over  the 
opinion  of  the  cotiutry  on  this  question. 
A  charge  was  made  by  the  bon.  Baronet 
who  represenls  the  Barnard  Cattle  Divi- 
sion of  Durhnm  thnt  the  miners  did  not 
go  before  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Labour,  and  he  thinks  that  to  he  a  great 
defect  on  tbeir  part.  Why  shouhl  they  ? 
The  principle  of  ibis  legislation  has 
already  been  settled  by  Parliament  itself, 
and  by  a  consi<lerable  majority,  aud  why 
should  those  who  directly  represent  the 
niioers  waste  I  heir  time  in  going  before 
the  Royal  Conimission  on  Labotir,  which, 
I  lielieve,  has  come  to  no  certain  con- ' 
c  Ins  ion  on  any  [)robleuiof  bLhour  that  has 
been  raised  during  that  long  inquiry  ? 
W  h y  s  b  o  u  Id  t  h  o h  e  m  i  n  e r s""  re  p  rr^  se  n  tJi  t  i  v es 
waste  their  time  in  convincing  the  Com- 
mission of  the  rights  of  a  Bill  of  which 
this  House  of  Commons  is  already  con- 
vinced ?  I  go  to  the  invariable  argu- 
ment of  the  opponents  of  ibis  Bill — that 
strikes  are  preferable  to  hiw.  1  tlo  not 
agree  with  that.  Together  with  Lord 
Dunraven,  who  entirely  agrees  with  me 
on  this  eight  hours  question,  I  had  the 
honour  some  years  ago  of  receiving  a 
birge  deputation  representing  the  mining 
interest  on  this  eight  hours  movement. 
Those  who  formed  that  deputation  told 
me  that  they  preferred  resorting  to  the 
Legislature  to  ohtuin  the  demands  of 
labour  rather  than  to  methods  which  often 
led  to  violence  and  greati  mischief. 
Curiously  enough,  I  was  so  lost  to  a! I 
sense  of  political  economy  that  I  couti! 
not  understand  why  tlie  miners  of  the 
United  Kingdom  should  be  made  the 
victims  of  paragraphs  iu  Ail  am  Smith's 
IVcftUh  of  ^^/ttions.  Where  you  have  a 
large,  overwhelming,  and  pred<iminaut 
mass  of  the  work(uen  in  one  of  the 
greatest  industries  of  the  country  agreed 
upon  one  point — the  limitation  of  the 
hours  of  labour — 1  think  it  is  much 
better  that  they  shotdd  come  to 
this  House  rather  that*  resort  to 
other  means  for  obtaining  their  ob- 
ject.   What  happened?    This  deputation 
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went  to  see  the  right  hon.  GeDtleman 
the  Member  for  Midlothian,  and  he  took 
a  different  view  from  that  of  myself  and 
my  noble  Friend.  He  was  much  more 
old-fashioned  in  his  views  ;  at  that  time 
he  did  not  understand  Parliament  legis- 
lating for  the  regulation  of  hours  of 
labour,  and  he  did  not  give  an  en- 
couraging answer  to  the  deputation.  But 
the  movement  has  gone  on  in  spite  of 
old-fashioned  political  economists,  and  in 
spite  of  all  the  efforts  of  the  great  colliery 
owners  and  the  leaders  of  the  miners  in 
Durham  and  Northumberland.  It  has 
gone  on  in  spite  of  such  arguments  as 
we  have  heard  behind  us  to-day,  argu- 
ments that  I  suppose  are  of  great  strength, 
biit  which  I. do  not  think  are  calculated 
to  convince  people  interested  in  the 
industry  as  miners  are.  The  movement 
has  gone  on  until  the  Government  are 
face  to  face  this  afternoon  with  a  ques- 
tion on  which  they  will,  for  the  first 
time,  have  to  take  a  line  which  shall 
guide  the  House.  That  is  great  progress 
considering  that  in  1883,  when  I  ven- 
tured to  recommend  an  eight  hours  day 
at  a  meeting  at  Walsall,  I  was  subjected 
to  denunciation  for  doing  so  by  Liberal 
and  Tory  friends.  What  has  the  eight 
hours  movement  got  behind  it  ?  It  has 
some  400,000  miners,  in  the  first  place  ; 
and  it  has  a  great  sanction  from  the  action 
of  the  Government  in  the  War  Office 
Department.  Why  should  not  the  miners 
claim  the  great  advantages  which  have 
already  been  given  to  the  Government 
artizaus  ?  These  are  arguments  which 
never  appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
who  are  mortal  enemies  to  any  concession 
to  the  miners  on  this  subject.  I  know 
them  well,  and  I  know  that  their  race  is 
nearly  run.  I  cannot,  for  want  of  time,  go 
over  the  wonderful  results  of  the  eight  hours 
day  in  Messrs.  Mather  &  Piatt's  works, 
which  were  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Gorton  Division.  But  un- 
doubtedly those  who  are  acquainted  writh 
the  report,  and  have  read  the  results  of 
this  experiment,  will  be  convinced  of  the 
merits  of  short  hours  of  labour.  I  know 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Mather)  will  say  that  his  was  a  voluntary 
arrangement.  I  answer  that  no  voluutury 
arrangement  can  carry  out  a  reduction  of 
hours  for  400,000  men.  Only  the  Legis- 
lature or  the  force  of  a  strike  can  do  that. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  could  not 
suggest  any  alternative  to  the  passing  of 
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this  Bill ;  but  he  asked  why  did  not  the 
miners  go  to  the  masters  with  their 
demands,  and  use  the  arguments  of 
persuasiveness  on  this  point  ?  Have  we 
had  much  encouragement  from  the 
colliery  owners  in  this  Debate  to  do  so  ? 
And  is  there  anything  in  the  coal  strike 
of  last  year  to  encourage  any  miner  for 
any  object  to  resort  to  the  means  that 
were  resorted  to  last  year  ?  I  calculate 
that  the  strike  of  last  year  cost  the 
country  about  £25,000,000  in  one  way 
or  another,  with  the  result  of  the  suspen- 
sion of  all  kinds  of  business  and  industry. 
And  are  we  to  be  told,  as  we  are  told 
practically,  that  we  are  to  advise  the 
miners  who  want  this  Bill  to  resort  to  the 
proceedings  which  those  engaged  in  the 
coal  industry  resorted  to  last  year  ?  If 
we  have  got  to  get  reforms  of  the  lawa 
of  labour  I  hope  to  Heaven  we  shall 
never  have  to  resort  to  the  remedies 
which  some  of  the  owners  indirectly 
suggest  I  What  would  be  the  result  to 
the  miner  if  this  Bill  passed  into 
law  ?  Would  not  the  results  be  the  same 
as  those  which  have  followed  the  arrange- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Gorton 
Division  ?  F.  do  not  say  that  in  every 
point  there  is  unanimity  between  miners' 
work  and  the  work  of  the  artizans  em- 
ployed by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Gorton  Division  ;  but  it  is  certain  that 
if  we  give  an  eight  hours  day  to  miners, 
it  is  certain  that  they  will  have  much 
more  time  for  looking  after  their  families 
and  for  other  occupations  than  that 
of  mining  ;  and  in  many  parts  of  the 
country  it  would  be  an  enormous  addition 
to  the  miner's  life.  It  is  said  that  **  eight 
hours "  will  raise  wages.  I  know  that 
it  will  have  an  excellent  effect  on  the 
production  and  price  of  coal.  The  re- 
serves of  coal  accumulated  in  the  times 
when  prices  are  low  will  enable  an  eight 
hours  day  to  be  kept  up  when  the  pres- 
sure is  greater,  and  will  prevent  the  fear- 
ful amount  of  overtime  which  is  often 
worked  in  the  collieries.  I  have  always 
held  that  an  eight  hours  day  will  be  as  self- 
acting  as  a  pendulum.  It  resembles  the 
governor  of  an  engine,  which,  by  peculiar 
revolutions,  governs  and  regulates  the 
speed  of  the  engine  and  conduces  to  the 
safety  of  those  who  are  working  the 
engine.  So  with  this  eight  hours  day. 
It  is  the  regular  labour  which  will  obtain 
over  England  with  little  exception  if  it 
is     carried,     and     you     will      have     a 
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regulnnty  of  work  whicli  will  keep 
pricei*  steatly  uud  the  workmen  goiierallj 
111  good  humour  an  J  good  coQfideiice, 
knowiug  that  their  lives  aro  more 
elevated,  aud  that  they  have  more  time, 
not  only  for  recreation^  but  for  thiukiug 
about  other  things  thau  eoiil-miuuig. 
Our  miners,  after  all,  are  a  uoble  part  of 
the  population  of  England  and  Scotland, 
and  the  effect  of  sueh  a  Bill  on  their  lives 
would  be  such  as  to  surprise  those  who 
oppose  it.  As  to  short  hours,  that  is 
what  we  are  coming  to,  oppose  it  iis  you 
will.  What  is  the  nse  of  listening  to  these 
loug  speeulies  froni  owners  of  collieries, 
great  capitalists  ami  philosophers  ? 
What  is  the  use  of  listening  to  all  these 
speeches  wdien  the  progress  of  events  is 
represented  in  this  House  in  such  a  way 
by  the  raining  constiLiiencies  that  the 
force  of  numbers  are  on  our  side  ?  Who 
18  for  us  and  who  is  against  us  ?  There 
are  a  number  of  Whig  Baronets  against 
lis,  ami  there  are  the  owners  of  large 
uiiue?^  in  Durham  and  NorthumUerland, 
the  large  capitalists,  and  tlie  political 
economists  with  their  prejodic^^s  ;  and  we 
have  one  or  two  Minisrers  against  us. 
The  opinions  of  these  Ministejs  we  re- 
spect, because  we  know  tliey  are  founded 
not  on  motives  of  self-interest,  but  on 
real  conviction .  Wheu  you  have  to  ilo 
with  immaterial  matters  in  commerce  or 
duance,  I  do  not  objcrt  to  some  observ- 
ance of  the  hiws  of  political  economy  ; 
hut  when  you  have  to  do  with  the  lives 
of  our  workmen  wfiu  in  great  masses  arc 
being  treated  as  if  they  were  subject  to 
the  rigid  laws  of  political  economy, 
then  I  must  part  company  witii  political 
economists.  When  the  lite,  health,  and 
happiness  of  the  miners  or  of  any  other 
Aitisans  or  lahonrers  are  in  dispute,  I  say 
that  the  labonr  policy  of  the  capitalists 
and  of  the  Whig  Barotiets  must  go  down; 
and  as  l^arliameut  affirmed  the  principle 
of  shorter  liours  of  labom-  last  year,  it 
will  aflinn  tbat  principle  again  to-day  and 
will  surely  carry  it  to-morrow. 

Mtt.  J-  W^ILSUN  (Dnrbam,  Mid) 
said  that,  in  enumeniting  the  persons 
who  O[)posod  this  Bill,  the  uobie  Lord 
spoke  aUjut  Baronets  and  capitalists,  hut 
he  did  not  eon  lescend  to  say  that  there 
werelwo  or  three  Labour  Representatives 
in  the  House  who  opposed  this  Bill. 

Lord  R.  CUURCHILL  said,  he  ml- 
milted   fully    the    opposition    fmm    the 
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Mii.  ,L  WILSON  siiid,  the  noble  Lord 
confessed  his  inability  to  follow  the  hou. 
Member  for  Leeds  into  the  logical  and 
philosofihical  argument  he  had  advanced, 
and  he  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would 
excuse  hina  if  he  said  he  was  not  quite 
ahle  to  follow  the  noble  Lord  in  the  argu- 
ment he  had  attempted  to  put  before  the 
House,  He  quite  agreed  with  the  noble 
Lord  that  no  elTort  should  be  spared  to 
make  the  lives  of  the  miners  and  of  all 
workmen  in  the  country  lirighter  and 
better*  But  the  difference  hetween  hira 
and  the  nolde  Lord  was  that  he  believed 
it  would  he  better  for  the  men,  and  would 
increase  the  rapidity  of  their  future  pro- 
gress if  they  dependeii  upon  their  own 
efforts.  No  one  would  deny  that  he  had 
made  the  most  strenuous  and  persistent 
exertions  in  season  and  out  of  season  to 
improve  the  life  of  the  miners.  But  a 
Bill  like  the  one  before  the  House,  which 
took  the  power  ont  of  the  men's  own 
hands  and  placed  it  in  the  bauds  of  the 
Honse  of  Commons,  won  Id  not  encourage 
tbat  feeling  of  independence  among  the 
working  men  which  was  so  necessary. 
The  hon.  Member  who  seconded  the 
Motion  for  the  Second  Reading  charged 
tlic  uxcu  of  Dnrbam  and  Northumberland 
with  getting  and  keeping  their  short 
hours  at  the  risk  of  the  welfare  of  tlieir 
boys.  He  won  Id  remind  the  House  that 
in  1B90  the  hoys  in  132  collieries  in 
Durham  were  working  H  honrs  a  day. 
By  an  arrangement  with  the  employers, 
arrived  at  by  those  methods  of  concilia- 
tion and  compromise  vvliich  he  would 
substitute  for  legisliition,  an  hour  a  day 
was  iletlucted  from  the  boys'  work  in  the 
132  collieries  and  half-an-honr  from  the 
men's  work.  Was  tbere  any  man  who 
would  say  that  the  men  of  Durham  had 
not  due  and  fitting  regard  for  the  welfare 
of  the  boy»  when  they  took  off  an  hour 
a  day  from  their  work  at  the  same  timo 
that  they  took  balf-an-hour  off  them- 
selves ?  This  Bill  did  not  u>cot  the 
cases  whicii  its  Projjnser  seemed  to 
think.  The  hon.  Member  talked  about 
tlie  exbanstiou  ara^  about  the  cramped 
condition  of  tlir  miner.  He  (Mr.  Wils<ni) 
from  his  early  b(*yhood  worked  iit  tfiis 
exluiusting  lalionr  in  the  most  cramped 
condition  that  a  miner  could  be  put  in* 
He  had  seen  the  danger  and  the  darkness 
of    the    mine,    and     had     found    it    waB 
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not  a  place  of  pleasant  resort.  It 
was  a  place  to  cure  men  of  gout, 
because  hard  work  would  not  allow 
men  to  have  it.  But  he  ventured  to 
saj  that  the  Bill  did  not  meet  this  case. 
If  the  Bill  had  taken  cognisance  of  the 
exhausting  nature  of  some  part  of  the 
labour  in  mines,  such  as  reducing  the 
number  of  hours  of  working  in  cramped 
positions,  it  would  have  been  well.  It 
was  unfair  to  Labour  itself  to  say  that  a 
man  who  worked  in  the  highest  part  of 
a  pit,  in  comparatively  fresh  air,  should 
have  the  same  hours  as  the  man  who 
worked  in  a  cramped  position  in  the 
lower  part  of  the  mine.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  it  was  necessary  for  men  to 
hkve  leisure,  and  he  said — for  which  he 
(Mr.  Wilson)  thanked  the  hon.  Member 
— that  he  did  not  believe  the  men  would 
misuse  their  leisure.  He  thought  the 
records  which  the  miners  all  over  the 
country  had  shown,  without  regard  to 
county  or  district,  would  prove  that  they 
had  made  as  good  use  of  the  leisure 
afforded  to  them  as  any  other  class  which 
could  be  quoted  ;  but  leisure  in  some 
cases  was  a  relative  term.  If  men  were 
to  have  leisure  they  wanted  energy  to 
utilise  that  leisure.  In  order  that  the 
poor  coal-getter  might  use  his  leisure 
properly  it  was  necessary  to  arrange  his 
hours  so  that  his  energy  should  not  be 
thoroughly  exhausted  at  the  conclusion 
of  his  day's  work.  There  were  two 
modes  of  procedure  before  the  House  and 
the  country.  He  said  nothing  about  the 
number  of  miners  for  or  against  this 
proposal,  and  he  did  not  intend  to  ex- 
tenuate or  to  lessen  the  minority  in  the 
County  of  Durham  in  favour  of  eight 
hours,  nor  was  he  going  to  say  that  even 
in  the  district  covered  by  the  Miners' 
Federation  there  might  not  be  a  minority 
against  the  Bill  ;  but  that  was  kept  in 
the  background.  The  Federation  ballot 
had  not  been  taken  so  recently  as  that  of 
the  Organisation  which  he  represented. 
There  was,  therefore,  an  uncertain 
element  in  the  problem,  but  he  thought 
it  was  fair  to  assume  that  if  ideas  differed 
in  one  district  they  would  differ  in  others. 
They  ought  to  cultivate,  as  far  as  they 
could,  adherence  to  the  Unions.  It  was 
best  to  implant  into  the  minds  of  the 
workmen  the  idea  of  self-dependence. 
The  best  mode  of  procedure  was  on 
every  question  to  bring  employer  and 
workmen  together,  and  to  allow  them  to 
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settle  not  only  wage  questions,  but 
everything  that  appertained  to  labour. 
He  entirely  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Gorton  Division  (Mr.  Mather), 
whose  experience  on  the  eight  hours  ques- 
tion every  hon.  Membermight  defer  to,  that 
the  Conciliation  Board  had  perfect  trust 
in  the  chairman  appointed  by  Mr. 
Speaker,  and  there  was  nothing  to  which 
the  Board  could  fix  its  attention  with  so 
much  advantage  as  this  question  of  hours. 
There  were  a  good  many  misapprehen- 
sions in  regard  to  this  Bill.  There  were 
a  number  of  hon.  Gentlemen  who,  though 
now  voting  for  the  Second  Reading  of 
this  Bill,  would  not  vote  for  its  principle 
in  Committe.  He  was  very  glad  to  hear 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Ince  Division 
give  that  loud  and  emphatic  "  No,  no " 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  asked 
whether  he  would  accept  any  modifica- 
tion in  Committee. 

Mr.  woods  :  I  am  sorry  to  interrupt 
the  hon.  Member.  I  did  not  say  "  No, 
no,"  that  the  Miners'  Federation  would 
accept  no  modification  :  I  said  they  would 
not  accept  the  principle  of  local  option. 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  said,  that  what  he 
wanted  to  point  out  was  that  a  number 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  would  vote  for  this 
Bill,  as  they  did  last  year,  under  the  im- 
pression that  it  meant  eight  hours'  work; 
but  the  Bill  did  not  mean  eight  hours' 
work.  It  meant  eight  hours  from  bank 
to  bank  ;  but  it  was  necessary  to  under- 
stand whether  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sup- 
ported the  Bill  meant  that  the  man's 
eight  hours  should  be  reckoned  from  the 
time  he  got  into  the  cage  until  he  came 
to  bank  again,  or  from  the  time  he  com- 
menced to  work  in  the  face  of  the  pit, 
because  after  getting  down  the  shaft  in 
many  large  mines  in  the  North  of  England 
the  men  had  to  traverse  a  distance  of 
three  miles  underground  before  they  came 
to  their  working  places,  and  by  an  ar- 
rangement with  their  employers  an  hour 
and  a  quarter  was  allowed  for  the  men  to 
travel  the  three  miles  each  way.  So  that, 
instead  of  eight  hours,  that  would  mean 
five  and  a-half  hours'  work,  reckoning 
eight  hours  from  bank  to  bank.  The 
noble  Lord  opposite  had  said  that  the 
matter  was  one  of  detail.  But  it  was  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  He  would  ask  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ince  if  he  would  get 
up  in  his  place  and  say  he  would  accept 
a  Bill  which  would  give  eight  and  a-half 
hours  frdm  bank  to  bank,  and  allow  the 
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nen  to  work  five  aud  a-lmlf  hours  on  the 
i:e   of    tiie   pit  ?       Would   the    MirieiV 
[•'ederutiou  accept  a  Bill  with  that  modi- 
Scatton  i*      lIoD.    Members     who    were 
oing  to  vote  for  the  Bill  must  therefore 
ike  up  their  minda,  heeautio,  if  the  pro- 
"^moterfi  were  true  to  their  profcssioiii*,  they 
would  wreck  the   Bill  rather  than  aecept 
liuy  modification   whatever,     lu  support 
ftf  hie  view  that  this  matter  should  be 
to  a  conimttteeof  employers  aud  em- 
ployed, he    woohl  read   a  quotation  from 
speech  of  the  rijy^hr  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Itjfiiber  for  West   Biruiingbam   in  1892. 
The  right    hon.  Geutlemaii  was  regarded 
hsu  powerful  acquisition  to  the  suppurterH 
&f  the  Bill,     He  (Mr.  Wilson)  had,  how- 
r»  always  looked  upon  that   speech  as 
Biug  much  more  oa  the  side  of  thone  who 
■opp<jt*ed   the  Bill   than  on    that    ol    its 
f?upi»orter».     The  right   hou,   Gentleunin 
s&td^ — 

**I  think  it  wouhl  not  Ik?  fair  to  say  tliat 
luithoiit  adding  that  if  the  Bill  j^^ets  iii^  Coni- 
■nittee  now  or  at  any  liniu  I  hold  nijself  nt 
Jliberty  tu  criticise  fhu  details,  and  in  C'oiinnitteo 
||)eihaps  to  alter  tlic  Bill  materially  in  tke  way 
iof  giving  greater  ehiBticity  to  its  proviHirmH, 
\1  l»elievt»  there  are  diiferencei*  in  thi«  trade, 
llooal  differences,  which  deserve  consideration. 
|There  arc  deep  mines  and  shallow  mines,  mines 
\$i  thick  teams  of  coal  and  mines  of  thin  HcaniF. 
inea  in  which  the  meu  have  to  go  a  long 
Jway  ti»  the  face,  and  mines  iii  which  the  work- 
^is  clo^e  t^  the  shaft ;  all  thcne  are  diffcr- 
which  deserve  cotiaideration*  Then, 
D,  there  is  the  question  as  to  the  ditTea^nt 
Iclasiies  of  labour  in  mhics,  I  ara  told  that  in 
lonler  that  the  heweit  may  work  eight  hours  a 
•day   it    is   necesatuy  that   the    tlrawei's  should 

■  work  nine  a  day  ;  ami  in  onler  that  the  hewers 
[fmd  drawrrti  may  not  he  emjjloycfi  in  working 
]  more  than  eight  hours  it  will  be  ncfessary  that 
Itlie  over&cersi  and  the  winden*  and  the  peo[>le 

■  In  charge  of  the  machinery  must  work  more 
ithan  the  maximum  time.  Thetio  are  difficult] et^i^ 
J  but.  At  the  jianie  time,  I  do  not  for  a  moment 
lljclicve  that  there  are  any  difticulties  which 
Imipht  not  easily  be  p^ot  over  by  a  practical 
I  coiiintittoe  of  experts  who  are  actiuiiintcd  with 
Ithe  necesfiiticB  of  the  trade/' 

That  Wtts  the  whole  hurdeu  and  point  of 
fthe  posltion^that  the  practice  was  so 
^diversified  in  difierent  counties  and  on 
liifferetit  estates  and  in  different  mines, 
{uod  the  views  of  mieers  were  so  diver- 
[geut^  that  it  was  impossihlo  to  secure 
luuiformity.  It  had  heeu  said  that  engi- 
Itieeririg  was  more  com  plica  ted  than 
L  miiiiiig.  Gentlemen  who  said  thai  did 
not  understand  the  complications  of 
L  [nines.  Mines  differed,  hut  the  engi- 
liicering  trade  was  the  same  all  over  the 

uuntry.      He  agreed,  however,  that  the 


an  expert  committee  of  workmen  and 
employers.  There  was  no  greater  sign 
of  the  times  than  the  tendency  to  shorten 
hours.  The  Labour  Gazette  showed 
that  iu  every  trade  the  hours  of  Ial>our 
were  being  shortetiei!,  and  the  feeling  of 
the  time  was  such  that  if  this  Bill  were 
withdrawn  workmen  ami  employers  all 
over  the  country  would  set  themselves  to 
work  to  shorten  the  lioitrs  of  those  em- 
ployed in  mines,  ami  to  make  arrange- 
tuents  to  meet  the  diversity  in  the  condi- 
tions of  the  various  mines  throughout 
the  country,  lie  was  sorry  that  on  this 
occasion  the  Government  had  sent  out  a 
Hvedine  Whip.  If  there  was  one  county 
whiidi  had  been  solid  in  its  approval  of 
the  Government  it  was  Diirhatn,  where 
lo  out  of  16  Members  were  stivtmeh  and 
true  to  their  Liberalism.  8o  long  as  this 
was  a  contentious  measure  betw  ecu  North 
and  South,  it  ought  not  to  be  made  a  Go- 
vernment measure.  The  opponetits  of  the 
Bill  bud  as  much  right  to  n  hve-Uije  Whip 
as  its  snpporters-  but  they  hud  never 
askcil  for  such  suppoit,  and  he  hoped 
that  no  other  Whip  would  he  issued 
V)y  the  Governtnent  on  this  queslion. 
He  asked  bis  Trade  Union  friends  whe- 
ther this  method  of  appealing  to  the 
House  of  Commons  was  not  a  confession 
of  I  heir  own  weakness  ?  Tliey  pos- 
sessed a  strength  which  their  fathers 
never  bad.  They  bi*d  power  in  their 
own  luinds,  and  to  come  to  Parliament 
begging  aud  beseeching  was  derogatory 
to  their  ciiaraeter  as  men.  He  wished  to 
ask  the  Hmne  Secretary  bow  he  would 
apply  this  Bill  in  a  mine  which  employed 
1,500  or  1,600  mem?  He  spoke  from 
tbe  point  of  view  of  the  men  and  not 
from  the  capitalist  point  of  view.  What 
they  wanted  was  practice.  Everyone 
speaking  there  on  behalf  of  the  miners  of 
Durham  deserved  to  lje  listened  to  with 
sympathy.  Tbe  miners  deserved  sym- 
pathy. They  had  a  right  to  it.  He 
(Mr.  Wilson)  wished  to  ask  the  Hotue 
Secretary  a  question.  If  he  wan  prepared 
to  inteifere  with  the  hours  of  labour  of 
miners,  was  he  prepared  to  go  further  ? 
In  1886j  when  this  (question  was  brought 
forward  at  the  Miners'  Cowferenee,  it 
WHS  strongly  opposed — ^jusl  as  strongly 
as  the  proposal  to  regulate  miners*  wages 
would  be  opposed  if  it  wete  brought 
forward  now.  The  right  hou.  Barooet 
tlie  Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean  bad 
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said  that,  if  there  was  before  the  House  a 
question  of  fixing  wages  and  hours,  so 
much  more  was  the  wages  question  para- 
mount to  his  mind  that  the  question  of 
hours  might  take  second  place. 

•SiK  C.  W.  PILKE  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber quotes  me  as  though  I  am  in  favour 
of  fixing  wages  by  Act  of  Parliament. 
He  will,  perhaps,  allow  me  to  repudiate 
that  view. 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  said,  he  would  quote 
from  an  article  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
in  The  New  Review.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  wrote  this — 

"  If,  indeed,  there  were  any  sugsrestion  that 
the  State  should  deal  directly  with  the  question 
of  wages  or  of  subsistence,  then  this  which 
would  be  a  matter  of  life  and  death  would  take 
precedence  even  over  hours,  which  are  but 
secondary,  however  considerable  in  their  im- 
portance." 

•Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  :  The  context  of 
those  words  will  show  that  they  do  not 
imply  that  I  am  in  favour  of  wages  being 
fixed  by  the  State.  The  hon.  Member's 
interpretation  of  my  words  is  contrary  to 
everything  I  have  ever  written  on  the 
subject.  I  am  not  favourable  to  that 
principle. 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  said,  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  denied  that  he  meant 
what  he  had  said,  of  course  he  (Mr. 
Wilson)  accepted  his  denial.  He  would 
ask  the  Home  Secretary  whether  the 
Government  had  given  their  general 
sanction  to  the  Bill,  Jwhethor  a  Whip 
had  been  sent  out  in  favour  of  the  mea- 
sure, and  whether  he  would  be  good 
enough  to  go  a  little  further  and  say 
how  he  would  apply  the  Bill  to  a  large 
colliery  ? 

Mr.  KEIR-HARDIE  (West  Ham, 
S.)  said,  he  would  not  deal  with  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  but  only  with  the 
objections  in  detail  that  had  been  taken 
to  it.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Dur- 
ham had  just  asked  how  the  Bill  could  be 
applied  to  a  large  colliery.  The  hon. 
Member  must  know  that  in  nearly  every 
mining  district  in  England  there  was  a 
fixed  and  recognised  number  of  hours 
which  constituted  a  day's  work,  and  if 
the  number  was  fixed  by  law  at  eight 
per  day  the  internal  arrangements  of  the 
mine  could  be  quite  easily  adapted  to 
that  number.  It  would  be  just  as  easy 
to  arrange  for  a  day  of  eight  hours  as  for 
&  day  of  nine  or  10  hours.  In  districts 
in  which  less  than  eight  hours  a  day 
were  worked  of  course  the  Bill  would  not 

Jfr.  J.  Wilson^ 


apply,  and  therefore  would  not  apply  to 
the  district  of  the  hon.  Member  who  moved 
the  rejection,  in  which  it  was  said  the  men 
only  worked  four  and  a-half  hours  a  day. 
With  regard  to  foreign  competition,  the 
hon.  Baronet  declared  that  the  present 
average  time  worked  by  the  miners 
of  this  country — not  because  they  were 
not  willing  to  work,,  as  was  implied 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds,  but  be- 
cause there  was  no  more  work  for  them 
to  do— was  under  four  days  per  week. 
Therefore,  with  the  number  of  mines 
open  at  present  and  the  number  of  men 
employed,  five  days  of  eight  hours  would 
be  enough  to  meet  the  demand  for  coal. 
There  was  capital  and  labour  enough  in 
the  country  to  supply  any  demand  for 
coal  that  might  arise  in  the  future,  and  if 
it  was  said  that  we  should  have  a  supply 
of  foreign  coal  he  had  a  right  to  ask 
where  it  would  come  from  ?  At  the  pre- 
sent moment  this  country  was  supplying 
every  continental  nation  with  coal  be- 
cause they  could  not  raise  enough,  so  it 
was  ridiculous  to  talk  of  our  being  flooded 
with  foreign  coal.  He  advocated  the 
Bill  because  it  was  better  for  Parliament 
as  representing  the  people  to  wisely  and 
judiciously  do  that  which  would  other- 
wise require  to  be  done  by  force.  It 
was  all  very  well  to  talk  about  Boards 
of  Conciliation,  but  the  last  resort  of  the 
workmen  in  every  case  was  a  strike 
which  such  legislation  as  this  would 
obviate.  He  hoped  that  the  House 
would  set  the  stamp  and  seal  of  its 
approval  on  the  principle  that  legislation 
for  the  regulation  of  the  hours  of  labour 
and,  if  necessary,  for  fixing  a  minimum 
wage,  was  a  wiser  and  juster  method  of 
conducting  industrial  business  than  that 
which  had  hitherto  prevailed. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  think  I  am  bound 
to  state  in  a  few  sentences  what  is  the 
position  of  the  Government  and  what  are 
my  own  views  in  reference  to  this  Bill. 
So  far  as  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
concerned,  their  position  to-day  was 
exactly  what  it  was  a  year  ago,  when  it 
was  defined  in  the  Debate  on  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Midlothian.  A 
very  considerable  majority  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  are  in  favour  of 
this  Bill,  and  will,  I  believe,  support  the 
Motion   for   the   Second     Reading,  but 
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liLere   are   some  of  our    colleagiieB,   for 
Iwhose  opinioti  «ml  jmthority  we  enter taiu 
lie  highest  respect,  wlio  take  a  ditfercmt 
riew.  They  will,  I  doubt  not,  give  efflef 
ftt   view,  if  not  in    Debate,  at   iiny 
(ill  the  Division.      The  Goverumeiit, 
AS  a  Goverumeul,  hati  uot  iutrodueed  the 
Bill,  or  takeu  charge  of  it,  or  made  itself 
reaponsible  for  its  fortinici^.      So  far  as  I 
am  personally  concertied,  I  heartily  sup- 
port  its  principle,  and   tnist  the  House 
^^will  adopt  it.       The  question  iw  one  in 
^Birhich,  as  the  eourse  of  the  Debate  has 
^^■hown,  the  divisiouH  of  opiDion  do  not 
^^■ollow   the  ordinary  lines   of   Party  con- 
I^^'o versy .     A  e o o s i d er Jib I e  n uni V( e v  of  h o i u 
Gen  tie  men  opposite  share  ibe  vie^vs   of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Padding* 
_  km,  while  some  hon.   Members  who  sit 
hnmediately  behind   the  Treasury  Bench 
are  strong  and   form i liable  opponents  of 
li is  leg i s lat i o n .     I  cannot  help  reg re tt i iig 
at  a  certain  amomit  of  heat  has  been 
a  ported  into  this  discussion   by  the  im- 
putation of  motives.       No  one  who  has 
listened  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
behind  me  (Sir  J,  Pease),  or  to  the  very 
reraajkable  and  most  powerful  speech  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dtirliani 
(Mr.  J.  Wilson),  can  have  any  donbt  as 
to   the  genuineness    and   reality   of     the 
,  .^   feeling  which  exists  in  tlieir  parts  of  the 
feHpnoDtry,  or  can  snp])ose  thfit  ihat  feeling 
^^■prings  from    interested   motives,  and   is 
^Hkot  the  outeome  of  honest  convirtious.   1 
^Hlhiuk   that    in    their  turn    hon.  Members 
opposile  might  give  credit  to    those  who 

Ilipport   thi.*^   Bill,  and  to  those  who  ure 
^iug  to  vote  for  the  Seeond  Reading,  that 
bey  are  not  actuated  by  any  desire  to  catch 
otesorany  paltry  electoral  consideration. 
>n  the  other  hand,  I  think  etpial  credit 
light  be  given  to  the  snjtporters  of  tht- 
till,   and    that    we    need   not    have   onr 
conduct  interpreted  as  a  design  Iti  catch 
"rotet*  and  to  make  political   capital.     As 
Ir  as  I  am   concerned,  I  can   brietly  ex- 
plain   the    gronnds    on  wliich   I  support 
lis  Bill.     1  look  upon  it  as  an  attempt  to 
btublisli  by  law  for  all  persons  engaged 
thi^   industry  the  maxinnna   of  time 
6ey   dhall     lie    employed     midcrgronnd, 
Pbere  has  mjt  been  a  dissentient  voici' 
lisetl  in  the  course  of  the  DchsUe  to  the 
I'oposilion  that  eight  hours  nndergrninal, 
rhether  spent  in  actual   hewing,  getting 
coal    or    not,  is  as  long  a  period   as 

consistent   with   a   lieaUby  existence. 

To  tluit    proposition  I  have   not  heard  a 
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demurring  voice,  Nor  is  it  disputed^ — 
and  this,  to  my  mind,  is  a  most  important 
element  in  the  consideration  of  the 
question — ^tbat  the  vast  majority  of  the 
680,000  odd  persons^ — I  d©  not  go  into 
precise  fig ures^^n gaged  in  this  trade  are 
ill  favour  of  the  statutory  limitation  of 
tlie  hours  of  labour.  Further,  Sir,  it 
caunol  be  disputed,  after  the  admissiooB 
which  imve  been  frankly  made  by  those 
who  have  opposed  the  Bill  from  the 
County  of  Durham,  that,  voluntary  effort 
has  proved  ineffectual  to  carry  out  that 
which  is  admittedly  the  wish  of  the 
great  part  of  the  mining  population,  and 
believed  by  them  to  be  in  their  own 
interest  and  in  the  interests  of  the  com- 
monity.  The  lioiu  Member  who  recently 
addressed  the  TTousc  has  practically 
aeknowiedged  that  that  is  the  case.  It  is 
true  that  in  Northumberlaud  and  Durham 
the  bewers  are  uot  engaged  for  any- 
thing like  eight  hours.  1  believe  a  very 
(considerable  number  of  them  do  not 
average  more  than  six  or  six  and  a  half 
hours  at  the  outside.  But  there  is  the 
case  of  the  boys,  and  when  I  say  lx>y8 
1  do  not  mean  necessarily  those  who 
are  under  16  years  of  age.  I  meau 
those  who  are  not  actually  engaged  in 
bowing,  but  who  work  underground.  As 
we  have  been  told,  only  three  and  a-half 
years  ago  in  the  great  majority  of  the 
collieries  in  Durham  these  boys  were 
engagetl  for  1 1  hours  a  day.  The  hon. 
Member  takes  great  credit  for  the  power 
of  voluntary  organisation*  He  boasts 
tliat  they  have  succeeded  in  that  county 
in  reducing  the  11  hours  to  10  hours, 
while  they  have  at  the  same  time  reduced 
the  hours  of  men  I  say  that  is  a  most 
conclusive  proof  that  vohmtary  organisa- 
tion, excellent  a  thing  as  it  is  within  the 
limits  of  its  powers,  is  insuHicieut  for  the 
purpose  aimed  at  in  this  Bill.  This  great 
and  powerful  vohmtary  organisation,  led 
by  men  like  my  hon.  Friend,  whose 
interest  in  producing  a  hunmner  life 
anmng  the  colliery  workers  we  all  admit, 
although  it  has  been  in  existence  all 
these  years,  has  not  suctieeded  in  reducing 
the  hours  of  the  hi  hour  of  the  boys  more 
than  from  U  to  10  hours  underground. 
That  is  to  say,  by  their  own  account  they 
huve  not  succeeded  in  doing  that  which 
ought  to  have  been  done  and  which  they 
would  have  done  if  they  had  had  the 
power — a  power  which  it  is  the  object  of 
this  Bill  to  give   them.     It  is  said,  and 
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it  always  will  be  fiaitl,  that  it  \a  a  novel 
principle  for  the  State  to  interfere  witli 
the  labour  of  tj^rowo  ineri,  I  will  not  at 
present  go  into  thitt  question,  but  the 
wliole  history  of  fiictory  and  mining 
legislation  sliow.^  thnt  llii,s  priiieiple  has 
been  over  and  over  again  iwlopted.  In 
point  of  pniiciplc,  tlie  wholes  position 
was  given  away  when  vlw  fartory  legis- 
lation was  tirst  mloptcil.  It  was  fin^t 
adopted  in  an  oxperimental  manner,  Imt 
since  then  it  has  received  at  the  hands  of 
both  Parties  great  developnient  in  receut 
years.  The  Member  for  Durham  asked 
me  the  question  how  I  .^honld  apply — - 
how  I  shonid  enfortre  tiiis  Bill,  if  it  was 
passed  into  law, 

Mn.  J.  WILSON  (l)nrliam.  Mid.)  s^aid, 
he  did  not  mean  to  ask  a.>  to  i^nforctng  it. 
He  meant  applying  it  to  tlie  working  of 
a  mine. 

Mr.  ASQriTll  :  Thai  appears  t-i  lie 
one  of  the  details,  bnf  I  will  point  otit  to 
my  hou.  Friend  that  eight  hours  a  day 
already  exists  in  the  majority  of  the 
mines  of  this  country,  and  all  these  de- 
tails in  the  working  of  these  mines  have 
alrcadv  been  solved. 

Mr!  J.WILSUN  :  No, 

Mr.  ASgriTH  :  Well,  I  say  there  is 
a  vast  nnml>er — ^J  lielievc  I  might  say  a 
majority — f>f  these  mines  in  whieh  no 
man  is  at  work  lindergroinid— no  hewer 
of  eoal,  at  least— fiir  more  than  eight 
hours,  In  point  of  faet,  some  of  those 
whose  work  is  in  long  distanee  mines  in 
proximity  to  the  shaft  are  not  under- 
gronnd  for  that  length  4*f  time.  So  that 
I  say  the  matter  to  whieh  my  hon.  Friend 
refers  has  been  praetieally  solved.  It 
has  been  said  in  the  course  tdtbe  Debate 
that  the  etieet  of  this  legislation  will  be 
to  raise  the  price  of  eoal,  lieeanse  a 
statutory  rednctton  in  liie  hoins  of  hil>our 
inercases  tlie  cost  of  production,  I  wiis 
present  yesterday  with  (be  Prime  Minis- 
ter wljen  a  depiitntion  v>[  rnal -owners  aji- 
peared  in  opposition  to  this  Bill.  Thev 
used  that  argument,  anil  I  asked  this 
question — whether  20  years  ago  the  men 
in  the  Yorkshire  collieries  did  not  work 
longer  than  they  do  to-day,  and  the 
colliery -owner  to  whom  I  put  the  ques- 
tion admittetl  that  that  was  so.  I  asknd 
him  whether  the  tmtpufr  was  not  greater 
then  than  it  was  now,  and  he  replied  that 
it  was  not.  So  that  the  reduction 
of  the  hours  of  labour  has  been 
found  consistent  with  even  an  increfiseof 
Afr,  Asquith 


the  output.  No  one  acquainted  with  the 
industry  will  dispute  that  that  increase 
and  that  reduction  have  gone  on  side  by 
side.  I  will  give  the  House  one  single 
tigure  which  I  noticed  in  the  statistics 
forwarded  by  the  Inspectors  of  Mines, 
The  average  for  the  10  years  of  IHH3-92 
showed  an  increase  in  coal  production  of 
30  millions  of  tons  over  the  10  years 
1H73-H2.  I  do  not  deny,  of  course,  that 
there  has  Iwen  an  increase  of  men  and 
boys  ;  it  is  only  right  to  say  that  ;  bnt 
this  increase  is  side  by  side  with  the 
decrease  in  the  number  of  hours  which 
the  men  work.  Therefore,  if  we  are  to 
judge  of  the  future  by  the  [>ast,  I  do  not 
fear  that  the  introduction  of  this  i>rineiple 
will  lead  to  a  decline  in  the  iiroduetion. 
The  Bill  will,  in  fact,  merely  give  legis- 
lative sanction  to  what  already  exists,  I 
do  not  believe  that  the  Bill  will  diminish 
the  quantity  of  coal  or  im*rease  the  price. 
As  I  have  said,  I  do  not  attempt  to  dis- 
enss  the  details  of  the  Bill.  It  is  of  the 
simplest  possible  character.  I  think  the 
iletails  are  matters  wliich  may  be  left  to 
tlie  Committee.  I  do  not  understand  that 
the  promoters  take  up  the  atlitiide  of 
**  the  Bill,  the  whole  Bill,  and  nothing 
but  the  RiU."  They  do  not  dccb'ne  to 
listen  to  reasonable  proposals.  On  tJie 
vrmtraiy,  I  nnilerstand  that  they  are  per- 
fectly ready  to  listen  to  any  reasonable 
suggestions.  I  will  only  mention  one 
point  of  detail  of  some  importance,  in 
ivhieh  I  i-ertaijdy  eon  hi  not  concur  in  its 
present  form,  I  cannot  think  that  it 
would  1h3  right  that  the  penalty  for  con- 
travening the  Bill  shouhl  fall  on  the  eni- 
[doyer  alone.  I  think  that,  if  by  Statute 
yoM  intervene  in  this  matter,  those  who 
violate  the  law  should  be  made  equally 
lial>le  for  the  conscqnenees.  This  Debate 
has  lieen  i*ouducted  on  the  general 
]»rineipb%  and  for  the  reasons  1  have 
stated  I,  for  one,  and  for  a  large  nnjjority 
of  my  colluagnes,  give  my  sujiport  most 
heartily  to  the  Second  Heading  of  the 
BilL 

•Snt  J.  FERGUSSON  (Mjinchester, 
N.E.)  said,  the  Debate  had  been  con- 
ducted on  both  sides  in  tlie  interests  of 
limited  classes.  Speeches  had  been  de- 
livered by  Hepresentatives  of  employers 
aial  workmen.  But  there  was  another 
class  to  be  considered.  Very  little  had 
been  said  in  the  interest  of  the  con- 
sumers. He  conhl  hardly  think  that 
sufficient  justification  had  been  shown 
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lie  right  hoii.  GeDtlenmii  for  the  inomen- 
[)us  dedsion  he  bad  given.     The  House 
tmght  to  be  well   persua^led   of  n   good 
g^rountl  for  what  was    neither  more  nor 
tbao    the    proteetioti    of   one    class. 
They  oiiglit  lo  eoiisider  tlic  q^qqX  of  that 
Iprotection  on  all   the   other  classes  and 
liijdiistries  of  the   emintry,  and   the  qiies- 
ttton  onglit  to  be  argned  on  hroad  grounds^ 
|fre€  from  selfish  considcratiouB.     It  was 
Inot  Bufficieut  to  give  as  a  reason  for  this 
iar*reaehiug   proposal    that    it  was  sup- 
orted    by    a    majority    of   the    industry 
fconccrned.  There  were  other  oecnpations 
Us  urdiealthy  and  lahorions  as  that  of  the 
*1   miners,  mid   it  won  Id  surely  retjuire 
Ivery  wtrong  groumls  to  induce  the  House 
I  to  speeialiy  protect  one  elass.    The  nol)le 
IXfOrd   the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
largued  that  there  were  -10()»0CK)  men  wfio 
.  Supported    the    Bill ;    bni    there  was  no 
proof  of  that.     At  a  reeent  Conference 
those  who  vi>ted  for  the  Bill  did  not  repre* 
sent  more  than  :^00,()C)0  miners  ;  nml  only 
two  years  ago  at  LiverjKiol  there  was  an 
absolute  majority  against  the  eight  hours 
priueiple.     A  large  majo)  ity  cd'  the  men 
had    expressed    no    oiunlou,  and   a  con- 
siderable minority  luid  expressed  strong 
opinions    against'  the    Bill,       What,    the 
rlight    hoD.    (Sentlenian    was    rapport itig 
|r\*'as  an  alto^jelher  novel  priueiple  apply- 
ing to  adult  hilionr,  without  any  jitkunpt 
ll>eiug  made  to  establish  adequate  irrounds 
Tfor  accepting  the    views  of  a  so-called 
lUiftjority   of  the  trade.     The    pri»visions 
liwere  to  be  enforced  iti  the  ordinary  way, 
ho  that  it   was  to    be   nnule    a  criminal 
lofieuee   for    a    man    to    nse    his    labour 
fto     the    best    advantage;     and     for    a 
rman     to    avail    himself    of    his    greater 
Ittrength       or      ability      was      to      he- 
Icorae    punishable    by    law,      A   greater 
llDvasion  of  private  liberty  and  right  had 
never  been  attenipted.     If  it  was  tbotigbt 
llbat    10  hours  Avas   too  long  for  hoys  to 
I  work    in   mines,    it   would  be  perfectly 
ay  lo  extend  the  Factories  Acts  to  eover 
r their   case,    \mX   it    was  no    ground     for 
limiting    the   labour  of  a!l  adult  miners, 
rfttkd    forbidding      them,     whether    they 
piked  it  or  not,   to  work  more  than  eight 
lours    a  day.       The  real  danger  of  this 
proposal,   DO  one  could  doubt,  would  be 
hat  it   would   increase   the  cost  of  pro- 
Suetion    and   so  diminish  wages.      The 
jancasbire  miners  the  other  day  passed  a 
esiohition  urging  that  the  outpui  of  coal 
abould  be   limited,  that  the  men  ahoidd 


wages  of 


only  work  fonr  days  per  week  and  eight 
hours  a  day,  and  that  no  miner  shonld 
be  allowed  to  earn  more  than  6s ♦  a  day. 
That  wtts  to  say,  that  the  best  workman 
was  to  be  kept  down  to  the  [>osttion  of  the 
worst.  He  was  oinch  surprised  to  find 
that  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
was  reported  to  have  told  the  Miners' 
National  Union  that  they  shonld  do  as 
mueh  as  possible  to  keep  up  prices.  If 
that  was  the  great  object  of  tlie  colliers, 
how  could  the  Honse  consent  to  this 
legislation  ?  During  the  great  stagna- 
tion of  trade  many  industries  had  been 
earniug  very  small  profits,  and  works  had 
been  kept  on  with  great  difficulty.  An 
industry  rejuesenting  ii  capital  of 
t' 100,000,000  sterling  had  made,  on  an 
average,  for  years  pas!  'A  per  cent,  profit. 
To  increase  the  cost  of  production  would 
undoubtedly  lead  to  their  being  closed, 
and  to  a  diminution  of  the 
their  workpeople.  Was  it  toierabl 
was  it  reasonable  for  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  pro]K)se  that  tliis  powerful 
coal  organisation,  which  could  do  so 
mnch  to  limit  its  own  hours  of  labour, 
should  be  encouragetl  to  take  the  further 
step  of  artificially  enhancing  the  prtmo 
cost  of  product  ion  ?  The  movement  was 
in  restraint  of  trade  juid  inimical  lo 
the  best  interests  of  the  conn* 
try.  Foreign  competition  made  it  ne- 
cessary that  our  manufactoiics  should 
j>roduce  at  the  cheapest  possible  rates, 
and  this  was  not  the  time  when  the 
House  ought  to  give  Jegislative  support 
ton  proposal  of  so  momentous  and  extra- 
ordinary a  character.  It  was  no  vision 
but  the  actual  fact,  that  foreign  nations, 
especially  France  and  (Tcnnan}^  had 
made  enormous  advances  in  competition. 
We  had  now  less  than  half  the  total 
export  of  coal  abroad,  though  it  still 
amounted  to  .38,000,000  tons.  We  were 
lieing  met  in  the  markets  of  the  world, 
especially  in  the  East,  by  new  sources 
of  jirodiictioii,  and  when  we  were  being 
undersold  by  foreign  competitors,  this  was 
not  tiie  time  to  bring  forward  a  measure 
of  this  description, 

Mr.  woods  :  I  move,  Sir,  that  the 
Question   be  now  put. 

Mk.  speaker  :  It  is  not  the  half- 
hour  yet. 

Sir  J.  FEROrSSON  said,  he  had  no 
wisli  to  talk  out  the  Bill  or  to  take  any 
mean  advantage  of  the  hon.  Member,  and 
eonchuled    his   remarks    by    urging    the 
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Honse,  in  the  interest  of  the  great  in- 
dustries of  the  country,  not  to  assent  to 
a  proposal  of  this  abnormal  and  extra- 
ordinary character. 

Mr.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON 
(Tower  Hamlets,  Stepney)  rose  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  Debate,  but  at  the 
same  moment 

Mr.  RoBT  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  "  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

Question,  "  That  the  Question  be  now 
put,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  put  accordingly,  "  That  the 
word  *  now "  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  281  ; 
Noes  194.— (Division  List,  No.  34.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

PUBLIC   LIBRARIES  (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

(No.  ITl.') 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy,  &q.) 
moved  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill, 
which  he  said  was  only  to  assimilate  the 
law  of  Scotland  to  the  law  of  Eng- 
land, and  was  supported  by  all  Parties 
for  giving  power  to  Town  Councils  to 
adopt  the  Public  Libraries  Act. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Mr.  Dalziel.) 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  (Antrim,  S.) 
said,  last  year  it  was  found  necessary  at 
the  Irish  Office  to  recast  an  Irish  Bill  for 
the  same  purpose. 

The  SECRETARY  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  said,  the  Bill  in  no  way  in- 
validated the  proceedings  which  at  pre- 
sent would  be  taken  under  the  Public 
Libraries  Act.  Its  object  was  simply  to 
assimilate  the  law  of  Scotland  to  that  of 
England,  and  it  imposed  no  additional 
rate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 

METROPOLITAN    POLICE    PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  BILL.— (No.  147.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
-Sir  •/.  Fergusson 


COMMONS  BILL.--(No.  39.) 
Order  for   Committee  read,  and   dis- 
charged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

PUBLIC  PETITIONS  COMMITTEE. 
Third  Report  brought  up,  and  read ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 


WATS   AND   MEANS — FINANCE    BILL. 

Resolution  [24tli  April]  reported,  and  agreed 
to.— [See  page  1229.J 

Ordered,  That  it  be  a  farther  Instruction  to 
the  Gentlemen  appointed  to  prepare  and  bring 
in  a  Bill  upon  the  Resolutions  reported  from  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  on  the  17th 
instant,  and  then  agreed  to  by  the  House,  that 
they  do  make  provision  therein  pursuant  to  the 
said  Resolution. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  190.] 


statute  law  revision  bills,  &c. 
(joint  committee). 

Lords  Message  [24th  April]  requesting  this 
House  to  nominate  an  additional  Member  to  the 
Joint  Committee  of  Lords  and  Commons  on 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation 
Bills,  for  the  consideration  of  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Bill,  considered. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  [ap- 
pointed by  this  House  to  join  with  the  Com- 
mittee appointed  by  the  Lords  on  Statute  Law 
Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills]  do 
consist  of  Seven  Members. 

Ordered,  That  Sir  Edward  Hill  be  added  to 
the  Committee  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Merchant  Shipping  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the  Lords 
to  acquaint  them  that  this  House  has  nominated 
an  additional  Member  to  the  Committee,  as 
requested  by  the  Loitls.— (J/r.  T.  E,  Ellu,^ 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Mr.  hartley  (Islington,  N.)  asked 
what  would  be  the  course  of  Business, 
and   whetber    any   statement   would   be 
made  to-morrow  ? 

tue  parliamentary  SECRE- 

TARY  TO  the  treasury  (Mr.  T.  E. 
Ellis,  Merionethshire)  said,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  to-morrow 
make  a  statement  with  regard  to  the 
Business  for  next  week.  Tho  Motion 
for  the  appointment  of  a  Scotch  Grand 
Committee  would  be  further  considered 
at  the  Morning  Sitting  on  Friday. 

House  adjourned  at  two  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


IZ^o         Law  of  Inheritance       {26  April  1894}  Amendment  Bill, 
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HOUSE     OF     L  U  R  D  S  , 
Thursday,  SCdk  April  1894, 


INDIA  (LEGISLATIVE  COUNCILS). 
ADDRESS    FOR    A    RETIRN, 

Viscount  CROSS  :  My  Lordi^,  1  s^oe 
the  LTuder  iSecretary  of  iState  for  ItuXm 
in  biff  plftce,  and  I  desire  to  awk  him 
wheflier  he  will  lay  before  this  House  a 
Return  whieb  has  heeti  [irescnted  to  tbe 
other  IImii8u  of  Pariianicnt,  showing  th%i 
eotnpositiou  of  the  i^everal  Legislative 
CouQctla  in  India,  and  comprising  ex- 
tracts from  or  copies  ijf  Papers  showing 
the  Regn hitiotis  made  nialer  the  Indin 
Councils  Act,  1892,  and  tlie  niethoil  by 
which  those  Regnlatton.s  have  been 
carried  into  eifeei  in  the  sevenil  Pro- 
%nnces  havinjf  Leglshitivo  Conn  in  Is  f 
This,  my  Lordn,  is  a  matter  of  etrnsider- 
able  imponanee  and  of  great  iutoreHt, 
and  I  hope,  therefore,  the  noble  Lonl  will 
hare  no  objeetion  to  some  Rettirii  being 
made  to  this  House,  as  ha.^  been  already 
made  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 

Address  for — 

'*  Return,  showhij;  the  composition  of  I  he 
9cveral  Le|fislatire  L\iiincilK  in  India,  ami  ex- 
tmots  or  copies  of  papers  Nhowing  the  Reiriila- 
tioDs  mude  under  Sectioa  I^  l?'uV>-8ect]ou  (4),  of 
'The  iDdian  CoiincilB  Act,  1892/  atid  the 
methods  by  which  these  Reprulations  have  txH»ii 
carri^J  into  effect  in  tbe  Kcveral  Prf>viiicc?*  hav- 
ing   Legislative    Councils.'*  —  (7^/^     Vitt'nunt 

•Tag  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Lord  Reav)  : 
There  is  no  objection  to  the  Return  which 
has  been  presented  to  the  other  Honse  of 
Parliament  being  presented  to  your  Lord- 
ships' House  on  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Vi&couiit, 

Address  agreed  to, 

LAW    OF    INHERITANCE    AMENDMENT 
BILL,— (No.  IL) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
uig,  read. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
HERfeCHELLj  :  My  Lords,  the  Bill  which 

VOL,  XXIII,  [fourth  series.] 


I  now  ask  your  Lordships  to  read  a 
second  time  will  need  very  little  exphma- 
lion  froui  me,  inasnuu'b  as  it  is  not  a 
measure  whieb  is  jiew  to  this  House,  but 
has  beeti  already  uiore  than  oiiee  nnder 
your  consideration.  When  I  introduced 
a  Bill  having  the  same  object  during  the 
course  of  the  last  Session  it  was  in  a 
form,  I  believe,  substantially  the  same  as 
that  of  the  Bill  which  I  now  present  to 
your  Lordships  ;  but  some  resistance  was 
offered  w i t b  je ga rd  to  the  f o r m  a n d  s h a pe 
of  tbe  Bill^  which,  in  my  opinion, 
rendere<l  it  desinihle  to  exclude  the 
possibility  of  all  such  considerattoiis  on 
a  future  occasion,  Tlie  Bill,  therefore, 
which  I  now  ask  yonr  Lordships  to  rend 
a  second  time  is  really  in  the  exact 
form  in  which  tbe  propr^sed  change  in 
the  law  was  embodied  iti  the  Bill  wdiicb 
was  introduced  into  ibis  House  by  my 
noble  and  leiirued  Predecessor  in  the  late 
Government  in  18H9-  At?  .regards  the 
form  of  the  Bill,  therefore^  I  imagine 
that  uo  exception  will  he  taken  to  it  on 
the  j)resent  {occasion,  and  (bat  all  I  newl 
deal  with  now  is  its  scoj>e  and  object. 
My  Ltirds,  the  matter  has  b«*on  fro(|uently 
niadc  the  snliject  of  discussion,  and  more 
than  once  tbe  opinion  of  the  other  House 
has  been  expressed  in  its  favour.  The 
proposal  is  simply  this  :  that  in  ease  of 
a  person  dying  intestate,  I  he  disposition 
of  his  property  made  by  tbe  law  should 
be  the  same,  whether  his  property  he 
real  estate  or  personal  estate.  My 
Lords,  the  object  of  the  proposed  cimuge 
is  this  :  The  disposition  wiiich  tbe  law 
makes  of  a  mau^s  personal  estate  is,  I 
apprehend,  solely  because  it  Is  thought 
to  be  as  near  as  can  be  jmlged,  takitjg 
the  general  run  of  cases,  the  kind  of  dis- 
position wdiich  a  maii  acting  reasofiably 
would  himself  have  made.  The  Bill 
does  not  propose  to  touch  the  power  of 
disposition  by  any  owner  of  his 
estiite ;  after  the  Bill  passes  he  may 
dispose  of  it,  whether  by  will  or 
settlemcut  precisely  as  at  present.  It 
will  touch  uo  estate  except  otie  the 
owner  of  w^iich  Iuls  not  made  a  dis- 
position of  it  for  himself.  Now,  my 
Lords,  is  the  present  law  a  reasonable 
one  ?  Does  it  make  a  reasonable  and 
just  disposition,  as  far  as  the  law  can  do 
so,  la  eases  of  intestacy  ?  Under  tiie 
preseut  law  if  a  man  dies  intestate 
possessed  of  real  estate  the  whcde  of 
it  goes    to  bis  eldest  son,  and    no  pro- 
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Honse,  in  the  interest  of  the  great  in- 
dustries of  the  country,  not  to  assent  to 
a  proposal  of  this  ahnormal  and  extra- 
ordinarj  character. 

Mr.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON 
(Tower  Hamlets,  Stepney)  rose  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  Debate,  but  at  the 
same  moment 

Mr.  RoBT  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  ^'  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

Question,  "  That  the  Question  be  now 
put,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  put  accordingly,  "  That  the 
word  *  now "  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  281  ; 
Noes  194.— (Division  List,  No.  34.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

PUBLIC   LIBRARIES  (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

(No.  ITl.') 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy,  &q.) 
moved  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill, 
which  he  said  was  only  to  assimilate  the 
law  of  Scotland  to  the  law  of  Eng- 
land, and  was  supported  by  all  Parties 
for  giving  power  to  Town  Councils  to 
adopt  the  Public  Libraries  Act. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (3/r.  Dalziel.) 

Mr.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.) 
said,  last  year  it  was  found  necessary  at 
the  Irish  Office  to  recast  an  Irish  Bill  for 
the  same  purpose. 

The  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  said,  the  Bill  in  no  way  in- 
validated the  proceedings  which  at  pre- 
sent would  be  taken  under  the  Public 
Libraries  Act.  Its  object  was  simply  to 
assimilate  the  law  of  Scotland  to  that  of 
England,  and  it  imposed  no  additional 
rate. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 

METROPOLITAN    POLICE    PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  BILL.— (No.  147.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

-Sir  •/.  Ferguuon 


COMMONS  BILL.--(No.  39.) 
Order  for   Committee  read,  and   dis- 
charged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

PUBLIC  PETITIONS  COMMITTEE. 
Third  Report  brought  up,  and  read ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 


WATS    AND   MEANS — FINANCE    BILL. 

Resolution  [24th  April]  reported,  and  agreed 
to.— [See  page  1229.J 

Ordered,  That  it  be  a  farther  Instruction  to 
the  Gentlemen  appointed  to  prepare  and  bring 
in  a  Bill  upon  the  Resolutions  reported  from  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  on  the  17th 
instant,  and  then  agreed  to  by  the  House,  that 
they  do  make  provision  therein  pursuant  to  the 
said  Resolution. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  190.] 

statute  law  revision  bills,  &c. 
(joint  committee). 

Lords  Message  [24th  April]  requesting  this 
House  to  nominate  an  additional  Member  to  the 
Joint  Committee  of  Lords  and  Commons  on 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation 
Bills,  for  the  consideration  of  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Bill,  considered. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  [ap- 
pointed by  this  House  to  join  with  the  Com- 
mittee appointed  by  the  Lords  on  Statute  Law 
Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills]  do 
consist  of  Seven  Members. 

Ordered,  That  Sir  Edward  Hill  be  added  to 
the  Committee  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Merchant  Shipping  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the  Lords 
to  acquaint  them  that  this  House  has  nominated 
an  additional  Member  to  the  Committee,  as 
requested  by  the  Lonls.— (.Vr.  T.  E,  Ellis.') 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Mr.  hartley  (Islington,  N.)  asked 
what  would  be  the  course  of  Business, 
and   whether    any   statement   would   be 
made  to-morrow  ? 

The  parliamentary  SECRE- 
TARY TO  the  treasury  (Mr.  T.  E. 
Ellis,  Merionethshire)  said,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  to-morrow 
make  a  statement  with  regard  to  the 
Business  for  next  week.  Tho  Motion 
for  the  appointment  of  a  Scotch  Grand 
Committee  would  be  further  considered 
at  the  Mornins:  Sitting  on  Friday. 

House  adjourned  at  two  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 
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HOUSE     OF     L  (J  R  D  S , 


Thursday,  26th  April  1894, 


INDIA  (LEGISLATIVE  COUNCILS). 
ADDRESS    FOR   A    RETt'RX. 

Vi8COi:xT  CROSS  ;  My  LorJs,  I  «oe 
the  ITocler  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
m  biff  place,  and  I  desire  to  ask  liim 
whetlier  be  wfl!  lay  before  tins  House  a 
Retiii't)  whifli  has  Iieeri  prcvsented  to  the 
otlier  Hou^e  of  Parliament,  siiowirig  the 
eooj position  of  tbe  several  Legblafive 
CooDCils  in  India,  and  comprising  ex- 
tract!* from  or  copies  of  Paperj?  sbowiiig 
the  Kegnlatinnsj  made  under  tlie  India 
Councils  Act,  1892,  and  the  method  hy 
which  those  Rejy;^uhit.ion«  iiave  been 
mrried  into  effert  in  fiic  several  Pro- 
vinces havintr  Legis'lfttivc  Conuciln  ? 
This,  my  Lords,  ts  a  matter  of  coiii^ider- 
able  importance  and  of  greiit  interenif, 
aud  I  hope,  tlierefore,  the  noble  Lord  will 
have  no  objection  to  some  Return  beint( 
made  to  thi.s  House,  at*  has  lieeu  already 
made  in  the  other  Hou^e  of  Parliament. 

Addrei^^  for — 

**  Hefcurn.  shon^in^  the  composition  of  the 
•everal  Legri^lativc  CouncilH  in  India^  anrl  ex- 
triMSts  or  oo|iieH  of  papers  jihuwiniy:  tlic  Repjhi- 
tiom  made  un<ler  Sectioa  1,  Jfub-sectirin  (4),  of 
*Thc  ludiaii  Coiint-ils  Act,  181*2/  and  tlm 
tacthod«  by  which  these  Re^tdatione  have  l>ecn 
carrie«l  into  effect  in  tUe^evenil  Provinces  hiiv- 
tRig    Legislative    CouiR-iK"  —  (Tltf     VtjteouRt 

•Thk  under  secretary  op 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Lord  Reay)  : 
There  is  uo  objection  to  the  Return  which 
baa  been  preaeoled  to  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  being  presented  to  your  Lord - 
ships'  House  on  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Viscount. 

Addresg  agreed  to. 

LAW    OF    IXHERITAXCE    AMENDMENT 
BILL,-(Ku,  IL) 

.SECON'D    READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Rend- 
tiij^,  read* 

Tun  LORD  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Uerschell)  :  My  Lords,  the  Bill  which 

VOL*   XXin,    [kODRTH    8ERIE3»] 


I  now  ask  your  Lordshipsi  to  read  a 
j^eeond  time  will  netul  very  little  explana- 
tion from  me,  innsmuch  as  it  is  not  a 
measure  whiidi  in  new  to  this  House,  but 
has  been  already  nunc  rhiin  once  under 
your  coUHiderarion.  When  I  iulrothiced 
a  liill  having  the  same  object  during  the 
course  of  the  last  Session  it  was  in  a 
form,  I  believe,  substantially  the  same  as 
that  of  the  Bill  which  I  now  present  to 
your  Lordships  ;  hut  some  resietAuce  wan 
offered  with  regard  to  the  form  and  shape 
of  the  Bili,  which,  iu  my  opinion, 
rendered  it  desirable  to  exclude  the 
possibility  of  all  such  cousideratious  on 
a  ftiture  occasion.  The  Bilb  therefore, 
which  I  now  ask  your  Lordships  fo  read 
a  second  time  is  really  in  the  exact 
form  in  which  the  proposed  chaugc  in 
the  law  was  embodied  in  the  Bill  which 
was  introduced  into  this  House  by  my 
noble  and  learned  Preilecessor  in  the  late 
Government  in  1889,  As  .regards  the 
form  of  the  Bill,  therefore,  I  imagine 
that  no  exccptioit  will  be  taken  to  it  on 
the  preseut  occasion,  and  that  all  I  need 
deal  with  now  is  if.s  scope  and  object* 
My  Lords,  the  mnller  luijs  been  fref[ueiilly 
made  the  subject  of  discussion,  and  more 
than  once  the  opinion  of  the  other  House 
has  been  expressed  in  its  favour,  Tiic 
proposal  is  simply  this  :  that  (u  case  of 
a  person  dying  intestate,  the  disposition 
of  his  property  made  by  the  law  should 
be  the  same,  whether  his  property  be 
real  estate  or  pergonal  estate.  My 
Lords,  the  object  of  the  proposed  change 
h  this  :  The  disposition  which  the  law 
makes  of  a  man's  personal  estate  is,  I 
apprehend,  solely  because  it  is  thought 
to  be  as  wear  as  can  be  judged,  taking 
the  general  run  of  caj^e.'*,  the  kind  of  dis- 
position which  a  man  acting  reasonably 
would  himuelf  have  made.  The  Bill 
does  not  propose  to  touch  the  power  of 
disposition  by  any  owner  of  his 
estate ;  after  the  Bill  passes  he  may 
dispose  of  it,  whether  Ijy  will  or 
settlement  preeiaely  as  at  present.  It 
will  touch  no  estate  except  one  the 
owner  of  which  has  not  made  a  dis- 
position of  it  for  himself.  Now,  my 
Lords,  is  the  present  law  a  reasonable 
one  ?  Does  it  make  a  reasonable  and 
just  disposition,  as  far  as  the  law  can  do 
so^  in  eases  of  intestacy  ?  Lender  the 
presetit  law  if  a  man  dies  intestate 
]iosse8sed  of  real  estate  the  whole  of 
it  goes    to  his  eldest  son,  and   no  pro- 
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vision  whatever  is  made  for  liia  widow 
and  yonDger  cbildreo.  The  objecr  of 
the  prescilt  Bill  is  to  remedy  what  is 
regarded  by  many  as  an  injustice  and  an 
evil.  The  case  in  favour  of  this  Bill 
seems  to  me  to  be  put  in  a  nutshell 
by  the  Doble  Marquess  the  Leader  of  tlie 
Opposition — he  states  it  in  a  siu<^le 
sentence,  as  I  will  read  to  yonr  Lordships 
from  the  records  of  the  House — 

**The  law  did  not  make  for  intestates  a( 
pr68ent  the  kind  of  will  which  niost  pottple 
wouhi  be  anxioun  to  make,  bt'cause  very  few 
would  wish  to  leave  the  whole  of  their  property 
to  one  son." 

That  is,  in  a  sentence,  the  principle  of 
this  Bill  as  expressod  l^y  the  noble  Mar- 
quess in  regard  to  the  oteasure  of  IHH9* 
And,  again,  he  says — 

''  The  Bill  would  in  the  case  of  Binall  estates 
prevent  great  injustice ;  and  it  ia  in  regard  to 
amall  estates  and  among  the  less  educatetl 
clasHeii  that  the  exh^tin)^  law  was  likely  to  come 
into  operation," 

Really  those  sentences  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess eon  tain  the  substance  of  the  whole 
of  rny  argument  in  support  of  this  Bill, 
If  it  is  true  that  the  passinj^  of  the  Bill 
would  be  Jtkely  to  prevent  great  in- 
justice or  to  a  disposition  in  these  cases 
more  nearly  approacliing  that  wliich  a  just 
man  would  be  likely  to  make,  it  seems  to 
me  that  the  case  for  the  Bill  h  made  out. 
I  quite  agree  that  it  would  be  a 
very  serious  matter  to  touch  the 
power  of  disposition — to  prevent  a  man 
making  such  a  disposition  of  bts  pro- 
perty as  be  pleases  ;  but  that  is  not  in 
the  slightest  degree  the  question  your 
Lordships  have  to  ef>nsider  to-day  ;  the 
only  rpiestion  iiere  is,  where  there  is  no 
such  disposition  what  ought  the  law  to 
provide  ?  Now,  the  law  us  it  at  present 
exists  was  not  really  the  result  of  the 
deli!>erate  action  of  IWliament,  or  even 
of  a  consideration  of  the  question  \>y  our 
nncestors,  under  any  state  of  eircam- 
^tauees  or  couditious  similar  to  those 
ivhieb  exist  at  the  present  day.  In 
truth,  my  Lords,  the  present  law  is  a 
historical  survival ;  it  is  connected  dis- 
tinctly with  the  feudal  system  ;  but  it 
must  be  recollected  that,  inidcr  the 
present  feudal  system,  the  law  in  its 
operation  was  not  as  unjust  as  it  is  at 
thi^  present  day.  In  those  days  the  per- 
son who  OTvned  the  estate  held  originally 
from  the  Crown,  and  was  obliged  to 
bear  eonsiderahle  burdens.  He  had,  id 
consideration  of  his  holding  cerfaiu  pro- 
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perty,  to  provide  a  certain  military  force, 
and  to  perform  certain  military  services  \ 
and  those  who  are  familiar  with  the 
writings  upon  that  subject  will  know  that 
it  was  the  practice  in  those  days  for  the 
son  who  came  inttj  possession  of  the 
estute  not  to  consider  himself  without 
obligation  to  the  re^t  of  the  family.  In 
addition  to  that,  the  widow  imder  that 
law  became  entitled  to  one- third  as  her 
dower;  and  in  addition  to  the  obligations 
tipon  the  eldest  son  coming  into  the  estate 
the  younger  children  had  to  be  provided 
for  \  be  not  only  had  to  bear  eonsidumble 
burdens  on  his  own  part,  but  he  had  to 
makf!  provision  for  the  younger  members 
of  his  family  ;  one  w^onld  perhaps 
be  put  into  the  Church,  and  another 
in  command  of  the  forces  which  had 
to  be  raised  upon  the  property.  So  that 
the  operation  of  this  law  cannot  be  said 
to  have  been  at  all  the  same  as  at  pre- 
sent, and  tlie  injustice  of  siitdi  a  disposi- 
tion of  property  was  at  the  time  largely 
miligated.  BuV,  my  Lords,  the  condition 
of  things  has  become  much  clianged.  In 
the  present  day — and  the  practice  has  been 
increasing  of  late  years — the  working 
classes  have  very  largely  hef?n  induced  to 
invest  their  savings  in  the  purchase  of 
cottages  and  bouses*  The  luiniber  of 
people  who  possess  their  own  iunjses  has 
largely  increased.  I  believe  that  the 
country  has  derived  very  great  benefit 
indeed" from  the  fact  that  so  many  people 
have  put  their  savings  Into  land  and 
buildings.  In  that  way  they  have  l:»ecom8 
landowners,  and  that  fact  tends  very 
much  to  the  stability  of  property,  Tho 
result  has  undoubtedly  been  heneficiaU 
But  then  you  have  in  this  class  a  number 
of  persons  with  wlioui  intestacy  is  l>y  no 
means  uncommon  or  unlikely  to  happen  j 
and  in  cases  where  a  man  leaves  behind 
only  two  or  three  houses  of  which  he  has 
become  the  owner,  the  whole  of  his 
savings  go  to  the  one  son,  and  the  wife 
and  younger  children  are  left  absolutelj 
without  provision.  As  I  have  already 
saiil,  in  old  times  the  wife  wonld  have 
been  entitled  to  her  dower  ;  but  owing  to 
difficulties  of  title  arising  from  the 
existence  of  rights  of  dower,  a  practice 
came  into  existence  which  proved  very 
unfortunate  in  all  cases  of  succession,  of 
barring  such  rights  to  dower.  So  that 
the  wife  may  be  said  for  many  yejirs  past 
to  have  had  no  dower  in  case^  where 
land    has    been  purchased  in    that  way* 
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Therefore,  fts  I  have  poi tiled  out,  the 
reaiUt  has  V»©en  thiit  whilst  you  have  a 
number  of  sumll  projirietors  created,  yen 
have,  ill  the  eii8e  of  tho.^e  peraotjs  who 
die  iiiteatate,  no  provi^toii  for  the  wife  or 
children.  That,  mj  Lords*,  is,  1  tliiuk, 
an  extremely  iHido^irable  stnle  of  thiiigt*, 
and  points  to  the  injustice  referred  to  hy 
the  noble  Marquees  m  the  speech  to 
which  1  have  referred.  It  bas  been 
suggested  that  there  are  very  few  of 
those  cases  of  iutet^tacy,  and  that  there  is 
00  grievance  to  be  remedied.  It  is,  of 
course,  a  difficult  thing  to  ascertain  the 
number  of  cases  in  which  people  poa.sesscil 
of  real  estate  die  intestate.  There  are  no 
means,  as  far  as  I  am  aware  of,  of  arriving 
at  the  figures  with  regard  to  it.  It  is 
certain  that  a  great  number  of  people  die 
intestate  ;  that,  of  course,  may  he  taken 
positively  to  be  the  fact,  aud  is  capable 
of  easy  proof.  But  whotiier  those  per- 
sons who  die  intestate  were  owners  of 
real  property  is  not  capable  of  proof, 
because  there  is  no  method  by  whieh  it 
would  become  publicly  known*  But 
there  Is  no  reason  to  suppose  that  those 
who  are  possessed  of  small  portions  of 
Und  less  frequently  die  iu testate  than 
those  possessed  of  personalty  oidy.  There 
is,  I  think,  some  evidence  in  the  contrary 
direction.  The  subject  pressed  itself  very 
much  on  my  notice  when  I  was  a  Law 
Officer  from  1880  to  1885.  Your  LonU 
ships  are,  of  course,  aware  that  when  a 
man  dies  iutestAte,  without  leaving  any 
relatives — which  happens  rarely  except 
in  eases  of  illegitimacy  —  the  property 
escheats  to  the  Crown  ;  but  it  has  been 
the  practice  to  entertain  appeals  mpiile 
to  the  Treasury  by  blood  relations, 
though  not  recognised  hy  law,  and  to 
consider  what  portion,  if  any,  of  the 
property  should  be  given  up  to  them. 
Those  ca*»es  all  come  before  the  Law 
Officers  for  atl vice*  In  every  year  several 
<saae8  oame  before  me  in  which  men 
had  died  intestate,  leaving  some  estate, 
generally  real  property.  Is  there  any 
reason  to  suppose  that  they  would  be 
lees  likely  to  make  wills  than  the  rest  of 
the  community  ?  Certainly  not^ — quite 
the  contrary ;  because  it  is  difficult  to 
^nppo^e  that  a  man  who  has  been  looking 
aft«r  and  taking  care  of  those  who  are 
his  relations,  in  life,  would  desire  that 
they  should  get  nothing  and  the  Crown 
take  all  upon  his  death.  Yet  I  cannot 
eoneeive  that  they  are  more  likely  to  make 


wills  than  the  rest  of  the  commnnity*  and 
if  there  be  such  cases  as  I  havealhided  to 
every  year  of  persons  dying  intestate  wdio 
are  illegimat*,  tt  surely  tends  strongly 
to  show  that  the  total  number  of  cases 
tu  avhich  persons  owning  real  property 
do  not  make  wills  iinist  be  vorj  consider- 
able. It  has  been  said  that  in  the  present 
day  it  is  easy  to  muko  a  will,  and  that 
nobody  has  any  excuse  for  uot  making 
one.  That  may  be  perfectly  true  ;  and 
yet,  after  all,  a  great  numlier  of  people 
do  not  make  wills,  aud  how  does  that 
come  about  ?  Well,  in  all  classes,  one 
may  say,  there  is  a  tendency  in  liuman 
nature  to  put  off  that  which  we  think 
we  can  do  at  auy  time.  People  are 
prone  to  consider  the  iiour  of  their  de- 
parture from  the  world  as  not  near  at 
hand  ;  they  think  there  will  be  ample 
time  to  make  a  will,  an(i  consequently  no 
people  who  have  any  idea  or  notion  of 
doing  so,  nevertheless,  having  made  no 
will,  die  intestate.  Especially  is  this 
likely  to  be  the  case  w^ith  those  who  aro 
not  of  the  rank  of  your  Lordships,  but  iu 
humbler  stations  of  life.  It  is  a  serious 
matter  to  them  to  incur  the  burden  of  a 
lawyer's  bill,  so  that  the  class  with 
regard  to  whom  the  present  law  operates 
most  hardly  in  the  case  of  intestacy  is 
just  the  class  who  are  most  likely  to  die 
intestate.  That  was  the  view  adopted 
by  the  noble  Marquess  when  he  said  that 
it  was  in  the  case  of  owners  of  the  smialler 
estiites  and  the  least  ctlucated  class  that 
the  existing  law  was  more  likely  to  come 
into  operation.  I  entirely  concur  iu  the 
view  so  expressed.  I  do  not  intend  to 
trouble  your  Lordships  with  further 
observations  on  this  Bill.  I  regret  to 
see  that  the  uoble  Duke  is  about  to  make 
objections.  Of  course,  if  this  Bill  only 
dealt  with  those  who  are  in  the  position 
of  yonr  Lordships,  I  admit  it  would  not 
bo  necessary  at  all.  I  imagine  the 
number  of  those  who  sit  iu  this  House 
aud  who  succeed  to  estates  by  reasou  of 
intestacy  is  extremely  small,  Every^ 
body  will  admit  that  large  estates  pass,  aa 
a  general  rule,  either  by  will  or  by  settie- 
ment.  The  class  who  will  he  beneticiallj 
affected  by  the  proposed  change  in  the 
law  are  not  those  represented  in  your 
Lordships'  House,  but  those  iu  ranch 
humbler  statious  of  life.  Now  I  would 
ask  your  Lordships  seriously  to  pause 
before  yon  reject  a  measure  which  had 
the  sanction  of  the  late  Government,  and 
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whicb,  therefore,  cauiiot  h^.  siiid  to  Ijc  i« 
auy  ^eusc  a  Party  measure,  from  any 
cuijsideratioiis  that  it  would  he  likely  to 
utTeet,  though,  at*  I  venture  to  tiutrget^t, 
erraueoiiHly,  any  Mem  hers  of  this  House. 
I  submit  that  it  h  our  houndeu  duty,  and 
only  wisdom,  to  k>ok  at  the  matter  a.s  it 
touches  the  »euttment'*  of  the  people  at 
large.  When  thi^  measure  was  before 
your  Lonlrihtpa  iu  1889  one  oohle  Lord 
suggei^ted  that  it  would  he  well  to  wait 
until  sueh  a  nieai^ure  came  up  to  us*  from 
the  otber  House,  and  on  that  oeeawioii,  1 
think,  the  noble  Man[nesis  opposite  or  the 
noble  Earl  (Lord  Craohrook)  stront^ly 
protested  against  that  view,  and  pointed 
out  that  we  ought  in  tlriii  House  to  take 
notiee  of  altered  eireum»taueeti  aud  the 
ehanging  tendeneies  and  curreutft  of 
thought,  and  that  w^e  ought  not  to  be 
forced  into  reform  by  the  HtimuluH  of 
rneaiiuros  eoming  from  the  other  House. 
It  wonid  be  most  imforttHuitc  if  we  should 
seem  in  1894  to  he  even  less  prepared 
tbun  we  w^ere  in  1889  to  make  this  de- 
sirable change  iu  the  lau\  For  these 
reasons  I  ask  yonr  Lordships  to  ts>^A  the 
Bill  a  second  time* 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2V 
— (  Th  e  L  o  rd  Ch  a  n  ce  llo  r, ) 

The  DtrKE  of  NORFOLK  rose  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  seeotNl  time 
that  day  six  months.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  expressed  regret  that 
tbiei  notice  hiul  been  given,  ami  had 
pointetl  ovit  that  the  Bill  would  not  ilisas- 
trously  arteet  any  Meml»er  of  that  House. 
In  taking  thiit  stop  he  wa»  not  aninvated 
by  any  fear  that  their  Lordships  would 
not  be  able  to  takesneh  measures  as  they 
might  think  best  to  protect  tlieinselves. 
The  dilficnlty,  however,  in  dealing  %vith 
the  question  appeared  to  be  that  evQ^ry 
argument  which  could  be  brought  to 
bear  iu  favour  of  the  proposed  change 
seemeil  to  be  effectually  eotiuterbalaneed 
by  other  arguments  which  told  in  an 
opposite  direction.  It  must  he  remem- 
bered tliat  the  measure  reversed  what 
had  been  for  centuries  the  Rettled  law  of 
I  lie  country,  and  probably  many  of  their 
Lordships  imd  come  to  listen  to  what 
WHS  the  great  need  for  so  momentous  a 
eliange*  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
on  the  Woolsack  hiid  completely  failed 
to  lirtng  forward  any  kind  of  proof  that 
the  existing  law  was  responsible  in  any 
large  degree  for  cases  of  hardship,  and 
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there  was  no  possible  state  of  the 
vvhieh  might  not,  in  particular  instances^ 
produce  some  haidsldp.  The  noble 
ami  learned  Lord  told  them  that  in 
tiie  past  the  law  dltl  not  work  unfairly, 
beeause  wdien  real  estate  was  left  or 
devolved  upon  an  eldest  son  be  invariably 
nuderstood  his  responsibility^  and  took 
care  that  his  family  did  not  suffer  any 
hnnlslup.  But  no  attempt  hal  been  tuade 
to  show  that  eldest  sons  in  the  present 
day  were  less  true  to  their  responsibili* 
ties  than  the  eldest  sous  of  a  past  genera- 
tion. That  being  sti,  their  Lordships 
might  very  well  c(jnsider  that  imtil  some 
taogible  ease  bad  been  miide  out  there 
was  ijo  occasion  to  alter  the  existing  hiw. 
There  was,  besides,  a  wiilespread  danger 
which  had  to  he  looketl  in  the  face  if 
this  Bill  was  carried.  Of  recent  years  the 
Legislature  had  been  very  anxious  to 
encourage  peojde  to  possess  real  pro- 
perty and  to  increase  the  number  of 
small  owners  of  laud  in  the  country.  If 
these  small  owners  invested  everything 
they  \\t\A  iu  land  ami  did  not  make  any 
will,  then  the  difficulty  of  whicli  the 
Loril  Cbanct^llor  had  spoken  would 
arise  ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  by  the 
proposc»il  change  the  whole  {Mjlicy 
of  the  Legislature  in  this  direction 
would  be  defeated.  This,  again,  wad 
was  the  same  point  iu  another  form.  In 
the  ease  of  j^mall  biddings  the  law  would 
step  in^  and  it  was  clear  the  same  thing 
might  occur  r/e/  Infimfum  on  the  death  of 
persons  leaving  small  properties  bebiod 
them.  That  would  canse  considerable 
diHiculty,  and  would  raise  a  great  ques* 
tiim  liow  property  sci  situated  should  be 
disposed  of,  and  some  day  their  Lord- 
ships might  have  to  come  down  to  that 
House  and  proviiie  some  effectual  aud 
far-reaching  inachiuery  to  deal  with  that 
difficulty.  It  bad  been  said  that  a  BiU 
which  tended  to  break  up  large  oi^tates 
was  for  the  enconrageinenlof  small  hold- 
ings, but  he  could  not  admit  that  was 
the  case.  Large  estates  would  continue 
to  grow,  while  ihe  small  holdings  would 
piiss  away.  Was  it  so  clear  that  people 
wished  small  properties  to  go  In  that 
way,  and  diil  they  dread  so  much  as  bad 
Jioeu  represented  real  estate  passing 
into  the  hands  of  one  bolder?  The  ten- 
dency of  the  puiilie  mind  on  the  sub- 
ject was  shewn  by  what  w*as  going  on 
iu  Kent,  where  the  ciistom  of  gavel- 
kind   was    not    found    to    be    popular^ 
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and  wa8  qiik-kly  |)iissiiig'  away.  Jf 
their  Lordehipi*  tfion|i;lit,  on  tbe  wbole, 
it  Wiis  well  to  em-onnitre  tiie  creation  of 
sniJill  estiites  in  land,  then  it  certainly 
seemed  niidesimhie  to  make  the  chaof^e 
in  the  (aw  coiitemphitcd  by  the  present 
Bill,  Jt  had  heen  asked  what  dues  it 
ftiguify,  and  it  bad  beon  urged  that  if 
people  desiretl  to  pnieeed  in  this  way 
they  couhl  always  do  it — tlnit,  in  fact, 
they  con  Id  dodge  t\w  law  by  making 
wills.  He  did  not  think  h  wu8  desirable 
that  the  law  should  be  s^et  at  variance 
with  custom  in  thiJ*  matter,  and  he  was 
opposed  to  any  ehnnge  iinle^^  gooil 
cause  was  t*hown  for  it.  Did  they  or  did 
they  not  wish  that  the  pf>liey  of  keeping 
large  estates  in  the  hand.'?  of  single 
owuers  should  he  iKerpetuafed  'f  Of 
course,  he  quite  understood  that  some 
Ijoble  Lonls,  who  thought  tbe  system 
based  on  primogeniture  an  evil,  would 
Cake  ao  opposite  view  in  this  matter  ; 
btit  he  trusted  that  the  knowledge 
possessed  of  what  went  on  at  present 
and  of  public  feeling  as  regarded  the 
present  custom,  wotild  induce  them  not 
to  make  the  proposed  change.  No  doubt 
there  was  much  to  be  said  on  both 
sides,  but  the  burden  of  jiroof  lay  with 
chose  who  asked  thetr  Lordships  to 
take  a  step  whicdi,  once  takeu,  could 
wot  be  retrace" I,  an<l  he  therefore  asked 
the  House  to  pause  lief  ore  assenting  to 
the  principle  of  this  Hill,  and  to  support 
the  Amendment  of  which  be  had  given 
Notieo. 
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Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out 
("now*')  and  aild  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  ("this  ilay  six  months/'j — {The 
Duke  oj  Narfolk.) 

The  Marqi  kss  of   SATJSBURY  : 

Aft  the  noble  and  learneil  Lord  was 
kind  enough  to  allude  to  me,  1  shall  do 
wlnit  1  slioidd  not  ntherwise  have  done 
— that  is,  follow  my  noble  F'riend.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  appears  to 
imagine  that  when  a  great  aTid  large 
scheme  is  produced  before  tbe  House 
he  is  at  liberty  to  take  one  p  irticular 
cdause  ont  of  tiiat  scheme,  neglecting 
and  purring  as  it  Jo  all  ttie  rest,  and  to 
«ay  to  us,  '^  You  are  bound  to  assent 
to  the  fragmentary  elause,  because  you 
ll9fiente<l  to  the  scheme  as  a  whole/'  I 
eannot  admit  that  argument  at  all. 
This  clause  was  introduced  into  the 
Bill  of  1889  for  the  purpose,  hs  we  were 


to  hi  by  the  lawyers,  of  making  a  neces- 
sary change  of  machinery  essential  to 
the  working  of  the  larger  scheme— a 
scheme  which  wethougiit  would  be  highly 
benelicjal  both  to  the  public  at  large 
and  to  the  owners  of  landed  jjropcrty. 
But  it  is  not  merely  that  the  noble 
and  learned  Liird  has  taken  one 
particular  circumstance  out  of  a  large 
scheme  and  asked  us  to  athjpt  it  by  itself 
without  any  consideration  of  the  other 
provisions  which  might  modify  or  qualify 
its  action.  He  has  taken  no  notice  of 
sundry  differences  of  cireumstance  which 
attneh  to  that  proposal  and  to  the  pro- 
posal whtcli  he  makes.  At  the  time 
when  th!it  Bill  was  droppetl  we  ha^l  in- 
trodiiced  provisions  to  meet  what,  from 
the  point  of  view  of  the  larger  proprietors, 
is  the  great  danger  and  evil  of  the  noble 
Jjord's  scheme.  I  entirely  admit  that  for 
all  educated  men  it  matters  very  little, 
as  a  rule»  whether  this  hiw  or  the  other 
as  to  intestacy  shall  prevail,  because 
their  estates  pass  almost  invariably  by 
settlement  or  by  will.  But  there  is  a 
case  when  they  cannot  pass  by  settlement 
or  by  will,  and  tliat  is  the  cnse  where  the 
tenant  for  life  is  incapacitated  from 
making  any  settlement  or  will — where 
tbe  I  en  lint  for  life  is  an  infant  or  an  idiot 
or  a  hmiitic.  There  is  nothing  in  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  which  in  such  a 
case  will  in  the  future  save  an  estate 
from  being  divided  or  broken  up. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Heuscbell)  :  Kor  was  there  in  the  Bill 
of  the  noble  Marquess. 

TnK  Makqcess  ot'   SALISBURY  : 

We  bad  introduced  some  chuw^^  at  the 
time  the  Bill  was  dn^ppdl,  and  it  had 
been  fully  announced'  flmt  it  was  our 
inteuti^m  to  make.tliat  point  safe  Irefore 
tbe  Bill  passed  into  law.  Thennbleand 
learned  Lordt^iehind  nve  (Lord  Hnlsbury) 
lirougbt  up  two  clauses  for  the  purpose. 
It  would,  be  a  very  serious  banlslup  in 
many  a  ease  where,  though  it  is  tlie  sense 
of  the  whole  family  that  the  estate  should 
pass  to  tbe  eldest  sou,  yet,  in  spite  of 
that  general  consent,  it  is  broken  up  by 
the  Statute  of  Distributions,  because  the 
heir  who  would  inh(?irit  uniler  tids  Bill  is 
a  man  who,  being  an  infant  or  lN?ing  a 
lunatic,  is  incapable  of  making  »  wilb 
Lt  seems  to  me  tfjat  is  a  great 
hardshi|>,  and  no  Bill  for  this  pur- 
pose whatever   can    lie   accepted  which 
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does  not  mako  provision  for  that  danger. 
But  there  are  otlier  oircutn stances  which 
ha%"e  changed,  of  which  tiie  noble  Lord 
took  no  account.  He  told  ns  that  the 
great  hardship  in  cases  of  iutei^tacy  was 
that  the  wife  and  the  younger  children 
were  left  entirely  unprovided  for.  1 
thick,  io  the  case  of  the  nnedncate<l  classes 
— ^the  poor  class — with  respect  to  whom 
the  question  of  intestacy  rilraost  ex- 
clusively arises,  the  great  and  the  most 
serious  hardship  certuinlyf  is  iti  the  case 
of  the  wife.  There  is  no  doubt  that  in- 
testacy which  leaves  her  entirely  without 
provision  is  a  very  serious  hardship  in- 
deed. 1  am  not  saying  that  the  younger 
children  are  entirely  without  cause  of 
complaint^  hut  they,  at  all  events,  have 
usually  means  of  raaking  their  way  in 
the  world,  and  they  tlo  not  necessarily 
trust  to  such  provision  for  their  support,. 
But  for  the  wife  the  hardship  is  great 
indeed.  Since  the  date  of  the  Bill  to 
which  the  nohle  Lord  referred  there  has 
passeii  and  become  law  a  Bill  by  which, 
if  an  estate,  real  and  personal  together, 
does  not  exceetl  £500  and  there  are  no 
children,  that  passes  to  the  wife.  There- 
fore a  great  evil,  one  of  the  great  in- 
justices which  the  nohle  LonI  pointed 
out,  is  already  prevented  by  a  Sfaltite 
which  has  passed  since  that  time.  That 
is  not  the  only  change  in  the  law  that  has 
taken  place.  There  is  another  change 
which,  to  my  mtnd,  is  most  sign iticant  and 
importanf.  In  1H91  Parliament,  depart- 
ing from  all  the  old  traditions  atui  lessons 
of  State  craft  in  that  respect,  passed,  for 
reasons  which  I  think  exceedingly  gcwd^ 
measnres  for  encouraging  the  purchase 
and  ownership  of  small  estates  by  poor 
men,  by  men  of  the  working  class.  I 
regard  that  as  a  very  salutary  measure  if 
it  can  bo  l»roi!ght  into  operation — a  yqix 
salutary  measure,  not  so  inncli  for  the 
benefit  of  the  men  themselves,  although 
I  think  it  will  be  beneficial  to 
them,  but  beneficial  to  the  public  as 
rendering  a  much  larger  class  of 
people  interested  in  landmi  pro- 
perty and  in  the  general  security  of 
property  and  the  institutions  of  '  the 
country.  That  is  a  measure  which  I 
heartily  hope  may  ultimately  bear  frilit. 
I  am  well  aware  that  no  stich  measure 
can  bear  fruit  immediately.  Some  time 
must  elapse  before  it  is  brought  to  the 
knowledge  of  those  whom  it  concerns ; 
aome  time  must  elapse  before  they  can 
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he  drawn  away  from  their  old  habits  in 
that  respect,  and  can  he  induced  to 
undertake  a  manner  of  life  which  to 
many  of  them  is  entirely  new.  But  if 
it  cau  be  done  it  will  be  an  achievement 
of  which  the  Parliament  of  1891  may 
well  be  proud.  But  what  are  you  doing 
now  ?  There  is  no  doubt  that,  this  is 
the  very  class  who  are  most  likely  to  be 
intestate.  They  are  to  a  very  great 
extent,  though  happily  to  a  diminishing 
extent,  an  uneducated  class,  and  they 
are  more  likely  than  any  other  to  omit  to 
make  their  wills.  If  they  da  not  make 
their  wills,  and  this  Bill  passes,  the  land 
whicli  by  so  much  trouble,  and  even  at 
so  much  cost,  has  been  made  into  a 
p  easa  ti  t  p  re  i  pr  ietary  m  n  st  be  so  Id ,  T  h  ere 
is  noiother  way  of  dividing  its  value  among 
the  family,  and  therefore,  as  fast  as  by 
ihe  operation  of  the  law  of  1891  you  are 
creating  peasant  properties  which  you 
have  deteiinined  to  be  of  great  value  to 
the  people  atid  to  the  country,  so  by  this 
law  as  fast  as  these  proprieties  are  left 
intestate  will  they  be  sold  in  order  that 
I  he  value  may  be  divided  among  the 
family,  and  they  will  he  lapped  up  by 
the  great  estates  near  them.  That  seems 
to  me  to  be  a  most  irrational  policy. 
There  is  no  call  for  this  Bill ;  there  is  no 
great  grievatice  whieii  demands  it ;  there- 
fore there  Is  no  reason  why  you  should 
not  allow  this  gre^it  experiment,  which 
you  have  resolved  to  try  a  fair  time,  to 
be  put  to  the  test  of  experience  so 
that  we  may  know  whether  it  will 
succeed  or  fail.  Do  not  strike  down 
the  plant  you  have  put  into  the  ground, 
and  to  which  you  have  given  so  much 
care,  lieforc  it  has  been  two  years  grow- 
ing. Yon  are  reversing,  in  effect,  the 
policy  of  the  Parliameut  of  1891  ;  you 
are  destroying  a  great  betu^fit  to  the  in- 
stitutions of  the  I'onntry  which  you  con- 
gratulated yourselves  would  result  in 
increasing  the  number  of  peasant  pro- 
perties. i\s  fast  as  you  create  peasant 
properties  by  that  Act,  you  diminish 
them  l»y  the  operation  of  this  Bill,  and 
therefore  it  app*^ars  to  me  that  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  is 
inopportune,  that  it  is  deiuanded  by 
no  great  public  advantage,  that  it  is 
not  needetl  to  remedy  any  great  known 
public  evil,  and  that  it  will  diminish  one 
of  the  most  valuable  and  one  of  the 
most  hopeful  reforms  ever  passed  by 
J,^arl  lament. 
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The  first  LORD  m  the  TREA- 
SURY   AND  LORD  PRESIDENT  or 

I  THE  COUNCIL  (The  Eurl  of  Rf.sERERY): 

My   Lords,   I    have  Ibteueil    with    i^reat 

atteutiou  to  the  speech  of  llic  noble  Duke 

antl  the  nol>]e  Marqucfti*   in   tlie  hope  of 

fiuding  otit  some  intelligible  basis  for  tho 

rejection  of  the  moderate  and  reasonable 

proposal  of  my  uobleaud  learned  Friend, 

I   confess   I  have  met  with    some    dis- 
I  appointment.     My    noble     Friend     the 

noble  Duke,  whom    I   always  hear  with 

Buch  pleasure  both  liere  and   in  juiother 

place,  set  fortli  with  great    modtTjitiou 

the  reasons  Tvhieh  animated  him   on    this 

occasion.     He  said  there   waw   no  appre- 

hensiotj  on  behalf  of  the  lar*^e  properties 

in  which  your  Lordships  are    HUppo-^ed  |  provisions  whieh  aeeompany  it  ;  but  that 

to    be    maiiilv    interested,    because   your    is  the  naked  and  intelligible  proposition » 

Lordships 

to      make 


^  issue  exoeediDgly  close.  It  therefore 
come  to  thiB — ^that  the  noble  Marquess 
is  making  his  protest  against  the  Bill, 
not  on  behalf  of  any  large  or  considerable 
class,  not  on  behalf  of  any  abstract  prio- 
ciples  of  justice,  but  on  behalf  of  the 
eldest  son  of  the  illiterate  pe^isant  pro- 
prietor. Now,  T  veiiture  to  say  that  is 
an  exceedingly  narrow  ground  togoupou. 
The  noble  Martjuess  spurns  his  own  Bill, 
lie  says — "  Yon  take  a  principle  out  of 
my  Bill,  but  it  is  nuai^companied  by  a 
valtiable  provision  whieii  would  have 
protected  us  against  tlie  evil  provisions 
of  my  own  Bill,"  I  do  uot  kuow  how 
far  we  are  Wund  never  to  consider  any 
clause  in    any    Bill  apart  from  the  other 


will  be  able  and  wiUing  \  But  if  the  present  proposal  is  a  bad  or 
testamentary  dispositions,  j  unjust  one,  I  will  not  ])ay  tlie  noble 
We  then  come  to  the  smaller  class  ]  Marquess  tlie  hatl  compliment  of  sup- 
posing that  he  would  have  consented  to 
include  it  in  ids  Bill  on  that  occasion. 
On  the  last  occasion  when  the  Bill 
was  before  yo«r  Lordships*  House 
the  noble  Marquess  said  he  did 
not  exactly  know  the  safeguarda 
with  w^hich  it  would  be  accompanied, 
because  his  legal  conscience  was  at  that 
moment  at  San  Remo  ;  but  1  am  ghul  to 
see  that  that  legal  conscience  is  now 
present,  and  the  iiohle  and  Ictirued  Lord 
(Lord  IJalKhury)  has  snpplioil  the  fact 
that  by  two  invaluable  clauses  he  would 
have  diminished  the  evil  effect  of  the 
Bill  which  he  had  himself  introduced. 
Now,  ixij  Lords,  I  venture  to  think  that, 
in  dealing  wifii  so  large  a  principle  as 
this,  incorporated  by  II er  Majesty's  late 
Advisers  in  a  Bill  of  their  own,  you  must 
go  on  much  broader  grounds  tbiin  have 
been  advanced  by  eitiier  the  noble  Doke 
or  the  noble  Marquess  tor  the  rejection 
of  this  BilL  What  I  greatly  fear  is  that  the 
reasons  that  have  been  given  for  its  re- 
jection will  not  be  taken  by  the  public 
at  large  to  be  the  real  reasons  that 
animate  you  on  this  occ-asiou.  They 
will  not  believe  in  the  self-denying  de- 
claration that  it  is  not  on  account  of  your 
own  profjerties  that  you  are  unwilling  to 
pass  this  Bilb  They  will  not,  1  fear, 
give  credit  to  the  phantom  of  the  un- 
happy eldest  son  of  the  illiterate  peasant 
proprietor  ;  bnt  I  am  afraid  they  will 
suspect  some  deeper  and  larger  motive, 
with  a  view  to  prevent  the  assimilation 
of  the  law  with  respect  to  the  disposttiou 


who,  I    supposed,    so    far   as    they    are 
possessed  of  intelligence  and   education, 
would  be  equally  wiUiug   to  make  testa- 
mentary dispositions  to  guide  the  disposal 
of     tbeir    property    after     their    death, 
l>ecause  the   noble   Duke  will   not  forget 
that,  however  small   the  property,  it   is 
not    the    less    precioui    to    the    peasant 
proprietor    than     his    own     possessions. 
As  we,  therefore,  may  take  it  for  granted 
that  both   the   large  and   the  small  pro- 
prietor    who    possess     intelligence    and 
education  will  provide  for  the  disposition 
of  their  property  after  death,  we  liave  to 
look  for  some   further  ant^   more  remote 
reason  for  the  rejection  of  this  Bilb    Tiiat 
reason  appears  to  be  the  C4ise  of  the  illi- 
terate small  holder,  and   I  am  bound  to 
!  gay  that  1  am  not  aware   that  any   want 
lof  ed«ieation  is  always   accompauiefl   by 
any  want  of  consideration  for  I  he  main 
I  ciia  nc  e  and  t  h  e  ca  re  o  f  p  ro  pe  r  t}- ,     W  e  a  re 
rlheu,  to  come  to  the  argument  eliat  the 
[illiterate  small   holders — I  iio  not  know 
how  many  there  are,  but  there  cannot  be 
a  great   ninulxir — are  the  persons  whom 
it    is  desirable    to    protect   in    this  way. 
The  noble  Marquess  disreganls  altogether 
'  any  apprehension  to  be  based  on  the  risk 
Lof    leaving    the    widow  unprovidc<l  for, 
|He  says  that  a  recent  measure  has  pro- 
f Tided  for  the  widow  in  cases  of  property 
ivhich  atnounts  to  £500  and    less,  but   in 
[his  argument  he  entirely  ovcrlooketl  any 
consideration    arising    in    reganl    to    the 
I  younger  children   of  the    illiterate   pro- 
prietor*    We   are    narrowing   down   the 
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in  cases  of  intestacy  of  real  and  personal 
property.  There  is  one  argument  I  have 
omitted  which  I  admit  has 'some  weight. 
The  noble  Marquess  said  there  was  one 
class  that  would  not  be  covered  by  this 
Bill,  and  upon  whom  some  injustice 
might  be  worked — the  class  of  infants 
and  lunatics.  But  that  is  not  a  reason 
for  rejecting  the  Bill ;  it  is  a  matter  for 
Committee  and  further  consideration.  If 
the  noble  Marquess  brings  forward  any 
clause  dealing  with  that  particular  aspect 
of  the  matter — either  the  two  invaluable 
clauses  which  seem  to  have  lapsed  into 
oblivion  or  any  other  clause  which  he 
thinks  more  fitted  to  redress  the  evil  he 
has  himself  proposed — I  can  assure 
him  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  be  prepared  to  give  it  their  best 
consideration.  I  must  say  that  I 
think  this  is  a  larger  question  than 
either  the  noble  Duke  or  the  noble 
Marquess  has  professed  to  think 
it.  It  is,  perhaps,  a  principle  which 
has  not  a  very  large  operation,  but 
it  is  one  of  those  principles  which  in  the 
abstract,  at  any  rate,  appeal  with  great 
force  of  justice  to  the  public  mind  of  the 
country.  If,  then,  your  Lordships  think 
the  Bill  will — even  if  it  should  have  no 
great  operation — if  you  believe  that  in 
the  main  any  evil  such  as  is  apprehended 
in  consequence  of  the  act  of  any  illiterate 
proprietor  may  be  averted — I  would  im- 
plore you  not  to  put  yourselves  before  the 
country  this  evening  in  the  position  of 
once  more  resisting  the  establishment  of 
the  simple  and  rational  principle  involved 
in  this  proposal.  Last  year  it  was  only 
by  three,  four,  or  five  votes  that  you  re- 
jected a  Bill  for  the  abolition  of  what  is 
popularly  called  primogeniture.  I  do  not 
know  to  what  figure  the  miijority  may  be 
swollen  on  this  occasion,  but  if  it  be  20 
times  greater  than  that  of  last  year,  I  do 
not  believe  that  you  will  be  acting  wisely 
in  the  interests  either  of  this  House,  of 
your  own  order,  or  of  the  land,  of  which 
you  are  the  special  protectors,  in  re- 
peating the  course  von  then  pursued. 

Lord  HALSBURY  :  My  Lords,  I 
propose  to  add  a  very  few  words  of  com- 
ment on  what  has  just  been  said  by  the 
Prime  Minister.  But  before  I  come  to 
the  particular  matters  to  which  he  has 
called  attention,  I  cannot  but  say  that 
one  becomes  a  little  sick  of  the  constant 
veiled  threat  that  your  Lordships  ought 
not  to  do  what  you  think  right,  as  it  may 
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be  supposed  by  the  public  you  are  acting 
in  the  interests  of  the  class  to  which  you 
belong.  I  think  we  are  tolerably  familiar 
now  with  the  kind  of  peroration  which 
warns  your  Lordships  that  yourselves 
and  your  House  will  be  endangered  if 
you  act  according  to  what  you  believe  to 
be  right,  and  do  not  at  once  comply  with  any 
popular  demand.  The  noble  Earl  opposite 
might,  I  think,  have  foregone  his  sneer  at 
the  "  invaluable  clauses  "  he  has  referred 
to  as  having  lapsed  into  oblivion.  I  am 
not  aware  that  they  were  invaluable 
clauses  ;  but  with  regard  to  their  having 
lapsed  into  oblivion,  I  may  tell  the  noble 
Lord  that  it  was  because  of  an  apparent 
imperfection  in  those  clauses  that  the 
measure  failed.  It  was  the  absence  of  a 
sufficient  belief  in  the  minds  of  noble 
Lords  in  the  efficacy  of  the  Bill  in  pro- 
viding sufficiently  for  the  cases  of  infants 
and  lunatics  which  caused  the  Bill  to  be 
withdrawn  at  the  last  stage  in  conse- 
quence of  the  opposition  it  received. 

The  Earl  op  ROSEBERY  :  I  do 
not  wish  to  interrupt  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord.  I  only  wish  to  say  that 
I  used  the  expression  "  oblivion  "  not  in 
any  sneering  spirit,  but  because  I  ob- 
served that  he  himself  had  to  remind  the 
noble  Marquess  of  their  existence. 

Lord  HALSBURY  :  It  is  not  worth 
while  pursuing  the  matter,  but  I  used 
the  term  "  sneering  "  as  applying  not  to 
the  clauses  having  fallen  into  oblivion, 
but  to  their  valuable  character. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  They 
were  stated  to  be  invaluable  to  the  Bill. 

Lord  HALSBURY  :  On  the  con- 
trary, they  caused  the  wrecking  of  the 
Bill.  However,  these  matters  seem  to 
me  to  be  hardly  worth  the  dignity  of  a 
discussion.  What  I  said  in  introducing 
the  Bill  originally  I  adhere  to.  I  think 
no  words  of  mine  will  be  found  recom- 
mending this  principle  for  itself  ;  on  the 
contrary,  I  think  it  will  be  found  that  I 
said  the  provision  was  not  of  much  im- 
portance, and  that  ail  that  need  be  said 
on  the  subject  was,  that  for  the  purpose 
of  securing  what  appeared  to  me  to  be 
undoubtedly  of  great  importance,  the 
establishment  of  universal  registration 
in  this  country,  and  so  rendering  the 
tranfer  of  laud  more  easy  and  inexpen- 
sive, one  would  be  willing  to  drop  the 
principle  brought  in  as  regarded  the  law 
of  inheritance  and  leaving  the  law  as  it 
then   existed,    for    all    property    to   be 
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t'aii  aay  is  I  eauuot  fiinl  any  Xvavq  of  it, 
iiiiL!  tlie  Bill  1  liiive  intmdm-fHl  to  jour 
Lonlsliips  is  in  tlie  Inst  form  in  \vlii(.*!i  I 
find  mv  nohlc  Fricnll'^^  Bill.     But  Jf  itbe 


di\nded  accoTding  to  tlie  Statntc  of  Dis- 

ilmtions,  whether  it  was  realty  or  pcr- 

Jtj.     But  it   never  ocdirred   (o    me 

bat,  for  the    purpose    of    getting    that 

ft  easy  re      carried,      owncnH      of      land 

ud  the  con ti try  generally  ,-ihoiild  be  sub- 

L'ted    to    a    change    in    the    law  of  in- 

fcerilauce.     One   was    not  eomniitte4  to 

rote  for  \i  in  that  nuked  foro],  aiKl  under 

couditfous  which   would   uot  have  made 

acceptable  to  the  community.      I  have 

:>t  the  least  hesitation  in  voting  for  the 

"Amendment  of  the  noble   Duke,  befiause 

I    think     the     matter    as    now    brought 

forward  iij  uot   one  of  great  miportance 

Itself,  but  is  to  be  used   as   a   sort  of 

Idltioual    cry    or    additional    com  plaint 

gainst    your    Lordships'    House    on   the 

kustfugs,  when  you  will   not  yiehl  to  the 

*t  popular  vvy  that  may  be  raised,  that 

^ou  are  always  voting  for  your  own  order 

fcrnl  without  reference  to  the  interests  of 

be  community. 

The  lord  CHAXCELLOK   (Lord 

Ierschell)  :   I   shall  only  trouble  your 

Lordships  with  a   few  observations.       In 

"be  first    place,   I   desire   to  correct  what 

Ippeared  to  mo  to  be  certain  inacenraeies 

fact.     My   noble  and   learned   Friend 

If  ho  has  just  sat  (hiwu  suid   some  clauses 

rere  introduced  in   the  previous    Bill   to 

fteet  the  case  of  infnuts  and  hinatics.     I 

ever  heard   of  such  clauses.     I  shoidtl 

Ike  to  know  what  provisions  there  arc  in 

liis  Bill  as  it  stands  bcyontl  tliose  which 

ly  uoble  and  learned  Friend  says  related 

infants   and    hinatics.       My    Bill  is 

iken  from  my  noble  Friend's  Bill  at  its 

la.'st  stivge.      I  find  immediately  following 

in  the  Reports  of  this  IIouhc  the  Arncnd- 

QCLit^    to  be  mo  veil   on   Third    Reading, 

[jd    in  those    Amendments  there    is   no 

acts  of  any  |*roposal  whatever  such  as 

us  been  referred  to, 

LoKO  IlALSBrRY  :  If  my  noble  and 
a^rned  Friend  will  forgive  me,  the  MiiUsc 
ijounied.  A  Division  took  place  on  the 
Third  Reading  of  the  Bill,  and  the  House 
tt-as  then  adjourned  for  the  express  pur- 
»se  of  introducing  tliose  clauses. 
The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
[ersciiell)  :  I  think  my  noble 
Triend  is  mistaken.  I  have  read 
be  Debate  on  the  Adjourn  men  r,  and  1 
itid  the  House  was  sidjouriied  for  some 
'lys.  It  was  not  owing  to  the  addition 
'  any  further  clauses  that  the  Bill  was 
[>t  carried  by  this  House.  It  was  on 
Bcount  of  the  i'l*ni>Jrs  preceding.     All  I 


the  case  that  some  suggestion  was  then 
made  which  would  have  made  the  Bill 
better  than  it  was  theti,  there  can  be  no 
difficulty  in  introducing  in  this  Bill  in 
Committee  Amendments  which  would 
retnove  any  objection  on  this  head.  The 
noble  Man|uess  said  this  Bill  was  intro- 
duced as  part  of  a  scheme  only,  and  he 
says — *'  You  ask  us  now  to  vote  for  a 
fragment  of  the  measure  for  which  we 
voted  on  the  previous  occasiou."  Yes, 
but  the  other  fragments  of  the  Bill  are 
contained  in  a  measure  which  was  read 
a  second  time  in  this  House  on  Tuesday 
last^  and  therefore,  if  those  clauses  in 
last  Tuesday's  Bdl  were  reproduced  here» 
the  noble  Marquess  must  admit  there 
would  be  no  reason  for  objecting,  but  he 
says,  ^*  Because  you  have  introduced  it 
iu  two  parts  you  have  no  right  to  ask 
usi  to  vote  for  it,^'  That  seems  to 
me  to  be  a  little  imeompreheusible. 
The  position  of  the  noble  Mar<|uess  is  this : 
he  could  have  been  called  upon  to  vote 
for  the  two  Bills  had  they  been  one,  but 
becausti  they  are  divided  he  advances  that 
as  a  reason  for  not  suppnrting  the  present 
measure.  Then  it  is  sail  I  that  many 
things  have  transpired  since  the  measure 
was  first  introduced.  Ha  bind  transfer 
scheme  was  desirable  aud  necessary  in 
1889,  it  cannot  be  less  desirable  to-day. 
The  noble  Marquess  has  admitted  that 
\u  certain  cases  it  does  not  meet  the 
grievance  with  whicli  this  Bill  is  inteiided 
to  deal.  The  nol>le  Marquess  also  re- 
ferred to  another  measure  passed  by  this 
House,  the  Small  Holdings  Act,  WhcD 
the  measure  for  promoting  small  holdings 
was  before  the  hist  Parliament  a  clause 
was  introduced,  at  the  inst:ince  of  a  Con- 
servative Member,  providing  that  in  case 
of  intestacy  the  hind  constitnting  a  small 
holding  should  descend,  as  it  would  do  if 
it  were  personalty.  The  clause,  how- 
ever, was  ill-drawn,  and  on  that  account 
was  struck  our  in  y<iur  Lordships'  House. 
The  fact,  however,  remains  thnr  in  a 
House  of  Commons  largely  Cnnservative 
such  a  elansc  is  <leemcd  necessary  to  pre- 
vent injustice,  Tlicn  the  Larirl  IVansfer 
Bill  that  lias  1  we  i  j  j  )a  ss  c  *  I  f o  r  1  re  land  pro- 
vidcs  that  in  a! I  eases  of  purchase  tinder 
the  Land  Act,  whereby  tetiants  are  con- 
verted  into  owners,  the  old  Law  of  In- 
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heritance  is  not  to  apply  and  the  land  is 
not  to  be  dealt  with  under  the  Statute  of 
Distributions.  That,  I  may  add,  is  a 
measure  which  was  approved  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  whom  the  noble  Marquess 
was  the  head.  The  noble  Duke  who  has 
moved  the  Amendment  is  in  error  in 
supposing  that  my  objection  to  the 
application  of  the  Law  of  Inheritance 
relates  only  to  its  application  to  the  small 
possessions  of  working  men.  I  rest  my 
case  on  broader  ground  than  that,  on  the 
ground  taken  up  by  the  noble  Marquess 
himself,  and  it  is  because  I  believe  that 
this  measure  will  tend  to  prevent  in- 
justice, to  prevent  the  disposition  of  a 
man*s  property  in  a  way  of  which  he 
would  probably  not  have  approved  him- 
self, that  I  ask  your  Lordships  to  read 
this  Bill  a  second  time. 

On  Question,  whether  ("  now  ")  shall 
stand  part  of  the  Motion  ? — their  Lord- 
ships divided  : — Contents  52  ;  Not- 
Contents  63'. 

Resolved  in  the  negative  ;  and  Bill  to 
be  read  2^  this  day  six  months. 

CHARITABLE  TRUSTS  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.--(No.  12.) 
SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Lord  HALSBURY  :  My  Lords,  the 
Bill  to  which  I  ask  your  Lordships  to 
give  a  Second  Reading  has  reference  to 
buildings  erected  as  additions  to  and 
parts  of  chapels.  The  particular  chapel 
with '  regard  to  which  the  question  has 
arisen  is  one  belonging  to  the  Wesleyan 
connection.  A  decision  of  the  Courts 
has  rendered  it  extremely  difficult  if  not 
impossible  for  the  trustees  of  such  con- 
gregations to  sell  the  chapels  they  have 
built,  and  in  that  way  either  obtain 
larger  ones  or  change  the  site,  by  reason 
of  the  peculiar  wording  of  the  Charitable 
Trusts  Act.  The  question  recently  came 
before  Mr.  Justice  Stirling,  whose 
decision  if  it  declares  the  law  and  there 
is  no  appeal — ^and  indeed  if  I  may  ven- 
ture to  say  so,  it  is  obvious  there  can  be 
no  appeal  —  establishes  that  though 
power  is  given  to  trustees  with  regard  to. 
the  chapel  it  does  not  apply  to  any  little 
houses  for  caretakers  or  the  ministers^ 
house  forming  part  of  the  same  building  ; 

Lord  Herschell 


and  the  result  is  that  not  only  in  respect  of 
the  particular  chapel  in  respect  of  which 
the  question  has  arisen,  but  also  in  respect 
of  many  cases  which  have  already  been 
discussed  the  title  has  been  much  shaken 
by  the  decision  of  the  learned  Judge. 
The  only  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  allow 
the  Act  of  Parliament  to  operate  upon  a 
chapel  to  which  some  little  addition  has 
been  made  either  in  respect  of  a  minister's 
or  a  caretaker's  house.  That  object  is 
one  which  I  think  your  Lordships  will 
favour.  I  may  say  the  Charity  Com* 
missioners  who  have  been  consulted  on  the 
subject  are  not  averse  to  the  amendment  in 
the  law  which  is  proposed.  lam  not  certain 
that  I  should  not  have  regarded  their 
disapproval  as  conclusive,  but  as  a 
matter  of  fact  they  do  not  disapprove  ; 
and  I  believe  that  it  is  an  amendment  of 
the  law  which  should  receive  the  sup- 
port of  noble  Lords  on  both  sides  of  the 
House.  I  beg  to  move  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  timet 

Moved, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
— (  The  Lord  Halshury,) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2^  ac- 
cordingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

LAW  LIBRARY  FOUR  COURTS  (IRELAND) 

BILL.-(No.  29.) 

COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order.) 

Lord  MONKSWELL  said,  that  no 
Amendments  were  proposed. 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment ; 
Standing  Committee  negatived  ;  and  Bill 
to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

VON    KRAUSE'8    PETITION. 

The  Earl  of  LAUDERDALE 
presented  a  Petition  from  Friedrich 
Wilhelm  von  Krause  of  the  City  of 
Berlin,  Banker,  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  declare  the  marriage  of  Gustav 
Adolph  Christian  Egmont  Von  Krause 
with  Marie  Heinricksdorff  null  and 
void. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  My  Lords,  the  Petition 
which  the  noble  Lord  has  presented  is  a 
Petition  which  I  was  asked  to  present 
to  your  Lordships*  House  in  the  ordinary 
course.     Petitions  in  reference  to  such 
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Bills  are  presented  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor ;  but  it  appears  to  me  I  ou^ht  not 
to  present  this  Petition,  and  I  must  ask 
your  Lordships  to  reject  it.  The  Peti- 
tion is  not  presented  by  either  party  to 
the  marriage.  •  It  is  a  Petition  by  the. 
father  of  the  husband  to  declare  the 
marriage  between  his  son  and  his  pre- 
sent wife  null  and  void.  The  Petition 
states  that  the  son  was  domiciled  in 
Germany,  and  that  according  to  the  law 
of  Germany  he  was  not  entitled  to  marrj 
until  the  age  of  25  without  the  sanction 
of  the  father,  and  that  sanction  was  not 
obt-ained.  The  marriage  took  place  in 
this  country  according  to  the  law  of 
this  country,  and  it  was,  therefore,  a 
valid  marriage.  There  was  a  child  born. 
The  husband's  father  under  these  cir- 
cumstances asks  this  House  to  declare 
the  marriage  null.  There  is  no  precedent 
for  any  such  proceeding  ;  and  it  appears 
to  me  it  is  impossible  for  your  Lordships 
to  create  such  a  precedent.  I  therefore 
move  that  the  Petition  be  rejected. 

Moved,  ''  That  the  said  Petition  be 
rejected."— (TAc  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SANITARY  CONDITION  OF  HOWTH  AND 

CLONTARF. 

MOTION    FOR   PAPERS. 

The  Earl  of  HOWTH  moved  for 
copies  of  the  Reports  of  Dr.  Stafford, 
Medical  Sanitary  Officer  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  of  Ireland,  on  the 
sanitary  condition  of  the  towns  of  Howth 
and  Clontarf.  He  said,  before  moving 
for  copies  of  the  Reports  mentioned  in 
the  Notice  he  would  say  a  word  or  two 
on  the  circumstances  connected  with  it. 
He  intended,  on  behalf  of  local  taxpayers 
throughout  Ireland,  to  bring  forward  a 
certain  great  injustice  to  them  which  was 
fully  exemplified  in  those  Reports.  He 
also  intended  to  bring  forward  certain 
recommendations  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  in  reference  to  carrying  out 
ceitain  improvements.  This  was  a 
matter  having  reference  to  sanitary 
afEairs  and  Sanitary  Authorities  in  their 
dealings  with  the  Local  Government 
Board.  He  begged  to  move  according  to 
that  notice. 

Moved,  '*  That  there  be  laid  before  the  House 
Reports  of  Dr.  Stafford,  Medical  Sanitary  Officer 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  of  Ireland,  on 
the  sanitary  condition  of  the  towns  of  Howth 
and  Clontarf  ."—(The  Lord  Howth)  (^E.  Hmdh.^ 
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Lord  MONKSWELL  :  My  Lords,  on 
behalf  of  the  Local  Government  Board  J 
beg  to  say  that  they  have  not  tHe 
slightest  objection  to  the  noble  Lord 
having  copies  of  the  Reports  of  Dr. 
Stafford.  As  I  understand,  the  noble 
Lord  knows  already  what  Dr.  Stafibrd^s 
Report  is ;  but  I  understand  it  is  con- 
trary to  precedent  for  such  a  document 
to  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
Consequently,  I  am  unable  to  accede  to 
the  Motion.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  noble  Lord  insists  upon  its  being 
laid  on  the  Table,  but  I  may  say  that  it 
will  be  quite  open  to  him  to  quote  from 
the  Report  when  the  matter  is  brought 
again  before  the  House. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

NORTH  BERWICK  PROVISIONAL  ORDKR 
BILL.— (No.  18.) 
Read    3^    (according   to   order),   and 
passed. 

STATUTE   LAW  REVISION    BILLS   AND 
CONSOLIDATION    BILLS. 

Message  from  the  Commons  that  they  have 
added  a  Member  to  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation 
Bills,  to  consider  the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill, 
as  requested  by  their  Lordships.  , 

A  Message  ordered  to  be  sent  to  the  House  of 
Commons  to  propose  that  the  Joint  Committee 
do  meet  in  Committee  Room  B  on  Monday 
next,  at  Twelve  o'clock. 

METROPOLITAN     POLICE   PROVISIONAL 

ORDER   BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons ;  Read  1*  ;  to  be 
printed;    and    referred    to    the     Examiners, 
(No.  34.) 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes  before 

Six  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE      OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  26th  April  1894. 


Q  UE  S  T  10  N  S 


THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  OPIUM. 
Mr.    J.    E.     ELLIS     (Nottingham, 
Roshcliffe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
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State  for  India  whether  he  can  give  the 
Honse  any  definite  information  as  to 
whether  the  Royal  Commission  on  Opium 
have  concluded  their  inquiries  ;  and  when 
the  Report  may  be  expected  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  :  I  am  informed  that  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Opium  have  con- 
cluded their  inquiries,  so  far  as  the  taking 
of  evidence  is  concerned.  I  understand 
that  the  Evidence  and  the  Appendices 
are  most  voluminous,  and  that  the 
medical  aspect  of  the  question  will  re- 
quire to  be  very  fully  considered  from  a 
scientific  point  of  view.  Under  these 
circumstances,  the  Commissioners  are  not 
able  to  fix  a  date  for  the  presentation  of 
their  Report. 

POOR  RELIEF  ADMINISTRATION  AT 

RHYL. 
Mr.  KEIR-HARDIE  (West  Ham 
S.)  :  I  Deg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  as  .stated  by  Mr.  Jacob  Jones 
at  a  recent  meeting  of  the  St.  Asaph 
Board  of  Guardians,  the  Rhyl  Board  of 
Guardians  use  the  largest  hotel  in  the 
town  as  an  office  from  which  to  distribute 
relief  to  the  poor ;  and  whether  he  con- 
templates taking  steps  to  put  an  end  to 
the  practice  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  ok  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre,  Bradford,  Central)  :  As  the 
result  of  my  inquiries,  I  find  that  the 
pay  station  at  Rhyl  is  a  room  at  the 
extreme  end  of  the  hotel  buildings  ad- 
joining the  kitchen  of  the  hotel.  I  am 
informed  that  it  has  a  separate  entrance 
in  a  different  street  from  that  in  which 
•  the  public  entrances  to  the  hotel  are 
situate,  and  that  persons  receiving  relief 
have  never  been  allowed  to  enter  the 
hotel  from  this  room.  The  Guardians 
have  received  notice  to  give  up  posses- 
sion of  this  pay  station,  and  they  are 
now  taking  steps  to  procure  one  else- 
where. 

UNEMPLOYED  DOCK  LABOURERS. 

Mr.  KEIR-HARDIE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  it  has  been  brought  to  his  notice 
that  the  number  of  dock  labourers  idle 
on  any  one  day  of  the  week  at  the  Port 
of  London  is  10,000  ;  whether  the  Ship- 
ping Federation,  and  the  shipping  firms 
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belonging  thereto,  are  forcing  their  men 
to  take  up  free  labour  tickets  ;  and  that 
the  Federation,  or  the  shipping  firms  be- 
longing thereto,  in  cases  where  their  men 
refuse  to  take  the  Federation  ticket,  are 
importing  other  labourers  from  the  coun- 
try, and  thereby  adding  to  the  congestion 
at  the  London  Docks  ;  and  whether  he 
proposes  to  take  any  action  to  put  an 
end  to  this  state  of  affairs  ? 
*The  secretary  to  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Burt,  Morpeth)  (who 
replied)  said :  Dock  labour  in  the  Port  of 
London  is  subject  to  very  great  flucTtia- 
tions,  though  the  recent  tendency  has 
been  towards  a  greater  regularity  of  em- 
ployment for  the  majority  of  the  labourers 
so  employed.  I  do  not  know  the  basis  of 
the  calculation  alluded  to  in  the  question. 
It  is,  however,  Estimated  by  the  Labour 
Department  that  during  the  first  three 
months  of  the  present  year  the  average 
daily  number  of  dock  labourers  seeking  em- 
ployment in  the  Port  of  London  and  not 
taken  on  has  been  about  3,000,  thouf^ 
on  particular  days,  especially  towards  the 
end  of  March,  this  number  has  been 
greatly  exceeded.  It  cannot,  however, 
be  assumed  that  all  these  labourers  were 
necessarily  unemployed.  The  number  of 
labourers  employed  at  the  docks  has  been 
considerably  greater  than  in  the  corre- 
sponding period  of  1893.  With  regard  to 
the  last  part  of  the  question,  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  Shipping  Federation  that 
they  have  imported  no  labourers  to  Lon- 
don since  February,  1891,  and  that  their 
Registry  of  so-called  "free  labourers" 
has  been  in  existence  for  the  past  three 
years.  The  Board  of  Trade  are  unable  to 
prevent  fluctuations  of  work  at  the  docks, 
which  are  largely  due  to  the  periodic 
wool  sales. 

Mr.  J.  HAVELOCK  WILSON 
(Middlesbrough)  :  Is  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man aware  that  the  Shipping  Federation 
are  forcing  seamen  and  dock  lalnnirers 
to  take  the  Federation  ticket,  and  refuse 
to  give  them  employment  unless  they  do  ? 
Is  he  also  aware  that  when  seamen  are 
engaged  on  board  ships  without  going  to 
the  Federation  offices  the  agent  of  the 
Federation  refuses  to  allow  the  captain 
to  employ  them  ? 

Mr.  BITRT  :  I  am  not  aware  of  that, 

WHITEBAIT  AT  WOOLWICH. 
Mr.    BENN    (Tower    Hamlets,    St, 
Greorge's)  :  I  beg  to  ask   the  Seoretarj 


Removals  of' 

State    for    War  whether    the  Chief 

©er  of   the  Works  Department,  ul 

Nwh     Arsenal,      Iihh      on     Heverul 

^Oaetotis    lately  found   the   tnlien  of  his 

tideusers   choked  with    wlulehait  ;  tuul 

bet  her  he   will   eaxisc  an  eudenvour  lo 

mftde   to  pre  VCD  t  the  fish  heiiig  saeri- 

ficetl  aud  the  auiohinerv  heiug  bh)eke<l  ? 

i'THE  SECRETARY  of  STATE  foe 
^AR  (Mr.  CAMrsELL  -  Banxekmax, 
ttirliDg,  &o.)  :  It  will  he  well  if  no 
roree  thing  happeiis  than  that  the 
ihamet^  water  ?4lionki  heemiie  so  jitire  as 
0  admit  of  whitebait  beirijur  fonnd  to 
hoke  tlie  tnhes  in  wiiich  it  in  liscd. 
Such  au  accident  did  oecur,  I  am 
told  about  six  months  ago  ;  bnt  a 
gratiug  has  been  placed  in  the  culvert, 
a«d  I  believe  there  has  l)eea  in>  further 
damage  to  maebiiiery  or  sacritiee  of 
hitebait. 

THE     ISLAND     OF     TOl^\(;(\ 

CciLc.xEL     HOWARD      VIXCENT 

iliefHeld,    Central)  :  I  heg  to  ask    tlie 

Joder  »Secretary  of  State  for  the  GolouioB 

rhat  arrangement  lias   been  eome  to  be- 

reeo  Trinidad  and  the  Ii*laud  of  Tobago 

preve*nt   the    extinction  of  the  latter 

alouy,   owing  to   its  being  deprived  of 

tij  tii^cal    revenue    nnder  the  fedeiation 

cheme  reeentlv  adopted  ? 

The    I  ND'ER     SECRETARY     ov 
JTATE    FOK    THE    COLO^^IES    (Mr. 
BrxTux,  Tower   Hamlett*,  Poplar) : 
The  matter  is  under  consiideration, 

ST,  LUCIA, 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 

eg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 

»r  the  Colonied   if    Her   Majesty's  Go- 

ernmeut  has  received  the  Ressolution  of 

ihe    Legislative    CouueiJ    of    Hi,    Lueia, 

West  Indio?^  with  regard  to  the  effect  of 

lueing  the  import  duties  on  American 

is  under  the  McKinleyTaritf'^ — namely, 

be  loss  of  revenue  without  any  eorre- 

ondiug  benefit  to  the  planting  interest 

;  the  Colony  ;  and  wliat  action  ba.s  been 

iken  thereon  towards    the   tormination 

of  the  existing  agreement  with  the  United 

Sutes  ? 

Mk.  S.  BUXTON  :  The  Resolution 
ras  duly  received,  but  it  was  considered 
udesirable  to  take  any  action  upon  it 
atil  it  was  seen  how  the  present  ar- 
j^ngement  with  the  United  Slates  would 
aflfected  by  the  Tariff  Bill  which  is 
aw  before  Congress. 


{26  Apkil  1894}  Irish  Lmmtks,  UIO 

CoL<ixEL    HOWARD    VINCENT  : 

Has  the  posiiion  taken  up  by  8t,  Lueia 
been  adopted  by  either  of  the  West  Indian 
Cohjiiies  ? 

Mu.  S.  BUXTON  t    I  do  not  know. 
1  Avill  inquire. 

MOXAOHAN  MILITLX  CAMt\ 
Mu.  OTJHISCOLL  (Monaghau,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Serretary  of  Slate  for 
War  have  the  Military  Authorities  at 
Monaghan  taken  ground  at  Carnacassa 
for  a  ramp  to  accommodate  tlie  Monaghan 
Militia  in  their  annual  training  ;  is  it 
true  that  last  year,  when  the  Militia 
were  trained  on  the  same  ground,  water 
for  drinking  aud  cooking  pnrpo&es  had 
to  be  carted  from  a  lake  nearly  three 
miles  distant  from  the  canip»  aud  have 
any  provisions  been  made  in  the  mean- 
time to  prevent  a  recurrence  of  this  die* 
advantage  ;  were  tenders  invited  for 
camping  ground  ;  and,  if  so,  were  any 
ofleretl  :  aud  was  that  for  Caruacassa 
lower  than  all  others  ;  will  any  corre- 
spondence that  passed  on  tin's  subject  be 
produced  ;  aud  does  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  approve  of  an  Irish  Militia  regi- 
ment being  trained  where  the  supply  of 
water  is  precarious  aud  bad,  aud  where  it 
cannot  even  be  availed  of  without  cartiug 
it  a  distance  of  two  or  three  miles  ? 

•Mr.  CAMFOELL-BANNEKMAN  : 
Gronnd  for  a  camp  for  the  5th  battalion 
Royal  Irish  Fusiliers  has  been  taken  at 
Carnacassa  for  the  training  for  this  year. 
Last  yejir,  when  there  was  a  very  un- 
usual drought,  water  was  obtained  from 
a  well  150  yards  away,  and  from  the 
town  pumps  at  a  distance  of  l,2W  yards. 
This  year  there  is  a  good  supply  from 
wells  on  the  ground,  supplemented  by  a 
well  within  300  jards.  Tentlers  were 
called  for.  Of  the  three  offers  received^ 
the  Carnacassa  ground  was  selected  as 
most  suitable  for  camping  purposes,  I 
may  add  that  it  comprises  10  acres  more 
than  last  year,  and  that  the  rent  is  less. 
The  Commander  of  the  Forces  in  Ireland 
considers  the  arrangements  very  satis- 
factory. 

IIEMOVALS  OF  IRISH  LUNATICS. 
Mii.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Westmeath^ 
S.)  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lientenant  of  Ireland  if  be  is 
aware  that  James  Conuiffe,  who  has  beea 
otit  of  Ireland  for  15  years,  and  who  w^a* 
recently    an    Inmate   of    the     Roxburgh 
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District  Liniatic  Aisjlnm,  was  admitteil 
ii)to  the  Alblotii^  Uiitou  Workliotise  on 
tlie  lOtli  instant  under  a  warrant  of 
removal  from  Mr.  Peter  iSpeir*i,  one  of 
the  Sheriffs  8iibi:ttittite  of  the  County  of 
Roxburgh,  and  i\mt  tlie  At h lone  Guar- 
dians are  now  obliged  to  have  said 
Cojiniffe  removed  to  Mullingar  Lniiatic 
Asylum  ;  whether,  eons' id  erinjs^  tliat 
ConnitTe  was  15  years  out  of  Ireland,  his 
removal  nmler  the  eircnmf?taiices  was 
legal  ;  ami  whether  iiny  steeps  towards 
legishiiing  to  redress  thiP  grievauce, 
which  is  only  one  of  niauy,  is  contem- 
plated ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr,  J.  Mdrlky,  New- 
castle-npon-Tyne)  :  The  Local  Goveni- 
meet  Board  inform  mo  that  the  fads  are 
as  stated  in  the  first  paragraph.  It  also 
appears  from  the  warrant  of  removal  that 
the  individual  named  had  not  acquired  a 
settlement  in  Scothind^  and  the  fact  of 
lii^  being  15  yeart^  aliBcnt  from  Ireland 
would  not  under  the  circnmstancos  render 
the  removal  illegal.  A^  regards  the  last 
parajj;raph,  I  have  already  directed  the 
heads  of  a  measure  to  be  framcMl  on  the 
subject,  and  the  Government  are  con- 
sidering the  propriety  of  introducing  it 
should  a  tin  i table  opporturu'ty  present 
Itself. 

EDINBURGH   UNIVERSITY 
CURRICULUM. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  (Inverness-shire) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
if  he  can  explain  on  what  grounds  the 
Senatus  A  c  ad  cm  i  ens  of  the  Edinburgh 
University  have  decided  under  the  new 
currieuluni  that  a  degree  with  honours  in 
modern  languages  is  to  l*e  limited  to 
French^  (Tcrman,  Italian^  and  Spanish,  to 
the  exclusion  of  Celtic,  although  a 
Celtic  Chair  is  established  m  the  Uni- 
versity ? 

The  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  The  Senatus  Academicue 
of  Edinburgh  has  been  compelled  to 
accept  the  new  curriculum  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  in  accordance  with 
OrdinarM'e  No.  44,  Section  6,  interpreting 
Genend  Ordinance  No.  11,  Section  11, 
Sub-section  I  (a),  under  whicii  the  Uni- 
versities Commission  have  excluded 
Celtic  from  the  subjects  to  be  studied 
with  the  view  to  graduation  with  bonoure. 
Ordinance  No.  44   has  lain   before  Par- 
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liftfiient  for  the  statutory  period  under 
Section  20  of  the  Universities  (Scotland) 
Act,  l8Mt),  and  no  Petiticui  has  been 
presented  against  if.  As  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber refers  particularly  to  the  Senatus,  I 
think  it  right  to  state  that  the  Senatiia 
would  have  preferred  to  include  Celtic, 

Dm,  MACGREGOR  :  Who  is  rospon- 
slble  for  this  retrograde  course  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  1  am  afraid 
the  Commissioners  first  and  Parlianient 
next,  because  Parliament  has  passed  the 
Ordinance. 

Du.  MACGREGOR:  Is  there  any 
remedy  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  None  what- 
ever. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR  ;  Can  the  ques- 
tion be  re-opened,  say,  on  the  Esfci* 
mates  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  No. 

LETTERKENNY    GUARDIANS. 

Mr.  A.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  lof  Ireland  how  many 
elected,  and  how  many  ex-officio  mem- 
bers there  are  on  the  Letterkenny  Boanl 
of  Guardians  ;  bow  many  of  the  ex-officin 
Guardians  failed  to  attend  any  meeting 
of  the  Board  in  the  year  ended  the  31  si 
of  March,  1893  ;  and  how  many  failed  to 
attend  any  meeting  in  the  year  ended  31st 
of  March,'  1894? 

Mr.  J,  MORLEY  :  There  are  21 
elected  and  21  ex-officio  Guardians  on 
the  Board  referred  to.  I  understand  that 
in    the  year  ended  the  31st  of   March, 

1893,  14  er- officio  Guardians  failed  to 
attend  any  meeting  of  the  Board,  and  that 
in   tlie  year  ended  the  31st    of    March, v 

1894,  12  ex-officio  Guardians  did  not 
attend  any  meeting. 

Mr.  REXTON  (Kerry,  N,)  :  Is  it 
not  possible  for  the  Lord  ChanceUor  by 
appointing  Magistrates  to  do  something 
to  remedy  this  grave  scandal  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  will  call  the 
Lord  Chancellor's  attention  to  the  facts. 

MEDICAL  RKLIEP  IK  IRELAND. 
Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  :  1  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  a  dispensary 
doctor  who  is  served  with  a  red  ticket  is 
bound  to  attend  to  the  case  throughout, 
or  only  to  give  a  single  visit ;  and  whether 
he  can  require  a  second  ticket  before  re- 
visiting the  patient  ? 


I 
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Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Lwal  Go- 
vernment Board  inform  me  that  when  w 
medical  officer  of  a  diipoDBarj  district  re- 
ceives a  ticket  ai|^ncd  by  a  duly  autho- 
me«i  porsou  requiring  bim  to  atteud  a 
patient  be  is  bound  to  contiaiie  his  attend- 
ance throujsrbout  the  ilbicss  for  which  it 
was  issued  and  without  rer|uiriug  a 
second  ticket.  If,  however^  the  ticket 
has  been  improperly  issued  and  the  Com- 
mittee of  Management  cancel  it,  big  re- 
spOQsibiiity  to  attend  tlieease  ceases  from 
the  moment  it  is  cancelled. 

PRESENTS  TO  FOREIGN  GOVERN- 

MENTS. 
Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  :  I  beg 
toa^k  tlie  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
what  is  the  explanation  of  the  items 
oharged  at  page  204  of  the  Anntiid 
Accounts  of  the  Orduance  Factories  for 
the  year  1892-3  for  cases  and  packing 
for  Lee-Metford  rifles,  and  cordite 
Hmmuoition,  to  be  sent  to  various  foreigu 
Governments  ;  why,  in  the  case  of  the 
German  Government,  a  Lee-Metford 
rifle  and  a  cavalry  sword  were  alone  sent, 
whereas  it  would  appear  from  tlie  Return 
that,  in  addition  to  Lee-Metford  rifles, 
certain  quantities ^of  cordite  ammunitiou 
were  also  sent  to  the  Netherlati<ls  Go* 
vernraent,  the  Russian  Government,  the 
Swiss  Government,  and  the  Urnguayan 
Government ;  why  were  empty  cartridge 
cases  only  sent  to  the  Japanese  Govern- 
ment, and  why  were  500  rounds  of 
cordite  ammunition  sent  to  the  Russian 
and  Uruguayan  Governraeuts  as  against 
much  smaller  quautities  sent  to  the 
Netlierlande  and  Belgian  Goverumetitri  ; 
why  were  these  particular  Governments 
selected  for  these  favours  ;  will  the  Go- 
veniment  of  this  country  receive  re- 
ciprocally any  samples  of  rifles  and 
ammunition,  up  to  date,  from  the  Go* 
vernments  to  which  these  gifts  are 
made ;  is  there  any  reason  to  suppose 
that  the  Governments  so  favoured  are 
able  or  wilh'ng  to  give  us  in  return 
equally  valuable  or  useful  specimens  of 
article-s  of  war  material  ;  and  is  it  the 
practice  in  this  country  to  commnnicate 
to  foreign  Governments  the  results  of 
inventions  for  improving  the  armament  of 
our  troops  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  Lee-Metford  rifles  and  cordite 
ammnnition  were  presents  to  foreign  Go- 
vern men  t«  strictly  on  the  principle  of  re- 


ciprocity. As  the  foreign  Governments 
can,  if  they  please,  obtain  the  articles 
from  the  trade,  there  is  an  a<l vantage  in 
presenting  them  and  in  obtaining  speci- 
mens of  foreign  manufacttire  in  exchange. 
No  information  is  communicated  w^hicb  it 
is  desirable  or  practicable  to  keep  secret  ; 
but  when  arms  and  other  stores  are  in 
general  use  there  can  be  nothing  con- 
fldential  in  regard  to  them, 

THE  CORK  STREET  PREACHERS. 

Mr.  THOMAS  HEALY  (Wexford, 
N.)  :  On  behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Maurice  Healy),  I  ^►eg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  the  Mr,  George 
Williams,  prominent  as  the  leader  of  the 
street  preachers  in  Cork,  is  the  person  of 
that  name  who  was  until  recently  a  clerk 
in  the  Paymaster  s  Office,  l>ublin  Castle, 
and  who,  at  the  age  of  40,  was  permitted 
to  retire  from  the  Public  Service  on 
pension  on  the  plea  of  ill-healtb  ;  if  so, 
what  the  amount  of  the  pension  is  ;  who 
certifled  as  to  Mr.  Williams's  ill-health  ; 
ami,  whiit  was  the  nature  of  his  malady  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  gentleman 
referred  to  is,  1  am  informed,  the  same 
person  who  retired  on  pension  last  year, 
at  the  age  of  43,  from  the  Paymaster 
GeneraPs  Ofllice,  Dublin.  The  pension 
was  £143  15s.  per  annum,  and  the  cause 
of  retirement  was  rheumatic  gout,  it 
being  certified  that  his  arm  was  so  dis- 
abled that  he  could  scarcely  write,  and 
was  uncnrable.  The  certificate  was  that 
of  Mr.  Williams's  own  medical  adviser, 
hut  was  confirmed  by  the  Government 
medical  referee  in  Dublin. 

Mr.  sexton  ;  Do  this  gentleman's 
physical  infirmities  prevent  him  leading 
the  evangelists  in  Cork  ? 

Mu.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  believe  they 
do  not. 

Mr.^  sexton  :  Then  seeing  that 
they  aeem  to  have  disappeared,  will  he 
bo  called  upon  to  resume  his  duties  or 
give  up  his  pension  ? 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Belfast, 
W.)  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  many  of  the 
most  distinguished  preachers  have  Vjeen 
men  weak  in  h<3dily  health  ? 

Mil.  SEXTON  :  They  had  no  pensions. 

The  SECRETARY  ro  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBEUT,  Oldham)  : 
I  may  say  I  have  seen  the  handwriting 
of  this  gentleman,  and  it  is  so  bad  that  I 
should  bo  sorry  to  see  him  again  in  office. 
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Mir,  \\\  JOH^'STON  (Belfast,  S/)  : 
Id  it  uot  u  matter  of  congrat*ilatioii  that 
ibis  gejjtieiiian  has  so  far  recoveretl  an  to 
be  able  to  fueach  the  gospel  ? 

Mk.  SEXTUN  :  I  huff  to  give  uotice 
to-morrow  to  strike  off  the  pension  of 
this  gentleman,  in  oaler  that  he  may 
preach  the  go8(>el  gratis. 

BOAKD  SCHOOL  FOR  HAMMERSMITH. 
Mk.CARVILL  (Newrv) :  I  beg  toa^k 
tiie  Vioe  Presuleiit  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  01)  Echieatioii  if  the  utteation  of 
the  Education  Department  has  been 
drawn  to  the  fact  that  ibe  London 
School  Board  propose  to  erect  a  school 
ill  8e.-^tiou  or  Block  YI.  tn  Hammer- 
smith, lit  a  point  on  the  extreme  verge 
of  the  area  remote  from  the  great  hoily  of 
the  school  population,  on  a  site  almtting 
on  a  railway,  while  abundant  vacant 
land  near  the  middle  of  the  section  and 
eoa%^enient  for  the  great  mass  of  the 
ehildren  is  available  for  the  purpose  ; 
and  if  he  will  see  that  the  j^chool  is 
placed  where  it  will  l>e  most  useful  to  and 
acoessilde  by  the  ehildren  ? 

Thk  vice  president  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  AcLANP,  York,  W.R., 
Hotherlia:n)  :  The  site  referred  to  is  the 
Brook  Green  site  in  Bloek  VL  of  Chel- 
sea, upon  which  the  London  School 
Board  are  abo^it  to  erect  teaiporary 
huiklhig.-  to  supply  a  pressing  need  for 
free  education.  It  is  near  to  the  railway, 
and  to  the  western  honndary  of  the  bloek. 
In  the  o]>inioii  of  the  Dejmrtment  it  is 
fairly  well  sitnated  to  meet  tlie  needs  of 
the  district  ;  it  is  within  tbe  radins  of 
half-a-nule  of  ncarJy  all  the  inhabitants, 
and,  in  point  of  aceess,  is  greatly  prefer- 
aide,  espei^ially  for  young  children,  to  the 
nearest  Board  schools  upon  the  other  side 
of  the  Uxl»ridge  Road  and  Hammersmith 
Road.  The  Petitioners,  at  whose  in- 
stance the  stdniol  Is  being  inupplied,  them- 
selvce  urged  that  it  diould  Ite  ereeted 
npuii  this  site,  and  the  Department  have 
informed  the  School  Board  that  they  see 
no  reason  why  the  Board  t^honld  not  pro- 
ceed to  the  erection  of  a  permanent 
school  there.  The  aecjiiiHition  of  nny 
altenifttive  site  in  the  position  indieated 
in  the  tjiiestion  by  the  process  of  eomjxil- 
«<>ry  pnrcdiase  wonid  necessarily  involve 
very  considerable  delay. 

Sir  J.  T.  HMert 
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ALLEGED    CRUELTY    AT     HKEKTWOOD 
SCHOOL. 

Sm  C.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  Col 
lege)  :  I  heg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether  his 
attention  bas  been  called  to  a  letter  pub- 
lished in  The  Star,  of  the  21  at  April, 
from  a  woman,  one  of  whose  children 
recently  died  at  Brent wootl  School,  with 
marks  of  violence  on  its  h<icjy,  caused,  as 
she  alleges,  by  its  being  kicked  down 
a  flight  of  stone  stairs,  detailing  various 
acts  of  cruelty,  such  as  severe  beatingi? 
with  sticks,  Idows  on  the  face  and  head» 
whipping  with  nettles,  and  prolonged 
immersion  in  cold  water,  |km  pctrated  on 
the  persons  of  pauper  children  in  that 
school  ;  and  whether  be  will  order  an  in- 
quirv  into  the  ease  ? 

Mk.  SHAW-LEFEYHE:  The  Local 
Government  Board  have  communicated 
with  the  Guardians  of  the  Hackney 
Union  as  to  tlie  letter  referred  to,  and 
they  are  informed  that  a  special  conunit- 
tee  of  14  members  has  been  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  charges,  and  that  the 
committee  will  sit  from  day  to  day  nntif 
the  inrpiiry  is  completed.  The  Local 
Go\^ernment  Board  will  await  tljo  result 
of  the  investigation  by  the  Guardiam* 
before  determining  as  to  dirocling  «n 
inqniry  by  one  of  their  Inspectors. 

MAKINE  INQUIRIES  BY  THE  BOARD  OF 
TRADE. 
8m  C.  CAMERON  :  I  heg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  representations  have  been  made 
to  him  as  to  the  advisaldlity  of  nppoint- 
iug  engineers  as  assessors  at  Board  of 
Trade  marine  impuries  ;  and,  if  so,  wlie- 
thcr  he  has  taken,  or  proposes  to  take,, 
any  steps  in  the  matter  ? 

•Mr.  BUR  T  (  w  h  o  rep  1  i  ed  )  sai d  :  U  n  der 
the  existing  practice,  an  engineer  is  ap- 
pointed as  assessor  in  all  cases  in  which 
the  formal  investigation  into  a  shipping 
easnalty  involves,  or  appears  likely  to  in- 
volve, the  cancelling  or  ifuspensiou  of  the 
certificate  of  an  engineer,  and  also  in  any 
other  case  in  wbicb  special  engineering 
knowledge  i^  required* 

CAVAN  LAND  COM  MISSION. 

Mr.  KNOX  (Cavan,  W.)  :  I  beg  to 

ask    the    Chief    Secretary    to    the    Lord 

Lien  tenant   of    Ireland     whether    he    igt 

aware    that    Mr,    Eomford,    who  is  now 
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;      actiog  lAA  valuer  for  tlic  LhulI   Coniniis- 

^■rioQ  Ui  the  Co  I)  Tit  J  Cavau,  was   foniicrly 

^Hlgeiit  to  a  large  latnllord  in  tlic  coiiuty  ; 

^^hat  be  l^  related  to  that  landlord  and  to 

H^verat  odier  biudlords  in  tlieeouDty,  aud 

lo  Mr.  Barnes,   the  principal   valuer  for 

rbe  landlords  iu    the  county  in  fair  rent 

ea^e^  ;   that  be  \va:j   formerly  a   uiemlier 

of  a  SuWConiniiiisiou  in  tlie  county,  and 

removed  to  aitodior  eoniity  on  account  of 

Rip  close  couDection  witb  the  lauded  io- 
jrest  there  ;  whether  these  facts  were  ' 
nown  to  Mr.  Wrench  and  other  mem- 
ers  of  the  Commission  when  ilr»  Bom- 
*ord  was  sent  as  vahier  m  Cavau  ;  and 
'  whether  in  all  C4ises  in  which  the  figures 
'  are  gi%"eii  in  the  prelimiuary  list  the 
^^  Court  valuer*s  vahiatioti  exceeds  tlie  reut 
^^nixed  by  the  Sub^Conmiissiotiers  ? 
^^"  Mr.  J.  MOKLEY  :  1  am  informed 
"  that  Mr.  Bom  ford,  now  acting  as  valuer 
^■lor  the  Land  Commission  in  County 
^^BCavatif  is  related  to  two  Cavan  hiiidlords 
^^for  whom  he  acted  as  agent  prior  to 
j  1881,  1  am  not  aware  that  he  is  re  hi  ted 
to  Mr,  Barnes,  the  princi|jal  valuer  for 
L  the  landlords  in  the  (nmnlj  in  fair  rent 
^Kcase^.  The  Land  Connnissioneri^  state 
^■•It  is  not  a  fnct  that  Mr.  Bomford  has 
^Bbeen  removed  from  a  Stih-Cominissioti  in 
^^B  Cavan.  The  allocatioii  of  work  to  the 
^H  difrcrent  Assistant  Coaimissioners  now 
^"  acting  as  Court  viduers  forms  no  part  of 
I  Mr,  Wrench's  diitiea,  and  until  tlie  pre- 
I  sent  question  w^as  put  he  tells  me  he  was 
I  not  aware  that  Mr.  Bomford  was  at  work 
IM  the  Cavan  district.  As  to  the  Court 
I  valuer^  valuation  exceeding  the  rent 
j  fixed  hj  the  vSiib-Comraissionera,  nay 
I  lion,  aud  Iciirned  Friend  refers  to  cases 
I  which  have  been  listed  for  hearing  and 
are  now  pending  the  decision  of  the 
Court,  anil  under  these  circumstances  I 
do  not  think  it  is  desirable  or  expedient 
that  at  the  ]>re8eiil  stage  they  should  forai 
the  subject  of  discussion  iu  the  House, 

Mr.  KNOX :  Can  the  right  bou.  Gen- 
tleman  name  any  instance  in  which  this 
gentleman  has  not  raised  the  valuation  ? 
Who  allocates  these  d*ities  ? 

Mr.  J-  MORLEY  :  The  allocations  of 
work  are  made,  I  presume,  by  the  Land 
Commission.  It  is  certainly  extremely 
aud  obviously  undesirable  that  the  valuer 
of  the  Court  should  be  sent  to  a  district 
in  which  ho  has  connections  among  the 
landlords, 

Mr.  KNOX:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  see  that  Mr*  Bomford  is  sent 
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to   another   district,  and    that    an 
pendent  valuer  is  sent  down  ? 

Mit,  J.  MORLEY:  I  am  not  clear 
tliat  I  have  any  jxiwer  whatever  to  give 
direct ioud  to  the  Land  Commission.  Bnt 
I  will  call  their  attention  t-o  the  matter. 

THE  LANESBOROUGH  ESTATE. 
Mr,  KNUX  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  can  now  say  if  one 
Timothy  Roland,  a  tenant  on  Lord 
Lancsborouglfrt  property,  purebnwing  the 
interest  in  his  farm  from  the  former 
tenant  in  1888,  and  piijing  three  an d- 
a-half  years'  arretuB  of  rent  to  the  agents 
an  oral  undertaking  was  given  by  the 
agent  that  the  rent  would  not  be  raised  ; 
wliether  the  rent  has  t^ince  been  raised  by 
the  Land  Commission  ;  and  whether  be 
will  direct  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Laud  Actw  to  cases  in  which 
advantages  seen  ret  I  to  the  tenant  in  this 
way  are  ignored  liy  the  Laud  Commission 
in  fixing  fair  rents  ? 

Mk.  j,  MORLEY  :  When  replying 
to  a  question  on  tliis  subjeut  on  the  t2tb 
iuistant,  I  stated  that  it  was  a  fact  that 
the  Land  Commissioners,  after  bear- 
ing ail  the  evidence  given  l>y  both  land- 
lord and  tenant^  fixed  the  rent  in  Boland*8 
case  at  £37,  the  old  rent  having  been 
£30.  Lirjuiry  has  been  made  relative  to 
the  statement  to  the  eftcet  that  an  oral 
undertaking  hml  been  given  by  the  agent 
that  the  rent  would  not  he  raised,  and  I 
am  informed  by  the  CommisKiouerB  that 
tbey  have  no  information  in  the  matter, 
and  are  unable,  therefore^  to  say  whether 
such  an  nudcrtakiug  was  or  was  not 
given, 

Mr.  KNOX  :  I  heg  to  ask  the  Chief 
SecretJiry  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land wbctber,  on  the  la^t  occasion  when 
the  Land  Commission  sat  in  Cavan,  Mr. 
Wrench,  formerly  agent  to  Lord  Lanes- 
borongh,  was  one  of  the  ComTuissioners, 
although,  as  he  says,  taking  no  part  in 
the  adjudication  of  appeals  from  Lord 
Lauesborough'ft  property  ;  whether  he  m 
aware  that  several  of  the  appeals  pnt 
down  for  hearing  at  the  coming  sitting 
of  the  Commission  in  Cavan  are  appeals 
by  Lord  LaneBborough  or  by  his  tenants  ; 
and  whether  Mr,  Wrench  will  be  one  of 
the  Commissioners  sitting  iu  Cavan  on 
this  occasion  ? 

Mr,  j.  MORLEY  :  Mr.  Wrench  hi- 
fortUN  me  that  he  was  oue  of  the  Com- 
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mtssiouers  at  the  last  stttiug  for  heariiig 
appeals  hi  Cavau,  but  took  no  part  m 
any  case  from  the  LaQeaboroiigh  estate. 
There  are  five  appeals  on  this  estate  for 
the  coming  sitting  of  the  Comiiiissiouerj^ 
at  Cavan,  and  Mr.  Wreoch  will  not  bo 
one  of  the  Court. 

PROSECUTION  OF  UAB  DRIVERS. 
Mr.  lough  (laliugtou,  W.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  if  he  could  state  the 
number  of  cahdrivers  summoned  at  the 
various  Metropolitan  and  City  Police 
Courts,  during  the  three  months  endieg 
the  31st  of  March,  for  offences  against 
the  Hackney  Carriage  Acts,  such  ai* 
loitering,  plying  for  hire,  causing  ob- 
struction, &c.  :  whether  he  is  aware  that 
as  many  as  70  or  80  of  such  cases  are 
frequently  heard  and  decided  at  one 
Police  Court  in  a  single  afternoon  ;  and 
if  he  will  consider  whether  such  cases 
might  be  dealt  witii  more  suitably  in  a 
special  Court,  where  an  inference  against 
the  drivers  would  be  less  readily  sug- 
gested than  in  a  Police  Court  ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  ot 
STATE  FOR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Georue  Rt:ssELL,  North 
Beds)  (who  replied)  said  :  The  two 
Metropolitan  Police  Courts  which  have 
far  the  largest  inmiber  of  summonses 
against  cabdrivera  are  Marlborough 
Street  and  Bow  Street,  I  am  informed 
by  the  Chief  Magistrate  that  at  Bow 
Street,  during  the  three  months  ending 
March  31  last,  there  were  333  summonses 
against  cabd rivers  for  the  otfences  ineri- 
tioned  by  in 3^  bon.  Friend,  making  an 
-average  of  26  a  week.  At  Marlborough 
Street,  where  these  cases  are  heard  on 
two  days  a  week,  the  number  of  sutu- 
mouses  against  cabdrivers  would  be  from 
20  to  25  each  day.  It  is  therefore  uot  a 
fact  that  so  many  as  70  or  80  cases  are 
heard  at  one  Police  Court  in  a  single 
afternoon.  Id  the  opinion  of  the  Chief 
Magistrate  it  would  be  extremely  iu- 
jurious  to  the  interests  of  both  the  public 

and  the  cabmen   if  all  such  cases  were 

heard  at  a  special  Court. 

Mr.  HARTLEY  (Ish'ngton,  N.)  : 
Will  the  Home  Secretary  consider  the 
adTisability  of  establishing  a  much  larger 
number  of  stands  for  one  or  two  cabs, 
and  thereby  enable  the  public  more 
easily  to  call  cabs  ? 

Mr.  J.  Marlejf 


GEORGE    RUSSELL:     The 

right  hon.  Gentleman  will  no  doubt  con- 
sider that, 

WEIGHBRIIKiES  AT  IH18H  MARKETS. 

Mr,  DANE  (Fcrmaotgh,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secret:iiy  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  Irish 
Government  will  give  directions  to  the 
local  Inspectors  of  Weights  and  Measures 
in  Ireland  to  prosecute,  at  the  instance  of 
the  Agricultural  Department  of  the  Irish 
Land  Commission,  the  keepers  of  weigh- 
bridges which  are  unsutted  and  useless 
by  reason  of  their  construction  for  the 
weighing  of  cattle,  sheep,  ami  pigs,  pur- 
suant to  the  provisions  of  the  Market  and 
Fairs  (Weighing  of  Cattle)  Acts,  1887 
and  1891  ? 

Mu.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Acts  men- 
tioned provide  for  the  prosecution  of  per- 
sons appointed  by  the  Market  Authorities 
to  weigh  cattle,  for  refusing  to  weigh,  for 
neglect  of  other  duties,  or  for  issuing 
false  Returns  of  weight  as  specified  in 
the  statutes,  but  such  persons  are  not 
responsible  if  the  weighing  machines  are 
unsuitable,  useless,  or  of  faulty  construc- 
tion. The  Local  Market  Authorities  in 
respect  of  markets  and  fairs,  where  tolls 
are  collected,  are  the  persons  responsible 
for  providing  proper  weighing  machines 
and  equipments,  and  the  Land  Commis- 
sion assure  me  that  they  are  ai«d  have 
been  using  every  endeavour,  with  a  con- 
siderable measure  of  success,  to  induce 
the  Local  Authorities  to  provide  suitable 
accommodation  in  this  respect. 

THE  INNISKILLING  FUSILIKRS. 
Mr.  DANE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  why  it  is  that  no 
Quartermaster  is  allowed  to  the  3rd  Bat- 
talion of  the  I nnis killing  Fusiliers  ;  has 
this  regiment  recently  been  raised  to  six 
companies  ;  and  is  it  now  the  only  six 
company  Line  Battalion  of  Militia  regi- 
ment without  a  Quartermaster  ? 

•Mk.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

The  battalion  referred  to  has  had  six 
companies  for  many  years ;  but  it  has 
only  the  strength  of  five  companies.  A 
battalion  should  have  six  full  companies 
to  justify  the  appointment  of  a  Quarter- 
master, The  3rd  Battalion  Inniskilling 
Fusiliers  is  not  the  only  Militia  battalion 
of  six  nominal  companies  which  is  i 
without  a  Qnartermaster. 
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FEMALB  LABOrR  IN  MINES  IN  INDIA* 
Sib  J.  GORST  (Cambridge  UDivcr- 
aity)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  ladia  what  steps  Her  Majesty '>* 
Goveruraeut  are  now  takiiior  to  carrr  out 
the  Reiolutiotis  of  tho  Bon  in  Coufereuce 
of  1890,  as  to  the  do^irability  of  pio- 
bibitiog  the  ernph>ymetit  of  women  in 
the  underground  workings  of  mines  ? 

Mr,  H,  H.  FOWLEit  :  Lord  CroHs 
and  Lord  Kimberlej  have  both  intimated 
fco  the  Government  of  India  tlieir  opinion 
that  the  employment  of  women  and  girla 
under  ground  should  be  prohibited  in 
lodiaf  in  accordance  witii  the  Ke^ohitioii 
of  the  Berlin  Conference.  Lord  Kimber- 
lej decided  that  an  luMpector  of  Minea, 
who  had  aerveil  ba  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
Assietant  Inspectors  of  Mines  in  this 
couatry,  »houltl  be  sent  out  to  India  in 
order  to  adviiie  upon  the  details  of  a 
Mines  Regulation  Act.  That  Ins^pector 
has  beeo  for  aomo  time  prosecuting  bin 
LDquiriee,  and  when  his  Report  h  reeeivetl 
ialatioD  will  bo  undertaken  on  that 
lubject* 


Has 
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BAKBED  WIRE  FENCES  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  M.  AUSTIN  (Limerick,  W.)  :  I 

beg   to  ask   the   Chief   Secretary  to   the 

"(Ord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 

ttention  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that 

miongside  of  the  public  highway  between 

Bniree  and  Killmalloek,  County  Limerick, 

a  barbed  wire    fence    has    been   set  up 

which    extends   several    hundred    yards 

aloDg  the  road  to   the  danger  and  annoy- 

aoce  of  persons  passing  along  the   »aid 

highway  ;  in  it  the  duty  of  the   Police 

uthorities  to  tiike  legwl  proceedings  in 

ich  eajjies  ;  and   whether  he  would  see 

at  steps  be  taken  to  have  the  law  com- 

lied  with  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :    In  reference  to 

this  question,  I  am  advised  that  it  is  not 

he  duty  of    the    Police  Authorities  to 

ke  proceedings  in  such  cases.     Under 

e  Act  56  A  57  Vict,  e.  32,  the  County 

Surveyor  appears  to  be  the  proper  person 

to  look  after  those  road  fences. 


i 


FBKE  EDUCATION  IN  ST.  PANCRAS. 

Mr,  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury, 
,E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of 
'  he  Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
'whether  the  Department  received  a 
Petition  from  336  parents  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood  of  Albany  Street,  St,  Pancras, 


demanding  free  ediication  for  their  chil- 
dren, in  March,  1893  ;  is  he  aware  that^ 
although  after  correspondence  with  thd 
School  Board  for  London,  and  inquiry  by 
Ifer  Majesty ''s  Chief  Inspector,  the  De- 
partment on  ITlb  August,  1893,  wrote 
calling  oti  the  Hoard  to  provide  a  new 
school  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Cum* 
her  land  Market »  and  asking  to  have 
at  an  early  dale  any  proposals  the 
Board  may  think  well  to  make 
as  to  a  temporary  school  ;  and  that, 
from  that  date  to  the  present  time,  the 
School  Board  for  Loudon  has  made  no 
proposals  either  for  permanenl  or  tem- 
porary accommodation  ;  and  whether 
be  is  prepared  to  take  immediate  action 
m  face  of  this  delay  on  the  part  of  the 
School  Board  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND:  The  Petition  re- 
ceived in  March,  1893,  from  336  parents, 
related  to  the  neighbourhood  of  another 
Marylebone  school  ;  but  a  Petition  was 
reci?ived  on  27th  April  from  the  neigh- 
bourhood in  question,  and,  upon  inquiry, 
a  deficiency  of  164  free  places  was  re- 
ported by  Her  Majesty's  Inspector;  a 
letter  was  addressed  to  the  School  Board 
upon  the  1 7th  of  August  in  the  terms 
quoted,  and  no  proposals  have  yet  been 
received.  The  Depiirtment  are  pressing 
the  Board  to  take  action,  and  addressed 
a  further  letter  to  them  on  the  2nd 
instant. 

POLICE  CONSTABLE  WHITING. 

Miu  W.  F.  D.  SMITH  (Strand,  West- 
minster) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Departnieiit  if  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  tlie  case  of 
Police-constable  Whiting,  of  the  C 
Division  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
Whiting  has  been  dismissed  the  Force, 
although  he  has  borne  a  good  charrtcter 
for  seven  years  ;  and  whether  he  will 
cause  further  inquiry  to  be  made  into  t!io 
case,  seeing  that  Whiting  acted  in  the 
exercise  of  his  duty,  when  calle^l  upon 
for  help  hy  Police-constable  McCarthy, 
and  wa>?  not  at  the  time  aware  of 
McCarthy's  offence  ? 

Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  (who 
replied)  said  :  The  Commissioner  of 
Police  has  reported  to  me  on  this  case, 
and  it  appears  that  Police-constable 
Whiting  was  dismissed  for  deliberately 
taking  into  custody  one  of  two  men  on  a 
charge  which  be  knew  to  be  false  and 
unfounded,  and  for  which  the  prisoner 
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was  (letained  in  the  cells  for  one  hour 
and  a  quarter  on  a  false  charge.  It  is 
true  that  Police-constable  Whiting  had 
had  no  reports  since  1887,  but  the 
deliberate  taking  into  custody  of  a  man 
on  a  false  charge,  and  allowing  that  false 
charge  to  be  made  against  him,  knowing 
at  the  time  that  such  charge  was  false, 
entirely  unfits  him  for  a  position  of  trust 
or  authority,  with  the  characters  and 
liberty  of  innocent  men  at  his  mercy  ? 

MILLBANK  PRISON  SITE. 
Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  whether  the 
demolition  of  Millbank  Prison  is  now 
completed  ;  what  is  the  acreage  of  the 
entire  area  thus  placed  at  his  disposal ; 
what  proportion  of  the  site  is  to  be 
appropriated  to  the  new  Picture  Gallery 
and  to  the  London  County  Council  (for 
workmen's  dwellings)  respectively  ;  whe- 
ther any  portion  of  the  site  is  to  be  dis- 
posed of  to  any  other  and  what  persons 
or  bodies  ;  in  what  way  the  river  frontage 
is  to  be  occupied ;  and  whether  the 
opportunity  will  be  taken  to  create  im- 
proved access  to  this  property  from  the 
direction  of  Victoria  Street  and  West- 
minster ? 

•The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone,  Leeds, 
W.)  :  The  demolition  of  Millbank 
Prison  is  complete.  The  entire  area  of 
the  site  is  just  under  23  acres.  Of  this, 
about  two  and  a-quarter  acres  have  been 
appropriated  for  the  Picture  Gallery, 
and  about  10  acres  to  the  London 
County  Council  for  artisans'  dwellings. 
The  remainder  of  the  site  will  be  dis- 
posed of  as  follows  : — About  six  acres 
will  be  handed  over  to  the  War  Office 
for  military  purposes  ;  a  plot  of  about 
one  and  a-half  acre  behind  the  Picture 
Gallery  will  be  reserved  for  a  building 
for  offices  and  examination  rooms  for  the 
Civil  Service  Commissioners,  and  the 
balance  will  go  in  roads.  The  centre  of 
the  river  frontage  will  be  occupied  by 
the  Picture  Gallery,  and  on  either  side 
will  be  military  buildings,  of  which  the 
form  and  character  are  not  yet  decided. 
The  question  of  improving  the  approaches 
to  the  site  is  one  that  must  be  dealt  with 
by  the  Vestry  and  the  London  County 
Council. 

Mr,  Georffe  Russell 


Mr.  H.  L.  W.LAWSON  (Gloucester, 
Cirencester)  :  Will  no  part  be  reserved 
for  open  spaces  ? 

Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  :  Not  actually 
as  open  spaces,  but  a  good  deal  will  not 
be  occupied  by  buildings. 

Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  :  Will 
the  Government,  in  the  interest  of  the 
public,  try  and  secure  a  good  approach  to 
the  property  from  the  back  ? 

Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  j  Yes ;  so  far 
as  it  is  in  our  power. 

THE  LOSS  OF  THE  "COUNTESS  OF 
ABERDEEN." 

Mr.  PAUL  (Edinburgh,  E.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  burning  of  the  saloon  in  the 
Hull  trader  and  passenger  boat  Countess 
of  Aberdeen  after  she  had  stranded  on  the 
coast  of  Aberdeenshire  on  the  night  of 
Sunday,  the  15th  of  April ;  if  he  has 
reason  to  believe  that  the  fire  was  due  to 
the  use  of  dangerously  inflammable  oil ; 
and  whether  the  Board  of  Trade  has  any 
power  to  restrict  the  use  of  oil  with  too 
low  a  flash  point  for  safety  ? 

•Mr.  BURT  (who  replied)  said  :  Yes, 
Sir  ;  the  attention  of  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  has  been  called  to  the 
case  of  the  Countess  ofAherdeen^  and  he 
has  oidered  an  inquiry  to  be  held  with 
regard  to  her  stranding  and  to  the  Are 
which  subsequently  occurred.  Until  the 
result  of  that  inquiry  is  known,  I  prefer 
not  to  express  any  opinion  in  the  matter, 
but  I  may  say  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
have  no  power  to  prescribe  the  quality  of 
oil  to  be  used  on  board  ship. 

Mr.  PAUL  :  Arising  out  of  this  sub- 
ject, may  1  ask  the  Home  Secretary 
when  the  Committee  on  Petroleum  will 
be  appointed  ? 

Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  :  I  can- 
not say. 

ALLEGED  MANSLAUGHTER  OF  A 
SEAMAN. 

Mr.  J.  HAVELOCK  WILSON  :  1 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  an  inquiry  recently  held  at  the 
Queenstown  Petty  Sessions  into  a  charge 
of  manslaughter  of  a  seaman,  named 
John  Gomer,  by  Samuel  Nelson,  Captain 
of  the  British  ship  Bannochbum;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  five  seamen  of  the 
said  ship  were  in  attendance  to  give  evi* 
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^Heoce  ou  the  hearings  ftiiJ  were  not 
^^Llled ;  whether  he  is  nwnre  tlmt  the 
^^pid  seamen  were  prepared  Tiot  oiilj  to 
^Kive  eviJcDce  of  the  eircmn^taiiees  imnie- 
PHtfttely  attoudaut  upon  the  death  of  the 

said  Job  11  Gomer,  hut  vrere  also  prepared 
^^o  make  a  ^bitemetit  of  previous  ill- 
^^veatment  of  the  deeeap^ed  by  the  captaiu  ; 
^^ud  whether  he  will  direi't  au  inquiry  to 

be  made  into  all  the  circiimj*huicea  of  the 

■  •Mr.  BUET  (who  replied)  said  :  The 

^Hiltentioii  of  the  Prer^ident  of  the  Board 

^^nf  Trade  han  been  ealleil  to  (he  <ra.^e  to 

^Brhich    raj  hoii.   Friend    refers,   but  the 

^BBoardof  Trade  have  no  power  to  review 

the  decision  of  the  Court  with  reganl   to 

the  criminal  chiirge  upon  which  it  adjadi* 

cated.       The     President    ban,    however, 

ieeideil  to  order  a  Local  Marine  Board 

vestigiition  into  the  allegations  of  ill- 

tmeiit  made  against  Ibe  master  of  the 

\annockhur7iy  with  ji  view  to  his  certifi- 

ie  being  dealt  with   if  the  evidence  i.^ 

uod  to  justifv  surrb  a  roiir?^e, 

Mr,    J.    HAVELUCK    WILSON  : 

Can    the    hon.    Gentleman     indietite    iit 

hich    port    the    local    iufjuirr    will    he 

Id? 

Mr*  BURT  :  I  cimiiot  saj,  hot  I 
will  get  the  information  for  the  hon. 
Member. 


(26  April  1894} 
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BARNET  LOCAL  BOARD  DISTHICT. 
Mil.  VICARY    GIBBS    (Herts,   St. 
Ubans)  :  I  beg  to  aak  the  President  of 
'  tlie  Local    Government    Bojird  wbiit    is 
the   reason   of    the    protracted  dehi)-   in 
gratitiDg    to    the    Burnet    Local     Board 
anthority    over     an     extended    di-^fric*, 
rhich   extension    \a   not  ohjected   to   hy 
^ther    the    Hertford's  hi  re    or    llLdJlesei 
Jounty    Cotincili*   or   the    neighbouring 
Jthorities  affected  ? 
Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  The  Hert- 

iordghire  County  Council  made  an  Order 
rhiehf  whilst  extending  the  di.^^trict  of 
be  Barnet.  Local  Boards  would  have 
kltered  the  Rural  Sanitary  District  of 
be  Barnet  Lau*on^  which  is  partly  in- 
^hided  in  the  County  of  Middlesex.  The 
^ocaJ  Goveruinent  Board   had   doubt   a?? 

^to  the  legality  of  this  Order,   and  they 

^^Dbmitted  a  case  to  the  Law  OlhcerH  of 
^Hlie  Crown  as  to  the  powers  of  u  County 
^HCounell  under  such  circnmstance^s.  The 
HpLaw  Officers  advised  that  neither  the 
jBCoUDfy  Council  nor  a  Joint  Committee 
"•of  the  Councils  of  the  Countie?i  iu  whitdi 


the  Rural  Sanitary  District  was  situate 
eould  make  such  au  Order,  With  the 
view  of  meeting  this  difHculty  a  provision 
ha!^  heen  introduccHi  into  the  Local  Go- 
v  er  n  m e  u  t  Ac  t  u  n  der  w  h  i  e  h  an  0  rd  e  r  m  f^y 
he  made  for  ihe  extensiou  of  the  district 
hy  a  Joint  Comaiittce  of  the  two 
counties. 

THK  VENTILATION  OF  THE  HOUSE  OF 
COMMONS. 
Siu  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  :  I 
liog  to  a^k  the  First  Commts^siouer  of 
Works  whether  Mr.  James  Keith,  C.E., 
bae  prepared  a  Report  with  reference  to 
the  heating  and  ventihition  of  the  Houses 
of  Parliament  ;  ami,  if  so^  whether  the 
Report  will  be  circuhited  for  the  informa- 
tion of  Memhers  ? 

•Mr,  H,  GLADSTONE:  In  Decem- 
ber last  Mr,  Keith,  ns  a  profe.'isional  gen- 
tleman interested  in  stieh  matters,  ob- 
tained leave  from  my  predeees3or  to 
examine  the  WHrmrng  and  ventilating 
arrangements  at  the  Hrniscs  of  Parlia- 
ment, hnt  he  was  expressly  told  that  no 
eommij^sion  was  thereliy  given  him  to 
make  a  Report,  He  has  sent  in  to  me  a 
Report  condemning  the  present  wysrem 
ill  some  respects,  and  it  has,  apparently, 
l>een  widely  circulated.  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  lay  it  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
i  must  remind  hon.  Members  that  in  1H91 
a  Select  Committee,  presided  over  by 
the  right  bon,  Gcmtleman  the  Member  for 
Dn  hi  in  University,  made  a  thorough  irr- 
vestigation  of  the  ventilation  of  the 
Hon.Hc,  and  drew  their  Kcport  upon  the 
evidence  of  surveyors,  sanitary  and 
inechanical  engineers,  chemists,  and  other 
independent  experts.  As  «t  present  ad- 
vised, 1  see  no  reason  for  disttrrbing  the 
deciBions  then  arrived  at, 

PATENT  OFFICE  FEES, 
Mr,  A.C,  MORTON  (Peterborough): 
I  beg  to  psk  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  what  the  total  amount  of  fees 
would  have  been  wliieh  would  have 
accrued  to  the  Patent  Offit-e  of  the  Trea- 
sury, in  respect  of  the  121,242  patents 
which  were  voided  from  tlit^  tst  of  July, 
1852,  to  the  31st  of  December,  1893,  if 
such  voided  patents  had  been  kept  up  by 
payment  of  renewal  fees,  or  otherwise, 
for  the  full  period  of  14  years  (imdndin^ 
in  snub  total  the  sum  of  £3,000,000,  or 
thereahouts,  paid  in  respect  of  such 
patents  until  they  l>eeamc  voided)  ? 
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•Mr.  BURT  (who  replied)  said  :  Tbis 
is  &  hypothetical  questiou,  to  which  1 
can  ouljr  give  a  verj  general  replj*  TJie 
figures  would  probably  reach  somewhere 
iibout  £20,000,000, 

CLABENCE  LANES*  UOEHAMPTON. 

Mr.  THORNTON  (Claphani) :  On 
behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wanda- 
worth,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
freeholder  of  the  Clarence  Laues,  Roe- 
ham  pton,  has  otiered  to  place  them  at 
the  diBposal  of  the  public  gratis,  if  the 
Govern tneut  will  re-opeo  the  gate  into 
Richmond  Park  at  the  end  of  the  lane  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  make  the 
necessary  provision  hi  the  Estimates  for 
maintaining  the  road  and  gate  r 

•Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  (who  replied) 
said  :  It  is  true  that  the  owner  of  Clarence 
Laoea  has  made  a  generous  offer  to  make 
them  over  to  the  public,  but^  pending  the 
result  of  communications  betweeii  the 
Office  of  Works  and  the  London  County 
Council  and  the  Wandsworth  District 
Board  as  to  the  making- up  and  mainten- 
auce  of  the  road,  I  am  unable  jnst  at 
present  to  give  the  hon.  Member  a 
definite  reply* 

PARLIAMENTARY  BEGISTERS. 
Mr.  STUART-WORTLKY  :    I  beg 

to  afik  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  why  his  Motion  for  tho 
Retnrij  "  Parliamentary  Electors  "  (No, 
40  of  this  Session),  agreed  to  by  thi& 
House  on  the  15  th  of  March,  was  not 
framed  so  aa  to  elicit  the  information  re- 
quired from  the  Register  which  cam© 
into  force  on  Int  January,  1894,  instea*! 
of  being  limited  to  the  expired  Register 
of  1893  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  The  num- 
ber of  electors  on  the  Parliamentary 
Register  on  the  Ist  of  January*  1893, 
was  taken  because  these  particulars  were 
at  once  available,  having  already  beeo 
obtained  for  the  ptirpose  of  a  Parliameo* 
tary  Return.  Similar  particulars  could 
not  be  given  ns  regards  those  on  the 
Register  in  January,  1894,  without 
calling  for  new  Returns,  and  this  would 
have  occasioned  very  considerable  delay. 

Mr.   STUART-WORTLEY  :   Is    it 

not  a  fact  that  under  a  section  of  the 
Registration  Act  the  Register  coming 
into  force  at  the  beginning  of  thiti  year 


ought  to  have  been  deposited  at  the 
Home  Offi  ce  before  the  2 1  st  October  last  ? 

Mr.   SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  Yes  ;  but 

I  do  not  think  the  new  Register  will  give 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  information  ba 
desires, 

CIVIL  SERVICE  WRITEEB. 
Mr.  ALBAN  GJRBS  (London)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether,  in  some  cases,  writers  with  only 
10  j^ears'  service  have  been  promoted  to 
the  Abstractor  Class  with  a  commencing 
salary  of  £150  per  annum,  whilst  others 
with  over  20  years*  service  have  com- 
menced with  only  £1 10  per  annum,  rising 
by  £2  10s.  to  £loO  per  annum,  and  have 
to  serve  36  years  before  they  can  reach 
a  salary  of  £150  ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
the  Treasury  will,  in  addition  to  allow- 
ing some  writers  so  promoted  to  carry 
with  them,  according  to  the  ordinary 
practice  of  the  Service,  the  salaries  they 
were  earning  at  the  time  of  appointment, 
ulso  adopt  some  means  by  which  man 
with  15  and  20  years*  service  will  not  be 
expected  to  serve  so  long  a  period  as  36 
years  before  they  are  enabled  to  reach  the 
present  maximum  salary  of  £150  per 
annum  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  have  already 
dealt  with  the  matters  referred  to  in  my 
answers  given  to  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  Kingston  Division  of 
Surrey  on  the  12th  of  June,  1893,  and  to 
tbe  hon.  Member  for  Bow  and  Bromley 
on  the  \*Mh  of  April.  I  am  not  able 
to  add  anything  to  the  answers  then 
given. 

SWAZILAND, 
Bauon  IL  DE  worms  (Liverpool, 
East  Toxteth)  :  1  beg  to  ask  tbe  Under 
Secretary  of  State  lor  the  Colonie« 
whether  he  can  give  the  House  any 
further  information  relative  to  the  pro- 
posed transfer  of  Swaziland  to  the  South 
African  Republic  ;  whether  the  Queen 
Regent,  and  a  large  section  of  the  native 
population,  are  adverse  to  such  transfer; 
and  whether  he  can  state  what  course 
Her  Majesty's  Government  propose  tt> 
take  in  view  of  this  serious  condition  of 
affairs  ? 

Mb.  S,  BUXTON  :  A  meeting  of  the 
Queen  Regent  and  Council  of  the  Swa»i 
nation  to  consider  the  question  was  to 
take  place  on  the  24th  instant,  and  Her 
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Hftjestj'B    GoTeryment    tiave    not    yet 
learnt  the  resnlt. 


LOCAL  COURTS  IN  LANCASHIRE. 
'  Mr,    W.    long     (Liverpool,    West 

Derby)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the    Secretary  of 
Stute  for  the  Home  DGpartmeot  whether 
Her   Majesty's  CTOvenitiieut    liavo  con- 
sidered the  advisability  of  iweetiug  the 
wishea  of    Lauca^hire   (as   expressed  to 
the  Lord  Cbuiicellor  iu  deptitation)   that 
ft    Judge    shoiilil    be    appointed     to    be 
attached   to    tlie    ProbfUe,    Divoree,   and 
Admiralty   Division,  who  shoukl   try  all 
actions     in    those    Divisions    arising    io 
(       Lancashire,    and     also    all    actions    and 
^Bjirigi Dating    summotises  in    the    Qneen^s 
^^Hench    Dl vision^    and   that  such    Judge 
^H^houtd  sit  tlirofigbont   tbe  legal  ye-ar  in 
^■Liverpool  and  Manchester  alternately  F 

Mr,  GEORGE  RUSSELL  (who  re- 
plied) said  :  The  Lord  Chancellor  re- 
ceived a  deputation  from  Laneashire,  who 
expressed  to  him  their  desire  that  there 
should  be  eoniinnons  sittings  tliroughont 
the  legal  year  in  that  eontjty  of  a  Judge 

Igf  the  High  Court  to  lake  busiuess 
vising  ill  all  Divisioas  of  that  Court. 
Bince  that  occasion  arrangements  have 
lieeD  made  for  providing  more  frequent 
littiogs  at  fixed  dates  at  Manchester 
and  Liverpool  ;  and  it  is  desirable  to 
ive  some  experience  of  the  amount  of 
usiness  done  at  those  sittings,  and  the 
lequacy  of  tliose  arrangements^  before 
[)u  tern  plating  a  change  of  such  import- 
Dce  as  that  which  the  question  indi* 
fctes. 

bLIGO.  LEITRIM,  AND  NORTHEEN 
COUNTIES  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  WOLFF  (Belfast,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask   the    Chief    Secretary    to    tbe    Lord 
~l«ieutenaut    of    Ireland    whether  at    the 
iquest  of  the  Sltgo,  Leitrim,  and  North- 
Counties     Rfiiiway    Company^  it   is 
jposed  to  cancel  the  debt  of  £28,000, 
Bing  seven  years'  interest  due  on  money 
Dt,   which    the  C7ompany    owes  to  the 
rish   Board  of   Works  ;    whether  he  is 
vare  that  the  (Treat  Northern  Railway 
Dmpany  of  Ireland    lias  offered  to  buy 
be  Sligo,  Leitrim*  and  Northern  Conndes 
ail  way  Company,  paying  £90,tK)0  to  tlie 
Board  of  Works,  and  repaying  tbeaujount 
of    interest    owing  ;    and    whether    this 
offer  will  receive  the  favourable  considera- 
tion of  the  Government  ? 
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*Mr.  JORDAN  (Meath,  S.)  :  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the 
Great  Northern  and  Belfast  interests 
combined,  and  represented  by  the  hon. 
Member,  are,  with  its  usual  philanthropy, 
most  anxious  to  acquire  a  good  going 
concern  at  less  than  its  original  cost? 

■*Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  !  A 
question  put  in  those  terms  should  not  be 
answered. 

•Sir  J.  1\  HIBBERT  (who  replied) 
said :  A  proposal  to  the  effect  of  tbe  first 
paragraph  lias  been  made,  but  has  not 
been  acceded  to  by  the  Government.  A 
joint  offer  to  purchase  the  line  has  been 
received  from  the  Great  Northern  and 
Midland  Great  Western  Companies,  and 
will  rttceive  foil  consideration  from  the 
Treasury,  along  with  other  proposals  ; 
but  I  am  not  in  a  position  as  yet  to 
annonnce  any  decision  on  the  subject. 

Mu.  SEXTON  :  Is  it  a  fact  that  the 
aecoptauce  of  tbe  offer  will  entail  a  loss 
on  the  Treasury  of  £10,000?  Is  not 
public  opinion  in  the  district  served  by 
the  line  strongly  adverse  to  tbe  sale  \  and 
will  the  Treasury  reganl  this  question  as 
one  of  public  policy  ? 

Mr.  DANE  :  Did  not  the  Chief 
Secretary  receive  an  influential  deputa- 
tion, composed  of  persons  resident  in  the 
parts  served  by  the  Company,  and  was  it 
not  strongly  urged  that  the  acceptance  of 
tbe  proposal  would  lie  most  detrimental 
to  the  Company  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  It  isqnite  true 
I  bat  the  Cbief  Secretary  and  myself 
received  such  a  deputation,  representative 
of  various  sections  of  Irish  opinion,  on 
this  subject,  and  full  consideration  will  be 
given  to  the  views  expressed  by  those 
who  live  in  tbe  district  before  any  deci- 
sion is  arived  at. 

Mr.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N.)  :  Is  a 
decision  likely  to  be  arrived  at  within  a 
reasonable  time  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Matters  of 
this  kind  take  some  time. 

Mk.  WOLFF  :  Before  a  decision  i« 
finally  arrived  at,  will  the  House  or  hoDi^ 
Members  interested  have  an  opportunity 
of  expressing  their  views  ? 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Hon.  Mem- 
bers interested  iti  tbe  district  will  have 
an  opportunity  of  making  any  represen* 
tat  ion  8» 
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PIR^US    AND    LARISSA    RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 

Mr.  MACLURE  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Stretford)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
Her  Majestj^s  Government  have  received 
certain  representations  from  the  contrac- 
tors for  the  construction  of  the  Pirseus 
and  Larissa  Railway  Company  as  regards 
the  present  action  of  the  Greek  Govern- 
ment towards  them  ;  and  whether  they 
are  giving  the  subject  their  serious  con- 
sideration ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  Representations  have  been  re- 
ceived from  the  contractors  as  regards 
the  action  of  the  Greek  Government,  and 
Her  Majesty^s  Representative  at  Athens 
has  endeavoured  by  unofficial  action  to 
obtain  for  them  favourable  treatment. 
But  the  question  is  one  of  a  contract  be- 
tween the  Greek  Government  and  the 
British  firm,  which  the  latter  have  failed 
to  execute,  and  is  necessarily  subject  to 
Greek  law.  The  first  remedy  of  the 
contractors,  if  they  consider  they  have 
to  complain  of  the  action  of  the 
Greek  Government,  is  by  litigation  in 
the  Law  Courts,  and  it  is  only  in  case  of 
an  obvious  denial  of  justice  and  after  that 
remedy  is  exhausted  that  there  would  be 
grounds  for  diplomatic  intervention.  In 
view  of  the  British  interests  involved.  Her 
Majesty^s  Government  will  continue  to 
do  what  is  in  their  power  to  promote  a 
friendly  and  equitable  settlement. 

KILPEDDER  PETTY  SESSIONS  COURT. 
Mr.  KILBRIDE  (Kerry,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  removal  of 
the  Kilpedder  Petty  Sessions  District 
Court  from  Kilgarvan  toKenmare,  which 
is  causing  great  inconvenience  to  the  in- 
habitants of  the  district,  many  of  whom 
are  obliged  to  travel  nearly  18  miles  to 
have  their  cases  heard  ;  and  that  the 
proprietors  of  30  business  houses  are 
obliged  to  take  their  weights  and 
measures  to  Kenmare  to  be  tested 
quarterly  ;  if  he  is  aware  that  the  Kil- 
pedder Petty  Sessions  Court  was  estab- 
lished nearly  a  century  ago,  and  is  in  the 
centre  of  a  populous  district  12  miles 
square  ;  and  whether,  as  there  is  a  Magis- 


trate available  living  within  a  quarter  of 
a  mile  of  the  town,  he  will  direct  that 
the  Petty  Sessions  Court  be  re-estab- 
lished ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  put  this  question 
down  for  another  day,  as  I  have  not  yet 
been  furnished  with  a  Report  on  it. 

THE  KNIGHT  OF  KERRY  AND  THE 
POOR  RATE. 

Mr.  KILBRIDE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  the  • 
Knight  of  Kerry,  by  persistently  refusing 
to  pay  the  poor's  rate  in  sufficient  time, 
has  thereby  deprived  the  tenants  on  his 
Valentia  property  rated  at  £4  and  under 
of  the  right  to  vote  at  a  Parliamentary 
election  ;  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  statement  of  County  Court 
Judge  Shaw,  expressing  his  astonish- 
ment at  the  number  struck  off  the  Par- 
liamentary Register  for  this  cause  ;  and 
whether  he  will  direct  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board. to  compel  the  rate  collector 
to  obtain  payment  of  the  rates  within  the 
statutable  period,  so  that  persons  entitled 
to  the  franchise  may  not  be  deprived  of 
the  right  conferred  on  them  by  Parlia- 
ment ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY^  :  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  are  informed  by  the 
clerk  of  the  Union  that  the  rate  collector 
furnished  the  agent  of  the  Knight  of 
Kerry  in  May,  1893,  with  particulars  of 
holdings  valued  at  and  under  £4,  and 
that  subsequently  he  repeatedly  pressed 
for  payment,  with  the  view  of  prevent- 
ing the  tenants  from  being  disfranchised. 
It  was  not  until  November,  however, 
that  the  rates  were  paid.  The  County 
Court  Judge  considered  that  an  undue 
number  of  voters  were  disqualified  from 
this  cause.  With  regard  to  the  last 
paragraph,  it  does  not  appear,  I  am  in- 
formed, that  there  was  any  default  on 
the  part  of  the  collector. 

Mr.  KILBRIDE  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  direct  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  impress  upon  the  Guardians  the 
necessity  of  collecting  the  rate  within 
the  statutory  time,  so  that  a  large  number 
of  men  may  not  be  disfranchised  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY^  :  I  will  call  the 
attention  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
to  the  matter,  and  ascertain  their  gfenti- 
ments  on  the  point. 
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Mr.  BODKrX  (Roscommon,  8.)  : 
Will  thiB  injustice  bo  renckreil  impossible 
by  the  Regif*trfttiori  Bill  nf  the  f^overD- 
ment? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEV  :  I  have  not  ex- 
amined the  ciise  from  that  jXJiDt  of  view. 

f CASTLE  COVE  I'OSTAL  ARRANGKMENTS. 
Mr,   KILBRIDE  :   I  heir  to  ask   the 
Postmaster  Geneml  wliether  he  has  con- 
liidered  the  nnsiUisfiietorj  post^il  arraiifre- 
imeuts  between  Ca?itle  Cove  aud  Ciiher- 
daniel,  County  Kerry,  un^ler  which  letterii 
arriTe  at  Castle  Covf^  at  4.30  p.m,,  and 
.replies  must  be  posted  itt  G  p.ra,,  giving 
I  only   an    honr    and    a-half  for    reply    fo 
I  letters  in  a  rural  distriet  where  there   \^ 
Ino  delivery  ;  and   whether,    to   meet  the 
I Wttota    of   the    loeality,  he    will    arraiij^e 
llliat  the    mail   should   leave  Castle  Cove 
I  in  the  liiorDin»|^  at  6.50,  reaching  Caher- 
Idaniel  in  time  for  the  mail  leaving  there 
[for    Waterville     at    8.30,    involving    no 
i  change  in  present  arrangements  between 
Caherdaniel  and  Wjiterville  ;   this  altera- 
tion, which  entails  no  additional  expense, 
will     meet      the    retpiirenients    of     the 
locft!itT  ? 
The    postmaster    GEKERAL 
L  (Mr,  A.  MoKLKv,   Noitlnghani,  E,)  :  I 
I  carefully    inquired  into  this   matter   last 
ijear,  and  I  would  remind  the  hoii.  Mem- 
Tber  that  I    wrote  to  him   on  the  l^t  of 
August    explaining    that  I   had    in    the 
preceding   montli    been   able   to  ctTcet   a 
eon.siderable  imj^rovemcnt  in  the  service, 
reiving,  in  faet,  a  delivery  on  six  instead  of 
Ton  three  days  a  week.     I  pointed  out  at 
the  same  time  why  I  t  ould   Jiot  sanction 
the  further  alteration,  which  would  much 
€Xte»d     the    period    during    which     the 
Ipostrnaii    is    on  duty,  and  wouhl   involve 
llMiditioiial    expense,    which  is    uot    war- 
*Tanted,  a*  there   is  already  a  serious   loi=s 
ou  the  service. 

VENTHT  TfARimrR. 

Sir  T.ESMOXDE  tKerry,   W.)  r  I 

fbeg   to  ask  the   Cldef  Secretary  to   the 

[Lord    Lieutenant    of   IrelatMl    when    the 

frork  on  the  proposed  new  pier  at  Yen  try 

Harbour,  County    Kerry,   will    he    com- 

tnenced     by     the    Cougosted     Districts 

Board  ? 

Mk.  J.   MORLEY  :    The  Congested 

I  Districts  Board  inform  me  that  they  do 

rwot  at  present  propose  to  construct  a  pier 

ai     Ventry     Harbour.        Other     landing 

places  in  Kerry  are  to  he  improved,  aud 
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I  the  funds  at  the  Boaixl's  disposal  are  not 
large  enough  to  enable  them  to  under- 
take more  than  a  sm^ll  nmriher  of  such 
works  at  the  same  time. 

SirT.ESMONDE:  Will  the  ques- 
tion of  the  pier  be  considered  after  these 
works  have  been  irompleted  ? 

Mu,  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Board  have 
it  under  consideration. 

Mr.  KILBRIDE  :  Will  the  Congested 
Districts  Boanl  fulfil  their  promise  to 
make  boatslips  on  the  Island  of  Valenlia, 
or  a  pier  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Cabirciveen  ? 

Mii.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  will  incjnire. 

THE  SAMDAN  ISLANDS. 
Sir  T.  ESMONDE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretjiry  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
if  the  Government  of  New  ZeHlan<l  have 
made  proposals  to  the  Colonial  Office  for 
the  future  administration  of  the  Samoa n 
Islands,  and  thut  ih-e  8am nans  have 
repeatedly  expressed  their  concurrence 
with  the  views  of  the  New  Zen  I  aud  Go- 
vernment ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
unsettled  condition  of  these  Islands,  aud 
of  their  immense  importance  to  Her 
Majesty *«  Australasian  Dominions,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  give  favour- 
able consideration  to  the  proposals  of  the 
New  Zeahind  Government  ? 

Sir  G.  BADEN-FOWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale)  :  At  the  same  time,  will 
the  hon.  Gentleman  state  the  terms  of 
the  offier  made  by  the  (Tovernment  of 
New  Zealand  that  that  colony  should 
undertake  the  administratioti  of  the 
Samoan  Islands  ;  aud  whether  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  has  receiveil  any  communi- 
cations from  any  of  the  Australian  (tO- 
vernmcnts,  indicating  their  willingness 
to  at!brd  the  necessary  support  to  Now 
Zealand  in  this  matter  :  if  so,  which 
(Governments  have  now  adopted  this 
course  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  A  telegram  has 
been  receivetl  on  the  matter  from  Now 
Zealand  ;  and  we  liave  learnt  that  it  le 
supported  by  the  Governnvcnts  of  Vic- 
toria, South  Australia,  and  Tasmania  ; 
but  I  cannot  make  any  statement  on  the 
subject  beyond  that  contained  in  the 
answer  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Lender 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  ou 
Tuesday. 
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MALTESE  MARRIAGE  LAWS, 

Mr,  KANKIN  (Herefordshire,  Leo- 
miuiater)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Uoder  Secre- 
lArr  of  State  for  tlje  Coloniee  whether  he 
can  now  inform  ihe  House  if  the  Privy 
Council  has  arrived  at  anj  decision  rela- 
tive to  the  Marriage  Legacy  question  in 
Malta  ;  and,  if  bo,  whether  the  corre- 
iipoijdent:e  upon  the  subject  may  he  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXT0>"  :  The  question  re- 
ferretl  to  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council  relates  not  to  Marriage 
Legacies,  hut  to  the  validity  of  certain 
marriages  in  Malta.  The  Jnilicial  Com- 
mittee have  irot  yet  given  their  ilecipiod. 
The  Marriage  Legacy  question  upon 
which  there  ha«  [►eeu  sDniecorrespondeuce 
with  the  Government  of  Malta  it?  not  a 
matter  of  such  public  interest  as  to 
warrant  the  pret*entation  of  the  eorre- 
sponJence  to  l^urliament, 

Mr.  RAKKIN  :  May  I  be  allowed  to 
see  the  correspondence  r 

Mr,  S.  BUXTON  :  Jf  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  call  at  the  Colonial  Office 
I  shall  be  glad  to  show  it  to  him. 

IRISH  LAW  REPORTS. 

Mr.  M*CAliTAN  (Down,  8.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  there  is  no  copy  of  the  Irish 
LuwKeporti^  in  the  Library  of  the  House 
of  Commons  ;  and  whether,  in  view  of 
the  eariy  nittiug  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Land  Act  (Ireland),  he  will  take  into 
consideration  the  desirability  of  having 
collected  and  publisheil  for  the  use  of  the 
Members  Refwrts  of  the  leading  cases 
on  the  Irish  Laud  Acts,  with  the  decisional, 
and  also  summaries  of  the  points  raised 
and  the  effect h  of  the  decisions  ? 

Mr,  J.  MO  RLE  Y  :  I  am  aware  of 
wliat  is  stated  tn  the  first  paragraph ♦ 
All  the  importxmt  cases  on  the  Irish 
Laud  Acts  down  to  the  end  of  1892  are 
carefully  noteil,  nnd  the  effect  of  the 
decisions  explained  m  Cherry's  Treatise 
on  the  Land  Arts^  and  the  subsec|ueut 
cases  will  ho  found  in  the  Irish  Legal 
Reports.  The  point  raised  hy  my  boo. 
Friend  will  no  doubt  receive  the  early 
attention  of  the  Select  Committee. 

Mr.  DANE  :  Does  not  the  Library  of 
the  House  of  Lords  contnin  the  Reports, 
and  have  not  Members  of  this  House 
access  to  that  Library  ? 


Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  understand  that 
hou.  Members  have  access  to  the  Library 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  but  I  am  doubtful 
if  these  Reports  are  to  be  found  there. 

Mr.  DA>iE  :  They  are» 

CDRRAGH  CAMP. 
Mr,  p.  J.  OliRIEN  (Tipperary,  N.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary'  of  State  for 
War,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  new  con- 
tracts are  about  to  he  entered  into  for 
works  at  the  Curragh  Camp,  if  in  the  in- 
terest of  Irish  industries,  and  in  fulfilment 
of  his  promise  given  on  the  27th  of 
February,  1 89*^,  be  w^ill  see  that  in  the 
preparation  of  estimates  for  the  proposed 
works,  due  provision  will  be  made  for 
making  use  of  Killaloe  slates,  provided 
ibey  cao  be  sujiplied  equal  in  quality 
aud^  not  lugher  in  price  thun  other 
slates  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Only  one  contract  for  military  buildings 
in  Ireland  has  been  made  since  the  reply 
referred  to.  In  it  the  specification  of 
Welsh  roofing  slates  is  omitted j  and  the 
slates  to  l>e  used  are  required  to  be  equal 
in  quality  to  a  sample  in  the  Royal 
Engineer  Otfiee,  and  the  same  course  will 
be  taken  in  future  contracts. 

SOLDIEBS^  TEAVKLLING  PRIVILEGES. 
Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Presideut  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  statement  in  the  London  Press 
of  the  24th  of  April,  to  the  effect  that  a 
non-commissioned  oflicer  has  been  refused 
a  passage  in  the  mail  boat  of  the  London 
and  North  Western  Railway  from  Dublin 
to  Holybeail  because  he  was  in  uuifonn  ; 
an*l  whether,  if  so,  he  will  represent  to 
the  Company  the  i  I  legality  of  the  pro- 
ceeding ? 

•Mu.  BURT  (who  replied)  said  :  The 
Board  of  Trade  commu ideated  with  the 
Railway  Company^  and  have  received  a 
reply  which  I  shall  b*'  hiippy  to  show  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member.  It  appears 
that  the  Company  did  not  refuse  to  carry 
the  man  by  the  express  boat,  but  declined 
to  carry  him  at  the  military  fare.  The 
difference  has  siuce  been  repaid  him. 

THE  ARKAN   ISLANDS. 

Mr,    SEXTON  :     I   beg  to  ask  the 

Chief   Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 

of  Ireland  what  measures  he  has  adoptetl 

to  deal  with  the  extraordinary  destitution 
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prevailtog  Rmongst  the  iDhabitants  of  the 
Arran  Iti lands  ? 

Mr,  J.  MORLEY  :  A  great  number 
questiooe  have  been  put  to  me  from 
lime  to  time  on  this  Bnbject,aud  as  great 
Qterest  is  taken  in  it  in  Ireland  and  in 
^is    country,    perhaps   the    Honse   will 
odulge  me  a  rather  long  answer.     Early 
February  last  a  meeting  was   held  in 
be  South  Island  of  Arran.     Ae  a  result 
Mernorial  was  forwarded  to  nie  by  the 
hite  parish  priest,  Rev,  F.  J.McPhilpau, 
luldressed   to    the    Congested     Diss r rifts 
Board,  praying  for  relief  works.      That 
Memorial  was  brought   before  the  Con- 
gee ted  Districts  Board,  aod  at  the  same 
time  I  took   immediate   stepH  to   inquire 
into  the  condition  of  the  people*     I  found 
from  inquiries    made    on   the    spot   tUat 
while  a  number  of  the  Kiileauy  villagers^ 
who  depend  on  hand-lino  fitjliiiig,  and  the 
people  of  Inisheer,  who  are  the  poorest  in 
""he  islands,  were,  as  in  the  best  of  years, 
11 J  off,  there  was  no  cause  to  ap pre- 
bend actual    want,  and   that   taking  the 
[jple  of  the  islands  generally  they  were 
[>mparatively  well  o#;  they  had  a  very 
iiccessful    Spring    and   Autumn   fii^hing 
season  ;  the  price  of  kelp  was  better  than 
for  some  years  past,  and  they  liad  rearetl 
a  very  large   number  of  pigs  aiid  sold 
them  at    high  priceij.      Since  that  date 
representations    of  various    kinds    have 
"  Ben    made    to    the    Irish     Government* 
_^rhe  islands  were  visited  by  a  member  of 
the  Lrocal  Government  Board,  and  snb- 
ftei|ueQtly  by  a  Local  Government  Inspec- 
tor,   who    spent    several    days    on    the 
ifllanjs*  and  made  careful   inquiries  into 
the  condition  of   the  people,   and  as   to 
the    existing    arrangements     for    relief 
ahould  sudden  necessity  arise*     The  re- 
heving  officer  has  at  hia  disposal  means 
for    providing    outdoor    relief,   and  the 
Inspector  has  instructed  him    as  to  his 
responsibilities  and    his    duties  and  his 
power   in    the  matter.       There    was    no 
,      reason  to  apprehend  **  deaths  by  starva- 
^^MioD  ^^  as  was  alleged.     Early  in  tlu}  jwe- 
^Bent     month     some     evictions    occurred 
^Hl'isiDg  out  of  ejectment  decrees  issued  in 
^HS93,  some  38  families  were  at  that  time 
converted  into  the  position  of  caretakers  ; 
^3  families  arranged  with  the  agent  hy 
laying,  it  is  said,  two  years'  rent  and 
cost  in  each  case,    12  families    were 
Fictad,  aod  in  three  cases   the  proceed- 
were  postponed  Indefinitely.      The 
spec  tor  visited  1 1  of  these  families  at 


^the 


'  the  time  on  the  North  Island,  and  satis- 
fi6<l  himself — and  he  is  a  very  competent 
officer — that  tbey  had  shelter  afforded 
tliem  hy  their  neighbours,  either  in 
oiit-houses  0tted  up  as  dwelling  houses 
or,  in  some  iustaaees,  in  the  alxjdes 
of  their  neigh Ijours,  Those  families,  on 
ibe  report  of  the  relieving  officer  that 
they  might  possibly  he  destitute,  were 
afforded  provisional  relief  pending  the 
ordinary  meeting  of  the  Board  of  Guar- 
dians^the  Gal  way  Board.  The  re- 
niainiug  nine  families  have  all  of  them 
more  or  less  the  means  of  support.  The 
cases  of  these  evicteil  tenants  subse- 
(jnently  came  l>efore  the  Gal  way  Board 
on  the  11th  op  this  month,  with  the 
result  that,  in  the  case  of  four  families, 
outdoor  relief  was  sanctioned  by  tho 
Board  for  a  month.  In  two  of  the  cases 
i  he  Guardians  did  not  consider  that  the 
applicants  were  deserving  of  outdoor 
relief.  This  morning  I  received  the  fol- 
lowing information,  which  concludes 
what  I  have  to  say.  There  are  in  the 
Arran  Islands  530  families,  consisting  of 
3,o21  persons  at  the  present  moment ;  41 
families,  comprising  89  persons,  are  re- 
ceiving outdoor  relief.  This  includes 
fooil,  lodging,  and  such  n^edical  attend- 
ance as  may  be  necessary,  and  all  those 
persons  are  receiving  provisions  in  the 
way  of  food.  There  arc,  roughly  speaking, 
40  or  oO  families,  comprising  150  people, 
in  addition  to  the  41  families  referred  to, 
who  are  living  on  credit  or  on  their 
neighbours  at  the  present  moment. 
Under  ordinary  circumstances  of  weather 
and  season  the  extreme  pressure  on  these 
unfortunate  islanders  will  be  over  in  a 
month.  Money  for  kelp  and  cattle,  as 
well  as  returns  from  hshing,  may  all  be 
expected  about  the  end  of  May,  at  w4iich 
time  also  the  principal  fair  for  the  island 
will  he  held.  The  relieving  officer  has 
received  careful  instructions  tbttt,  when- 
ever necessary,  relief  should  he  at  once 
given.  The  question  of  providing  seed 
potatoes  has  been  all  along  admitted  a 
proper  and  an  important  one.  I  brought 
the  matter  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Congested  Districts  Board,  who  found, 
however,  that  they  had  no  power  to 
either  provide  seed  potatoes  free  or  by 
way  of  loan,  their  powers  being  restricted 
to  giving  thera  for  cash  and  at  cost  price* 
It  lias  been  estimated  that  a  sum  of  £130, 
while  not,  of  course,  sufficient  to  admit 
of    a   change    of    seed    being    given    to 
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all  the  occupiers  of  small  holdings  in 
the  islands,  would  enable  a  substantial 
amount,  saj  five  or  six  cwt.,  to  be 
given  to  those  landholders  who 
just  at  present  have  a  difficulty  in 
procuring  a  supply  out  of  their  own 
resources.  It  seemed  to  me  impracticable 
to  ask  Parliament  to  make  a  special  Vote 
for  this  small  amount,  and  while  further 
considering  the  matter,  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Northamptonshire 
kindly  on  his  own  motion  started  a  sub- 
scription. He  has  already  remitted  the 
sum  of  £80  to  the  clergyman  of  the 
islands,  and,  as  the  rev.  gentleman  has 
alreaily  started  a  fund,  there  ought  to  be 
no  difficulty  in  withdrawing  from  it  a 
sum  ofy  say,  £50  to  make  up  the  £130 
required.  I  have  to  add  that,  in  order  to 
make  quite  sure,  I  directed  yesterday  an 
Inspector  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  cross  to  the  island  and 
report  to  me  to-morrow ;  and  if  it  is 
thought  desirable  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Northamptonshire,  and  the 
trustees  of  the  other  funds,  the  Inspector 
will  proceed  to  distribute  them,  as  in- 
structions will  be  given  him  so  to  do.  I 
think  there  is  really  no  ground  what- 
ever for  charging  the  Government  in 
the  discharge  of  their  duty  witli  any 
callousness  in  connection  with  the  relief 
of  these  unfortunate  people  ;  and  I  hope 
what  has  been  done  by  voluntary  effort, 
with  the  assistance  of  the  local  relieving 
officer,  will  meet  all  the  exigencies  of 
what  I  admit  to  be  a  very  painful  case. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  I  should  be  sorry  to 
charge  the  Government  with  callousness 
or  neglect,  but  I  observe  that  in  the 
sketch  of  the  situation  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  given  he  does  not 
refer  to  the  greater  probability  of  want 
this  year  owing  to  the  failure  of 
the  potato  crop  last  year,  and  I  would 
ask  him  whether  he  does  not  think  that 
in  his  estimate  of  the  means  of  sub- 
sistence he  may  not  be  too  sanguine 
owing  to  the  fact  that  the  ordinary 
supply  of  food  from  the  last  crop  may 
not  be  forthcoming  ?  I  would  further  ask 
him  whether  he  would  not  call  the 
attention  of  the  Congested  Districts 
Board  to  the  necessity  of  starting  re- 
productive works,  such  as  the  construc- 
tion of  new  roads  and  the  building  of 
boat-slips  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  do  not  think 
the  question  of  the  making  of  roads  is 
Mr,  J,  Motley 


one  in  which  the  Congested  Districts 
Board  could  very  well  interfere  at  pre- 
sent. They  would,  first  of  all,  have  to 
obtain  the  consent  of  the  Presentment 
Sessions  and  of  the  Grand  Jury.  They 
have  already  spent  a  sum  of  £370  in  im- 
proving the  water  supply  of  the  island. 
I  have  had  under  consideration  whether 
they  could  not  start  some  small  road- 
making,  and  some  other  kind  of  small 
works,  as  conditions  upon  the  receipt  of 
relief. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton, 
E.)  :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware 
that  representations  have  reached  me, 
and  I  think  communicated  to  himself, 
that  the  supply  of  seed  potatoes  is  in- 
sufficient .^ 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Our  information 
is  that  £130  would  meet  the  necessities 
of  the  case ;  and  as  my  hon.  Friend  has 
very  handsomely  authorised  an  expendi- 
ture of  £80,  I  hope  the  other  fund  will 
produce  the  £50  required  to  meet  the 
wants  of  the  situation. 

THE  DRUMSHANBO  STATIONMASTBR. 
Mr.  TULLY  (Leitrim,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  case  of  Mr.  P.  Melvin,  the  station- 
master  at  Drumshanbo,  on  the  Cavan  and 
Leitrim  Light  Railway,  who  is  about 
being  dismissed  by  the  Directors  because 
on  Good  Friday  he  attended  a  meeting 
of  the  Company's  employes  in  Ballina- 
more  and  joined  a  branch  of  the  Amal- 
gamated Society  of  Railway  Servants  ; 
and  whether,  as  this  railway  is  subsidised 
by  an  annual  grant  from  the  Treasury, 
he  will  represent  to  the  Directors  the  ad- 
visability of  granting  to  their  employes 
the  same  freedom  of  legitimate  combina- 
tion as  is  accorded  by  the  other  Railway 
Companies  in  the  country  ? 

Mr.  p.  a.  M*HUGH  (Leitrim,  N.)  : 
At  the  same  time,  will  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman say  whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr. 
W.  H.  M*Adoo,  Manager  of  the  Cavan, 
Leitrim,  and  Roscommon  Light  Railway^ 
dismissed  Mr.  Patrick  Melvin  from  the 
post  of  stationmaster  at  Drumshanbo  in 
consequence  of  the  latter  having  joined 
a  branch  of  the  Amalgamated  Society  of 
Railway  Workers  recently  established  at 
Ballinamore,  County  Leitrim  ;  and  whe- 
ther, as  this  railway  line  is  subsidised  by 
the  State,  he  will  order  an  inquiry  into 
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tlie    clrcuinstaticee    conueeted    witli 
Jisttii glial  of  Mflvin  ? 

♦Mft,  BURT  (who  replied)  «aid  :  1  will 
reply    tu  the  t|ue8t'M>rjs  of  die  boiu  Mem- 
bers   for    North   ami    South    Leiirim  ro- 
Lgetber»       The    Board     of    Tmde    havc^ 
[Teceived  a  eonimuMicatioii  from  the  Com- 
pany in  which  they  demy  tliat  the  stution- 
I  master  at  Dniiiitihauho  was  di^^niissed  he- 
Itftuee  he  joined  a  bratj(di  of  tjje  Ainal^n- 
Ifuated  Society  of  Railway  Workers'.  The 
[Company   add   that  niue-teiith?i  of  their 
lien  have  joincHl  the  Sixdety,  and  that  no 
tiifferenee   \^   made   in  their  treatment  by 
the  Company.     It   is   hardly   eorreet    to 
say   that    the  line    is   snhsiidised   hy   the 
tBtate«     The    Treasnry    eon  tri  but  ion     i^ 
fmade  to   the  Baronies   not   to  tlie  Cora- 
putiy.      The    Buard  of    Trade    have    no 
power    to    order   an     inquiry     into    the 
matter. 


[26  AritiL  181)4} 
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ATAL  ACCTDEXTS  TO  rLATELAVERS. 
Mk.  CHANNING  :  I  be-jr  to  ask  the 
PresidetH  t»f  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
lii^  attention  has  been  ealled  to  the  reeent 
"atal  aecideiits  to  platelayers  near  Water- 
loo Station  on  the  South  Western  Rail- 
way, at  Cldhri*  Hill  Station  on  the 
iMidland  Rail  way,  at  IJamnierton  Sireet 
J  (1  n  e  t  io  u  o n  the  G  rea  t  N  o  r  t  h  e  rn  Ra  i  I  w  ay , 
ILud  elsewhere,  and  to  reeenf  fatal 
nccidents  to  goods  guards,  inspectors, 
and  others  in  crossing  the  lines  of  rail- 
ways ;  aud  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
requeucy  of  fsueh  fatal  accidents,  he  will 
ireet  represientations  to  l*e  made  to  the 
ail  way  Companies  as  to  further  anujud- 
ment  of  their  Rules  for  the  protect  ion  of 
platelayers  and  others  ohHged  hy  tbeir 
duties  to  be  upon  or  to  cross  the  lines, 
^nd  as  to  the  better  enforcing  of  existing 
Rules? 

•Mr.  BURT  (who  replied)  said :  Yee, 
in      The    Prc^iident   of    the   Board   of 
ratie  Las*  seen  the  reports  of  the  specific 
ses  referretl  to.     He  feels  considerable 
Lffieulty  in  putting  pressure  on  the  Rail- 
Way  Companies  to  revise  the  Rules  which 
ntrol  the  duties  of  their  servautH.  Such 
course  may  involve  the  Board  of  Trade 
'in  a  very  undesirable  measure  of  respon* 
tibility  in  regard  to  railway  maimgenicnt. 
""he  atteution  of  the  Railway  Association 
iJl,  however,  be  directed  to  the  terms  of 
V  hon,  Friend'a  qyestion, 
,    Mk.    CHANNING:   I«  the  hon. 
.Gentleman  aware  that  the  Boartl  of  Trade 
bttve  made  representations  to  the   Rail- 


way Association  on  other  matters  witb 
vi/ry  good  effect?  Con  Id  not  similar  repre- 
sentations be  made  in  the  interests  of  the 
phi  tela  vers  ? 

Mk/bURT:  l'erba|is  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  put  the  t|nestion  to  mv  rrghi 
lioii.  Friend  when  he  returns  to  the 
House. 


PRIVATE  BILL  RK PORTS. 
Mu.CARVELL  WILLIAMS  (Notts, 
Mansfield)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  whether, 
with  a  view  to  materially  shorten ijig  the 
Reports  on  Bills  committed  to  the  Select 
Committee  on  Police  and  Sanitary  Hegn- 
latioiis,  the  column  headeil  ^*  Short 
Description  of  Clause  "  may  not  without 
disinlvarjtage  l)e  omitted  ? 

♦Mii.  SHAWLEFEYRE  :  I  have 
consulted  those  cognisant  ol  this  subject^ 
ami  have  come  to  the  conrlnsion  tiiat  the 
short  description  of  clauses  in  the  Reports 
on  the  Bills  referred  to  con  Id  not  ho 
omitted  without  some  inconvenience  to 
Members  who  may  have  to  refer  to  them, 

Bl^RlAL  BOARDS  AND  THE  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  ACT. 

Mk.  CARVELL  WILLIAMS:  1 
beg  to  ask  the  Presiih^nt  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  if  bo  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  the  statement 
lately  prepared  by  the  Board,  showing 
the  etfect  of  **  Tlie  Local  Government 
Act,  18tJ4,**as  regards  Burial  Boartb  ? 

Mk.  SHAW-LEFEVRE:  I  will  con- 
fer with  my  hon.  Friend  as  to  the  best 
mode  of  proceeding  for  securing  the  ob- 
ject he  has  in  view. 

BETTISFIELD  RAILWAY  COLLISION. 
Mr.  pro V and  (Glasgow,  Black- 
friars)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presiilent  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether  his  attention 
liat*  been  drawn  to  the  Report  of  Major 
Yorke  on  the  collision  which  occurred 
on  theothof  March  at  Bettisfield  Station 
an  the  Cambrian  Railway,  in  which  he 
draws  attention  to  the  booked  hours  of 
two  drivers — namely,  Driver  Williams, 
who  I>ooked  on  at  8.30  a.m,,  on  the  5th 
of  March,  to  work  till  8,45  pjn,,  and 
Driver  GrifRths,  who  hooked  on  at  9.30 
a»m.  to  9.10  p.m.,  their  hours  of  duty  12 
hom^s  L5  minutes  and  11  hours  50  minutes 
respectively,  and  expresses  his  opinion 
that  these  hours  are  too  long  for  any 
driver  ;  aud   if    he  intends   to  take  any 
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steps  to  make  the  Cambrian  Railway 
Company  shorten  the  hours  worked  i>y 
their  drivers,  hi  terms  of  '''The  Hours  of 
Liihoiir  (Railway  Servants)  Aer,  1893  '*> 

Mk,  BURT  (ivho  replie*])  said  :  Ye^y 
8ir  ;  the  Board  of  Trade  have  already 
eommiiiiicated  with  the  Railway  Com- 
pany hi  tljG  terms  of  the  Aet  referred  to. 

POLICE  AT  EVTCTrON8  IN  IRELAND. 
Mr.  KNOX  r  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  the  poliee,  when  their  assistance 
is  a^ked  in  eases  of  evietioii  in  Ireland, 
keep  any  record  of  the  snms  f>aid  or  de- 
manded for  costs,  and  the  nature  of  the 
costs  alleged  to  have  been  incurre<l  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Bridget 
M'Govern,  a  widow,  tenant  of  a  small 
moniitain  holding  in  the  townlami  ot 
Tnllyeroftou,  County  Cavan,  has  paid  to 
the  agent,  Mr.  R,  IL  Johosto^ie,  of  Bawn- 
boy,  within  the  past  two  years  ami  u 
quarter,  fotir  years'  rent,  together  with 
sums  demanded  for  eosts  amounting  to 
nearly  three  years'  rent ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  no  account  of  the  costs  alleged 
to  have  heeti  ineorred,  and  no  receipt  for 
the  Hums  paid  as  costs,  was  given  to  her; 
whether  the  costs  claimed  inelndetl  the 
costs  of  a  summons  to  Petty  Sessions  to 
obtaiu  possession  in  1892,  though  no 
«uch  summons  was  served  on  the  tenant,, 
and  wiio  were  the  Magistrates  who  made 
the  order  for  possession  ;  and  wliether 
there  is  any  record  from  whieli  he  icau 
say,  approximately,  in  how  many  cases 
Mr.  •Tolmstoiie  has  ordered,  as  lamllord 
or  agent,  legal  proceetiings  against 
tenants  in  the  County  Cavan  within  the 
past  two  years  ? 

Mil.  J.  MORLEY  :  In  cases  of  evic- 
tions the  police,  when  practicable,  ascer- 
tain and  note  the  amount  but  not  the 
nature  of  the  costs  alleged  to  have 
been  incurred.  The  police  report  that 
the  facts  are  correctly  stated  in  the 
second  and  third  paragraphs.  It  appears 
that  the  rent  is  only  paid  up  to  the  lat 
of  May,  l«8H,  and  that  from  May,  1SB2, 
to  March,  1892,  only  three  and  a-half 
years'  rent  w*as  paid*  I  am  informed 
that  the  costs  claimed  did  not  include  the 
costs  of  a  summons  to  Petty  Sessiona  ; 
and  that  the  tenant  was  not  summoned  or 
decreed  for  possession  of  the  farm  at 
Petty  Sessions  in  1892.  Thert  is  no 
record  from  which  the  information  indi- 

/f/r.  Pravand 


cated  in  the  concluding  paragraph  could 
be  supplied. 

MOONLIGHTING  OUTRAOES  IN 
IRELAND. 

Mb.  DANE  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land for  the  total  number  of  moonlighting 
outrages  in  Ireland  between  the  22nd  of 
August,  1892,  and  the  3l8t  of  March, 
1894,  disliuguishing  between  agrarian  and 
non-agrarian  cases  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  total  number 
of  such  outrages  in  the  period  mentioned 
was  129,  of  which  55  were  agrarian  and 
74  non-agrarian  eases. 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY, 
Mr.  DANE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land for  the  actual  strength  of  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary  on  the  22Dd  of 
August,  1892,  and  at  the  preseut  date  ? 

Mu.  J,  MORLEY  :  Exclusive  of 
officers  iind  head  constables,  in  whose 
numWrs  there  is  practically  no  variation, 
the  actual  strength  of  the  Constabulary 
on  the  22nd  of  August,  1892,wa8  11,764, 
and  on  the  31sl  of  March,  1894,  11,652 
men.  The  strength  of  the  Force  on  this 
date  could  not  he  given  wnth  accnracy  at 
such  short  notice. 

ENFIELD  SMALL  ARMS  FACTORY. 
Mk.  KEIR-HARDIE  :  I  beg  to  ask 

the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
the  authorities  at  Enfield  Small  Arms 
Factory  have  informed  several  of  the 
workmen  that  if  they  take  part  in  any 
public  meeting  respecting  factory  affairs 
they  will  be  dismissed  ;  and  whether  this 
prohibition  applies  to  all  matters  apper- 
taining to  the  working  of  the  factory ; 
and,  if  not,  what  subjects  are  exempted 
from  its  application  ? 

Mr.  CAMFBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Certain  workmen  have  been  cuutioned 
that  participation  in  public  meetings  for 
the  discussion  of  the  policy  of  the  De- 
partment in  the  manage  meet  of  its  fac- 
tories ia  inconsistent  with  all  discipline, 
and  with  the  proper  working  of  the 
establish ment.  They  have  been  warned 
that  it  constitutes  a  virtual  breach  of  the 
Rule  against  making  complaiuts  through 
any  hut  the  proper  channel,  infringement 
of  which  Rule  leads  to  dismissal.  Every 
workman  lias  full  right  of  appeal  to  hit 
superiutendeut  in  the  case  of  a   personal 
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tQ%'aDce,  but  it  would  be  impossible  to 
low  workmen   to  take   part  witb  out- 
iders  in  publicly  discussing  and  remou- 
ting  against  the   general   conduct  of 
le  business  of  the  Department. 

Mr.  KEIR-HAHDIE:  Are  not  the 
men  referred  to  citizens  entitled  to 
?ote,  and,  as  such,  are  they  not  at 
ty    to   discuss   questions    of    public 

Mk.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

inly,  as  eitiKens,  they  are  entitled 
cusB  questions  of  public  policy  ; 
it  IB  obviously  impossible  to  allow 
workmen  in  the  factory  to  discuss  ques- 
iona  concerning  the  business  of  the  fae- 
ry. For  instance,  take  the  particular 
case  of  a  meeting  held  lately  to  discuss, 
on  ex  parte  evidence  entirely,  the  alloca- 
tion of  work  to  the  Department.  This 
brings  the  workmen  into  a  position  of 
antagonism  with  those  who  control  the 
Department,  which  would  cause  great  in- 
convenience, 

Mr.  KEIR-HARDIE  :  Does  the  pro- 
hibition   apply    to    the    meetings    held 
^Iter  the  men  have  performed  their  day's 
k^ork? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

1  suppose  they  couid  not  very  well 
attend  a  meeting  wiiile  their  work  was 
going  on« 

TRACERS     IN     THE     ACCOUNTANT 

GENERAL^S    OFFICE. 
Mb.  KEIR-HARDIE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
e  Postmaster  General  whether  he  has 
^ceived  a   Memorial,  signed   by  a  large 
number  of  second-class  tracers  attached 
to  the  Receiver  and  Acconntant  Generars 
Office,  io  which  a  number  of  grievances 
-nd    hardships    were     recited,     with    a 
■yer  for  their    redress  ;    and  whether 
the   prayer    of    the    Petition   has    been 
granted,  or  what  action  do^s  be  propose 
"^  take  ia  connection  therewith  ? 

Mr.  a,    MORLEY  :    Yes ;    I    have 
received    several    Memorials    from    the 
Tracing  Staff  of  the  Receiver  and  Ac- 
oantant  General's  Branch  of  ray  De part- 
lit,    which    have    all    been    answered 
rJth    the    exception    of    the    last    one, 
fhich  was  only  received  last  month,  and 
that  an   official  reply  will   be  sent  to 
tie    Memorialists     through     the    usual 
banQel,  with  no  unnecessary  delay. 
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YE6TRY  MEETINGS* 
Mr.  THORNTON  :  On  behalf  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Widiies  Division  of 
Lancashire,  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
it  fulfils  the  requirements  of  the  Local 
Government  Art  of  1894  to  pass  a  reso^ 
lutiorj  at  the  annual  Vestry  meetings  for 
township  business,  of  which  meetings  14 
days'  notice  has  not  been  given,  for  the 
division  of  the  pariah  into  wards  ? 

Mft.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  Having 
regard  to  the  provisions  in  Sections  18 
(1)  and  84  (3)  of  the  Local  Government 
Act,  it  appears  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  that  a  resolution  passed  by  the 
inhabitants  of  the  parish  in  Vestry 
assembled,  after  the  usual  notice  for  a 
Vestry  meeting,  is  sufficient,  and  that  14 
days'  notice  of  the  meeting  ia  not,  there- 
fore, required. 

BOYCOTTING  AT  KELLS. 
Mr.  T.  VV.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S)  : 
On  behalf  of  the  bon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Dublin  LTniveraity,  I  beg  to  ask 
tlie  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  several  meetings 
reported  to  have  been  recently  held  for 
the  purpose  of  effectually  boycotting  a 
gentleman  at  Kells  for  having  taken  a 
vacant  fann  ;  whether  he  m  aware  that 
al  such  meetings  resolutions  have  been 
passed  deuouncing  this  gentleman,  and 
calliiig  up  the  people  in  the  ueighbour- 
hood  to  boycott  him  ;  whether  the  trade 
and  business  of  this  gentleman  have 
suffered  ;  and  whether  it  is  intended  to 
take  any  steps  to  put  an  end  to  such  boy- 
cotting ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  On  the  2nd  instant 
I  replied  very  fully  to  a  question  addressed 
to  me  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
which  is  practically  identical  with  the 
further  qnestion  now  put,  I  have  nothing 
to  add  to  that  reply,  except  to  say  that, 
so  far  as  the  Inspector  General  is  aware, 
there  has  been  no  change  iti  the  positioa 
of  Bradley,  and  that,  as  I  stated  in  my 
reply  of  the  2iid  instant,  the  police,  by 
my  special  directions,  are  using  the 
greatest  possible  vigilance  to  prevent  any 
acta  of  intimidation  in  the  case. 

THE   CORK   MURDER. 
Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  On  behalf  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  Uoiveraity, 
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I  lieg  to  ask  the  CWef  Secretary  to  tlie 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  IrclaaJ,  with  refereDce 

ti)  the  niunler  of  Donovan,  I  be  caretaker 

ofuu  evicted  farm  at  Newmarket,  County 

Cork,  whether,  at  the  date  of  the  mnrder, 

Donovan  was   unileT   any   special  police 

j>rotei!tion  ;   wlietlier   he    had    been   pre- 

^Yionsly,  «nd  if  ?o,  np  to  what  date,  niider 

^►cc.ial   police   protection  ;    and    whether 

any  i^peclal  police  protection   previonely 

siffbrded   had  been  withdrawn  from   bim, 

and,  if  80,  upon  what  grounds  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOHLEY  :  The  In&peetor 
Geneml  informs  me  that  Donovan  waa 
speeially  protected  hy  police  patrols,  and 
that  he  had  been  under  this  form  of  pro- 
tei-tloii  down  to  the  date  of  his  murder* 
The  reply  to  the  third  paragraph  is  in 
tlie  negative. 

Mr.  DANE  :  Will  any  provit^ion  be 
made  for  the  two  infant  orphans  of 
Donovan  ? 

Mil  J.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot  answer 
that  qu  eft  ion  until  1  have  received  a  full 
Keport. 

SUPERANNUATION   OF   ELEMENTARY 
TEACH  E  Hi?. 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committeeof  Council  on  Education  when 
be  will  lay  before  the  House  the  Report 
of  the  Departmental  Conrmittee  on  the 
rtuperann nation  of  eiementary  teaehers  ; 
and  vvheu  tlie  decision  of  the  Government 
tbereupon  may  he  expected  ? 

Mr.  AC  land  :  The  actuaries  upon 
the  Dei mrt mental  Committee  have  l>een 
eugaged  for  some  time  in  preparing  new 
tables.  These  tables,  as  the  hon.  Baronet 
is  aware,  are  of  a  y^ry  complicated 
chami-fer.  As  soon  as  they  are  complete 
the  C'ommittee  will  resume  its  sittings, 
and  I  hope  they  will  be  able  to  report 
within  the  next  few  mouths, 

NAVAL  COURTi^l  MARTIAL. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  :  I  beg  to 
aek  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whe- 
ther it  is  intended  to  remove  the  dii^- 
abilities  of  officers  of  the  Roy  a!  Marines 
in  respect  of  their  exclusion  from  Naval 
Courts  Martial  ;  and  whether  an  under- 
taking to  remove  these  disabilities  was 
recently  given  by  the  Admiralty  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttlkworth, 
Lancashire,  Clitberoo)  :  The  qiiestion 
whether  Marine  officers  should  he  mem- 

Mr.  T.  W,  Ruisdl 


hers  of  Naval  Courts  Martial  has  recently 
been  broufrht  under  our  notice  by  oth^v 
hon.  Members,  and  Lord  Speticer  ha^ 
called  for  Papers  and  inf<irniatiou  on  the 
whole  subject,  which  he  will  shortly 
examine  ;  meanwhile,  no  answer  can  he 
given.  The  Board  of  Adnurally  has 
never  pasj^ed  any  Miimie  in  favour  of  an 
alteration  ;  nor  could  such  a  change  be 
made  except  hy  passinjr  a  Bill  to  amend 
the  Naval  Discipline  Act. 

EXPENDITURE  0^f  BAKKACKS. 
Mr.  BRODRICK  (Surrey.  Gnihlford): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  Stittt?  for 
War  what  amount  of  the  £4,500,000 
voted  under  the  Barracks  Act  remained 
unexpended  on  the  ^Isf.  of  March,  1894  ; 
and  what  is  the  estimated  expenditure 
under  the  Act  in  the  present  financial 
year  ? 

♦Mr.  CAMPBELL.BA^'^ERMA^"  : 
The  amount  taken  under  the  Barrack 
Act  of  18W  was  £4,100,000.  Of  tbie, 
£2,364,000  remained  unexpended  ou 
March  31,  1894.  The  expenditure 
during  the  current  ftmincial  year  is  eati- 
matetl  at  £700,000. 

THE  LADIES'  GALLERY\ 
Mu.  W.M^LAKEX(Chesliire, Crewe): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  «if 
Works  whether,  in  view  of  the  many  re- 
presentations that  have  been  miule  to  him 
in  reference  to  the  grating  in  front  of  the 
Ladies'  Gallery,  he  can  see  his  way  to 
order  its  removal  ? 

•Mr.  1L  GLADSTONK:  This  is  a 
snbject  which  has  frequently  been  brought 
to  the  notice  of  the  House,  I  have  had 
so  many  pressing  appeals  from  hon. 
Membeis,  as  well  as  from  occupants  of 
the  Gallery  in  question,  that  I  propose, 
subject  to  the  general  approval  of  the 
House,  and  by  way  of  experiment,  to 
remove  the  central  section  of  the  grating  ; 
that  IB  to  say,  one- third  of  the  whole, 

Li>Rii  R.  CHURCHILL  (Padding- 
ton,  8.)  :  Is  the  hon.  Gcnlleman  aware 
that  in  former  days  many  Divisions  took 
place  in  the  House  on  this  very  subject, 
and  has  he  considered  whether  it  would 
he  in  accordance  with  precedent  ibat  the 
grating  should  he  removed  without  takiug 
the  opinion  of  the  House  ? 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE:  Will  the 
hon.  Gentleman  refer  this  question  to  the 
Committee  which  is  about  to  be  appointed 
hefore  coming  to  any  decision  ? 
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^  Mr,  TOMLINSON  :  la  the  ri^lxt.  boD. 
Jeotlemau  awnre  that  there  are  very 
many  ladies  who  prefer  the  j^rating  to 
reiiiaiu  ? 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON   (Belfast,  S.)  : 

May    I    ask    how    will    the    right    hoiu 

(ientleniau  decide  as  to  the  ladies  who 

are  to  occupy  the  central  |ioHition  ? 

—  ^♦Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  :  Hon.  Mcm- 

^B>ers  will  observe  that  in  my  ant^wcr  1 

^Bnid  that  this  preposnl  was  suhjeet  to  the 

^heneral  approval  of  the  IToii^e.     I  hav^e 

had    an    immense    iiumher    of    pressiii*^ 

appeals  ;  biit,  of  coiiiHC,  if  there  is  atiy- 

thing  like  disagreement  ou   the   suliject, 

it    must    be    referred    to   the  judgment 

of     the     House,       I      will      undertake, 

however,    that    notbiog   shall     be    done 

iiDtit  the  Hoitse  baa  fully  considered  the 

matter. 

Sm   D.   MACFARLANE  :  Are    we 
to  uuderstaod  that  the  rpiestion   will  be 
referred    to  tlie  Committi^e    before    the 
^■jieci^ion  is  taken  ? 

^    Mr.  BARTLEY  :  Will  the  Leader  of 
the  House  graut  us  a  day  to  diaciisB   it  ? 

I»Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  :  It  is  aqnos- 
ftioD  ou  which  hou.  Memtiers  are  able  to 
jnake  up  their  minds,  and  1  do  not  think 
U  is  'one  wliich  could  be  advanced  by 
examinatiou  before  a  Committee. 
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THE  BEBRING  SEA  AWARD  ACT. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  I  beg  to 

k^the  Attorney  General  whether  any, 

^ind  if  so  what,  steps  have  been  taken  to 

notify  the  sealing  vessels  that  are   now 

at  sea  with  lawful  clcaranceB  to  seal  in 

the  North  Pacific  Ocean,  that  the  neces- 

ry  legislative  aanetion  hat*  now   been 

obtained   for  a  close  season   in  Behring 

to  commence  on  ibe  1st  of  May  next; 

whether  arrests  are  to  be  permitted 

vessels    which    have    not    been    so 

iOtified  ? 

•Sir  E.  GREV  :  The  provisions  of  the 

ward  of  the    Tribunal    of   Arbitration 

■which  this  country  and  the  United  States 

ere  bound  to  carry  out  were  matters  of 

»miiion  knowledge  in  Augnst  last,  but 

fvery  posaible  means  will  be  taken  to  give 

Aealerii   now  at  sea   specific  warning 

itbe  Regulations  will  be  enforced,  and 

;wa  of  Her   Majesty's  ships  have  been 

Rt  to  the  sealing  grounds  for  that  pur- 

le.     Any    British    or    United    States 

68861  cootravening  the  provisions  of  the 

'  ihriug  Sea  Award  Act,  1894,  will  be 
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liable  to  be  arrested  and  sent  to  a  British 
Court  for  triab 

Mr.  (;IBS0N  BOWLES  :  1  should 
like  to  ask  the  hon.  Baronet  what  provi- 
sion, if  any,  will  be  made  for  the  case  of 
those  sealers  who  infringe  the  Act  with- 
out having  had  any  knowledge  of  oi^ 
warning  concerning  it  ?  ^ 

*SiR  E,  GREY  said,  he  thought  suc^ 
cases  were  scarcely  Hkely  to  occur.  It  was 
well  known  such  au  Act  was  to  be  passed, 
and  that  st  was  the  intention  of  both  Go- 
vernments to  enforce  the  Awanl,  the  terms 
of  which  were  made  public,  arul,  there- 
fore, it  was  hardly  possible  any  sealers 
could  have  started  in  ignorance  of  the 
provisions  of  them, 

Mr. GIBSON  BOWLES:  Then  what 
is  the  use  of  sending  men  of- war  in  search 
of  the  sealers  to  inform  them  ? 

•Sir  E.  GREY  :  It  is  tilwai  s  desirable 
that  in  these  matters  the  Government 
should  take  every  precaution  in  ita 
power  to  preveut  auj  possible  raisuuder- 
standing,  however  slight  the  chance  of 
it  may  be. 
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THE  PROPEHTV  TAX. 

CoLoxEL  HOWARD  VINCENT:  1 
to  ask  Ibe  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
cheiiuer  if  the  deduction  of  one-sixth  he 
is  understood  to  propose  to  allow  in 
assessments  of  houses  to  the  Ln'ome  Tax 
or  Property  Tax,  under  Schedule  (A), 
will  in  cases  w^here  the  bouses  are  let  at 
a  rent  which  inclndes  rates  (which  rates 
the  landlord  therefore  pays)  be  in  addi- 
tion to  the  present  dednction  allowed  in 
making  the  assessment  in  respect  of  such 
rates  ;  and  if  the  proposed  allowance  of 
one-sixth  will  in  the  cases  mentioned  be 
on  the  gross  rental  or  on  the  rental  after 
deducting  rates  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  HARcoruT, 
Derby)  :  Where  the  landlord  pays  the 
rates  this  fact  is  taken  into  consideration 
in  the  Income  Tax  assessment,  which,  in 
such  cases,  is  based  on  t!ie  rent,  after 
making  allowance  for  the  rates.  The 
reduction  of  one-six tli  will  be  wpou  the 
Income  Tax  assessment. 

VISITS  OF  FOREIGN  OFFICERS  TO 
ENGLISH  DOCKYAEDt*, 

Mr.  BOLLNOIS  (Marylebone,  E.)  t 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
cheqner,  with  reference  to  the  fact  that 
two  Members  of  tiie  French  Chamber  of 
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Deputies  and  of  the  Committee  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  condition  of  the 
French  Navy,  attended  by  a  French 
Naval  Attach^,  and  accompanied  on  the 
part  of  the  Admiralty  by  the  Assistant 
Director  of  Torpedoes  and  the  Inspector 
of  Dockyard  Accounts,  visited  Ports- 
mouth Dockyard  on  the  20th  instant, 
and,  under  the  superintendence  of  Rear 
Admiral  Fane,  inspected  the  vessels 
under  construction  and  went  over  the 
torpedo  and  Naval  supply  stores  ;  and 
whether  equal  facilities  of  inspecting 
vessels  and  torpedoes  are  afforded  alike 
by  France  and  other  Foreign  Powers  to 
representatives  of  this  country  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
My  right  hon.  Friend  has  requested  me 
to  answer  this  question.  In  compliance 
with  a  request  from  the  French  Govern- 
ment, conveyed  through  the  French 
Ambassador,  two  Members  of  the  French 
Chamber  of  Deputies  being  Members  of 
a  Naval  Parliamentary  Committee  of 
Inquiry,  were  conducted  over  the  dock- 
yard and  stores  at  Portsmouth  as  stated 
in  the  question.  Similar  facilities  are 
afforded  alike  by  France  and  other 
Powers  to  representatives  of  this 
country,  and  every  courtesy  is  invariably 
extended  to  our  Naval  Attaches,  and  any 
special  representatives  visiting  foreign 
dockyards. 

THE  BUDGET  PROPOSALS. 

Mr.  COLSTON  (Gloucester,  Thorn- 
bury)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  the  10  per  cent, 
proposed  to  be  deducted  from  the  rental 
of  land  for  purposes  of  Income  Tax 
assessment  will  be  equally  applicable  to 
tithe  rent-charge  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  Where 
tithe  rent-charge  is  included  in 
assessment  of  the  land,  the  owner  of 
land  will  have  the  benefit  of  the  10 
cent,  reduction  on  the  whole  assessment, 
including  the  tithe  rent-charge.  The 
owner  of  the  tithe  rent-charge  in  that 
case,  as  well  as  in  the  case  where  he  is 
directly  assessed,  will  remain  in  the  same 
position  as  he  is  in  at  present. 

Mr.  BRODRICK:  Will  he  receive 
any  relief  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  Certainly 
not  ;  he  is  not  entitled  to  it. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :    I  beg  to  ask' tjie 
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of  property  on  which  probate  has  been 
granted,  and  the  annual  value  of  real 
estate  returned  for  Succession  Duty  in 
the  last  five  years  ;  and  what  is  the  esti- 
mated capital  value  of  real  estate  to  be 
charged  with  Estate  Duty  annually  for 
the  future  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  hon. 
Member  will  find  the  figures  he  asks  for 
at  page  22  of  the  Appendix  to  the  36th 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  of  Inland 
Revenue. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  Does  that  refer  to 
the  question  in  the  last  paragraph  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  No ;  I  cannot 
answer  that  paragraph. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  Is  the  House  to 
accept  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s  esti- 
mate as  not  being  based  on  any  capital 
figure  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  It  is  based  on 
a  capital  figure,  and  I  have  given  it. 

Mr.  BRODRICK:  I  am  sorry  to 
trouble  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but 
unless  the  figure  on  which  the  estimate  is 
made  is  guess  work,  is  the  House  to 
understand  that  the  figures  are  not  readily 
accessible.  Are  we  to  have  no  means  of 
estimating  the  amount  paid  by  agricul- 
tural land  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  hon. 
Member  must  form  his  own  conclusion 
from  the  particulars  I  have  indicated. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  what 
sum  the  interest  at  3  per  cent,  on  Estate 
Duty,  charged  on  real  estate,  is  estimated 
to  amount  annually,  supposing  that  on 
all  agricultural  properties  the  payments 
are  spread  over  eight  years  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  This  is  a 
question  founded  on  an  hypothesis  ou 
which  the  hon.  Member  is  just  as  capable 
of  forming  an  estimate  as  I  am.  The 
interest  is  so  collected  as  to  be  equivalent 
on  the  whole  to  the  principal  sum  which 
is  originallv  charged. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  settled  property 
which  has  paid  Probate  Duty  before  the 
pasriing  of  the  Budget  Bill  1894  will 
not  be  charged  with  Estate  Duty  under 
that  Bill  till  the  settlement  expires,  he  will 
state  whether  real  estate  which  has 
already  paid  Succession  Duty  under  the 


Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  h^  same   conditions    will    be  relieved  from 


jvEstate  Duty  for  the  same  period 


^4o3  r/<c  Order 

^^&E    W.    HAIiCOURT:     The   two 

^^^H^  are  not  panilleL     Prolmte  Duty  is 

^R^hhIo  respect  of  tbe  capitiil  value  of  tbe 

estate  ;  but  Suct'ession  Duly  U  only  paiii 

00  the  life  interest  of  the  tsuceeiisor,  au*l 

no  allowance  can  be  in  ail  e  iu   res*  pee  t  of 

it  wheu  the  succes^sor  dies*,  auil  tbe  Iu- 

terest  in  respeet  of  wliieb  the  duty  was 

paid  18  therefore  wholly  exhimsleiL 

Mr*  BRODRICK  T  Are  we,  then,  to 

^^■Bnderstaud  that  althoii;^h  i)oth  cla^^etf  of 

^Bfropertj  have  paid  duty  hitlierto,  relief 

^Hi  to  be  uow  giveu  to  t^etdetl  pemoualty 

^Blud  not  to  settled  laud  'f 

Sir  W,  HARCOURT  :  It  has  uothiug 
at  all  to  do  with  tbe  ditferent  eharacter 
of  the  property  ;  it  is  the  ^ptestion  of  the 
.difference  in  the  permauenee  of  it. 
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PRISON  OFFl HERS*    PENSIONS, 

Mr,  MILDMAY  (Devon,  Totnes)  :  1 

t)eg  to    ask    the   Se^'retary    of   State  for 

the     Home     Department     whether,      id 

ccordatiee  with  their  Petition,  he  will 

consider  the   possibility  of  as^innlating 

tie     condition!*      under      wdiich     prison 

Seers  retire  from  tbe  Public  Service  to 

bose  prevalent  in  the  Poliee  Force  ? 

Mr.  GEORGE  RU8SELL  (who 
replied)  sai<l  :  The  case  of  warders  can- 
not properly  be  compared  wltii  that  of 
the  police,  whose   health    is  afteeted  by 

Ieonstant  exposure  to  the  weather,  and 
iepeciaily  by  night  duty  in  the  open  air. 
Id  1891  the  Prison  Warders  Connnittee, 
Ifter  inquiry  ioto  the  claim  of  the 
Irarders  for  a  higher  scale  of  pension, 
deeltDeil  to  reeommeud  nny  inerease,  and 
10  view   of  this   decision  1  am   unable  to 

propose  to    Parliament  the  alteration  in 

^Hhe    law    which    wouki    lie    necessary  to 
^^fcnable  the   Treasury  to  make  any  altera- 
tion   in    the    present    scale  of   ordinary 
,  pensioDS. 

THE  REGISTRATION  BILL. 
Sir  H.  JAMES  (Bury,  Lancashire)  i 
beg  to    ask  tbe  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
ord  Lieutenant  of   Ireland  whether  the 
rovernment    is    in  posseesion   of  any  in- 
formation   which    enables     him  to  state 
to    estimate  the  number  of  electors 
^ho,  being  en  titled  to  exercise  tbe  franchise 
ated    l»y   2   WilL  4,   c.    45,  s.  27,  and 
il&o  to  vote  under  30  &  31   Vic.  c,  102, 
under    48   &    49    Vie.  c.  3,   will   be 
ffected  in  respect  of  their  right  to  vote 
pv  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  introduced 
by  him  on  the  13th  instant  r 


MO  RLE  Y  ;  I  am  advised  that 
that  portion  of  s.  27  of  2  &  3  Will.  4, 
c.  4r>,  which  conferred  the  right  to  vote, 
was  repealed  by  the  Act  of  1884  (48  & 
49  Vic.  c.  3),  "-"^1  ^v*i^  ^^^  re-enacted  by 
that  Act.  But  that  Act  by  s.  5  con- 
ferred aright  to  vote  on  the  occupier  of 
a  £10  tenement  or  land.  There  is  no 
possibility  of  estiiiMiting  the  number  of 
t'lO  occuiMcrH  who  will  be  affected  by 
Clause  I  of  the  Registration  Bill.  It 
will  probably  be  \^Yy  small,  as  the  larger 
nil ndter  of  voters  eome  on  the  Register 
a.s  inhalntant  «x*cnpiert;s.  This  will  be 
observed  from  a  reference  to  the  Parlia- 
nieutary  Eleetorn  Return  for  England  and 
Wales  recently  issued,  which  shows  that 
while  the  total  inimher  of  electors  w^ae 
4,846,000,  of  these  the  lodgers  nnmViere^l 
143,000  only. 

THE  ORDER  OF  BUSINESS. 
Mr.  A,  J.   BALFOUR   (Manchester, 
E.)  :  Has  the  Leader  of  the  House  any 
statement  to  make  relative  to  the  course 
of  business  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  ;  J  hope  the 
Motion  for  the  introduction  of  the  Welsh 
Disestablisliment  Bill  may  be  allowed  to 
go  through  to-night.  ['*  No,  no  ! "] 
Well,  if  it  is  not,  it  must  he  taken  again 
on  Monday  ;  and  I  shotild  propose  on 
Friday  to  dispose  of  the  question  of  the 
Scotch  Committee,  as  I  hope  that  the 
proposals  wdiich  we  have  to  make  will 
remove  any  dithculties  on  that  heaiL 
After  that  we  sliall  take  the  introduction 
of  tlie  Scotch  Local  Gi«vernment  Bill, 
and  then,  for  the  main  business  of  the 
week,  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Kegisi- 
tration  Bill.  Theu  we  desire  also  in 
next  week  to  get  the  Sec  end  Reading  of 
tbe  Scoti'h  Local  Government  Bill,  to 
which  I  do  not  imagine  there  will  be  any 
serious  opposition,  and  which,  if  agreed 
to,  will  go  to  a  Committee  upstairs.  The 
week  after  will  he  mainly  devoted  to  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Budget  Bill. 
That  is  the  generai  view  of  the  Govern- 
ment  as  to  the  arrangement  of  bnsinepa^ 
and  1  sho^ild  be  ghid,  subject  to  that 
arrangement,  if  I  should  lie  able  to  find 
time  for  a  day  for  the  question  of 
Uganda.  I  do  not  know  how  much 
time  may  l>o  taken  up  by  the  discuBsion 
on  the  Budget  Bill,  but  I  hope,  if  it  i» 
not  much  protracted,  to  give  a  day  or 
two  for  ordiiniry  effective  Supply,     That 
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(fVahs)  BiiL 


ia  the  general  view,  biif 
subjet^t  to  altera! ioo, 

Mr,  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  Are  we  to 
UDiierstaDil  that,  tlie  Evii.^teil  Tenaute 
Bill  will  iir>t  tic  tjikoM  br-fore  Whitsun- 
tide ? 

Sir  W,  HAKCOURT:  I  think  it 
will  be  imposBiblc  to  do  that.  It  must  be 
clearly  understood  what  business  tho  Go- 
vernment think  ft  essential  to  take.  It 
is  the  main  intention  of  tbe  Go%'crtiment 
to  take  the  Scotch  Hill,  the  Registration 
Bill,  and  the  Bndget  Bill 

Mr.  sexton  :  Will  the  Secoud 
Reading  of  the  Evicted  Teiiants  Bill  be 
taken  before  tbc  Conimittce  on  the 
Budget  Bill  ?  Have  the  Government 
formed  any  intention  a^  to  the  eaur^e  of 
dealing  with  the  Bill  after  Wliitanntide  ? 

Sir  W,  HARCOURT  ;  I  am  afraid  I 
caDuot  at  this  moment  make  any  further 
Btat€ment»  I  may  l>e  able  to  do  so  next 
week. 

MOTION. 


ESTABLISHED   CHURCH  (WALES) 
BILL. 

MOTION    FOR    LEAVE, 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  Ftm 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr, 
AsQTiiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  lu  rising  lo  make 
the  Motion  which  stands  in  my  name,  to 
ask  for  leave  to  intrwincie  a  Bill  totemii- 
nate  tbe  Eatablishmeut  of  the  Church  of 
Ed  gland  in  Wales  and  Monmo  tit  h  shire, 
and  to  make  provision  in  respect  of  the 
temporalities  ifiereof,  I  do  Dot  propose 
to  eoter  for  more  than  a  moment  iipoo 
the  general  considerations  which  affeet 
the  question  of  the  maintenance  of  the 
Established  Churci»  in  Wales.  Tlie  un- 
mistakable evidence  whicli  was  given  ni 
the  last  General  Election  of  tbe  opinion 
of  the  large  majority  of  the  Welsh 
people  on  this  subject  in  the  return  of 
DO  less  than  31  out  of  34  Mombera 
pledge*!  to  disestablialimeut — ^an  opinion 
which  was  ratified  by  the  Division  which 
took  place  in  this  Honse  last  Session  on 
the  introduction  of  the  Suspensory  Bill, 
when  the  First  Reading  of  that  Bill  was 
carried  by  a  majority  of  over  60 — is  to 
ns  a  sufficient  and  conclusive  indicatioo 
both  of  local  opinion,  and  of  the  opinion 
of  the  House  of  Commons  on  the  general 
principles  aflTecting  tliis  question.    These 
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are  matters  which  may  be  fitly  debated 
and  which,  I  doubt  not,  will  be  del>ated 
at  becoming  length  and  amplitnde,  wdien 
we  come  tti  consider  tho  Second  Reading 
of  tbe  Bill.  I  will  con  ten  t  myself  now 
with  saying,  in  two*  or  three  sentences, 
what  onr  view  ypon  this  question  is. 
The  Church  of  England  in  Wales  Is  the 
C  h ur c i  1  of  a  c  o  m  para  t  i  v  c  1  y  s  mn  11  m  i  n  ori  ty 
of  the  people.  It  is  as  a  Church — I  do 
not  speak  of  it  as  a  religiotj,  hut  as  u 
Church  —  associated  in  the  minds  of 
the  bulk  of  the  Webb  people  with  in- 
jurions  and»  indeed,  I  mny  ^tiy  with 
humiliating  memories.  It  is  to  them, 
and  has  long  been,  ah  hough  it  calls 
itself  and  is  in  law  a  national  insti- 
tution, a  symbol,  not  of  national 
unity,  but  of  national  discord.  It 
has  had  at  its  side  for  generations  past 
the  social  infitience,  tbe  political  power, 
and  tbe  great  bnlk  of  the  wealth  and 
property  of  the  country,  and  the  control 
— I  might  almost  say  the  monopoly— of 
educatiou  and  culture.  It  h*iy  in  these 
later  years  enhsted  in  its  service  a  still 
more  potent  auxiliary  in  the  zeal,  devo- 
tion, and  self-sacrifice,  both  of  its  mio- 
isters  and  of  its  members.  Yet,  Sir,  it 
remains  to-day  what  it  has  been  for  more 
than  a  century  ptist — au  institution  wdiich 
is  not  accepted  as  a  national  institution 
by  the  vast  bulk  of  the  people,  by  whom 
it  is  regarded  as  an  aggressive  sectarian 
(lower,  singled  out  by  tbe  State  from 
among  a  number  of  competing  and  rival 
religious  agencies  as  a  special  object  of 
State  favour,  and  settled  by  the  State  in 
the  exclusive  enjoyment  of  what  they 
regard  as  a  special  patrimony  of  the 
people,  I  do  not  wish  to  argue  the 
general  question  here ;  I  merely  state 
the  position  [^Oppositiofi  laughter  and 
iromcal  eb^crs^  as  it  jjresents  itself  to 
us  ;  and,  in  answer  to  those  cheers,  lean 
assure  lion.  Members  that  we  are  per- 
fectly prepared  when  the  fitting  time 
comes,  as  it  will  come  when  this  Bill  is 
presente<l  for  Second  Reading,  to  go  over 
the  whole  of  the  ground  and  to  maintain 
every  one  of  the  propositions  that  I  have 
laid  down  to-day.  My  function  to-day 
in  asking  for  leave  to  introduce  a  Bill  is 
not  to  argue  the  general  qnestion,  but 
to  state  the  plan  which  the  Govern- 
mont  propose  to  submit  to  tbe  House  for 
dealing,  in  a  practical  and  effective 
way,  with  the  settlement  of  the  qnestioo. 
The  first  question  to  which  I  w^ish  to  call 


I 
I 


I 


i 


J 


1457       Established  Churvh        {26  April  1894} 


(Wales)  Bilh 


1458 


I 


atteDtion  is  as  to  the  area  over  which  the 
process  of  disestablishtnont  autl  disemlow- 
ment  ought  to  be  ciirrieib  We  propose, 
of  course,  to  iuehide  iii  tlie  Bill  tbe  12 
counties  which  coiistitute  iu  point  of  law 
the  Priucipulity  of  Wfiles  ;  aud  we  pro- 
pose further,  as  the  title  of  the  Motion  I 
am  about  to  nmke  shows,  to  add  to  those 
the  County  of  Mouraouth.  I  do  not  know 
that  that  addition  requires  either  justiti- 
catiou  or  eveu  explauatlou.  Tbe  district 
that  now  eouwtitutes  the  County  of  Mon- 
mouth is  part  of  what  nratf  iiueiently 
called  the  Welsh  Marches,  It  was  treated 
into  an  English  county,  in  so  fur,  that  is  to 
say,  as  it  ever  hits  been  an  English  county 
—in  the  reign  of  Henry  VJ1I\,  hut  it  has 
always  remained  what  it  was  from  tlie 
iirst,  preilominantly  VVelsli  in  the  habits, 
the  sentiments,  and  tbe  general  character 
of  the  people.  Tliat  fact  was  recog- 
nised recently,  when  the  jjontlemen  oppo- 
site sat  on  this  side  of  the  House,  in  a  mea- 
sure, which  was  assented  to  by  the  Goverti- 
mentof  tbe  day,  namely,  the  Intermediate 
Education  Act  of  1889.  In  that  important 
matter— a  matter  peculiarly  Welsh,  and 
one  affecting  Wales  as  distinct  from  Eng- 
land— Monmouthshire  was  expressly  in- 
clude<l  within  the  i^cope  of  the  Bill.  J 
may  further  remind  the  House  iu  regard 
to  the  particular  matter  before  us  that 
the  whole  County  of  Monmouth  is 
iaeluded  in  the  Welsh  iliocese  of  Llandatf". 
Therefore,  I  think  that  no  further  urgu- 
toeut  is  neetled  to  jtistify  a  Bill  affecting 
Welsh  disestablishment  emiiracmg  Mou* 
mouthshire  as  well  as  Wales.  The 
adoption  of  this  area  will  necessitate  are- 
arrangement  of  tbe  existing  state  of  things 
ill  two  important  respects.  In  the  tirst 
place,  there  are  a  liUmber  uf  parishes 
belonging  to  English  dioceses  that  are 
wholly  included, geographically,  in  Wales; 
but,  on  the  other  han<l,  there  are  a 
iiuraber  of  parishes  belonging  to  Welsh 
dioceses  which  are  wholly  situated 
ill  England.  We  propose  to  follow  m 
this  Bill  the  geographical  and  not  the 
diocesan  boundary  where  the  two  ure  not 
coincident.  I  think,  if  we  adopteil  any 
other  plan,  we  should  give  rise  to  a  state 
of  things,  whatever  may  he  tbe  opinions 
tained  with  reference  to  these  pro- 
s,  w^bieh  would  l>e  recognised  both 
ly  opponents  and  Ity  supporters  of  the 
Establisbetl  Church  as  Inttderable,  You 
would  have  iu  that  case  a  numl*er  of 
oaaes — disestablished  parishes  iu  England 


and  established  parishes  in  Wales.  But  it 
Is  necessary,  in  order  to  carry  into  effect 
tbe  iutoutions  of  this  measure,  to  have  the 
whole  of  the  territory  included  within 
the  geographical  boundary  of  Wales  and 
Monmouthshire  under  oue  state  of  the 
law,  and  the  other  territory  as  at  present 
under  another  state  of  the  htw.  For  this 
purpose  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
will  be  required  to  make  the  necesBary 
redistribtition  of  parishes.  For  such  a 
step  I  may  point  out  that  there  is  abundant 
precedent.  For  example,  there  is  tbe 
Act  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission, 
passed  in  1836,  which  gave  them  such 
powers  ;  and  tbe  Act  of  1847,  which  dealt 
with  the  Bishoprics  of  St,  Asaph,  Bangor, 
and  Manchester.  There  is  also  the 
Act  of  1878,  which  provided  for  the 
creation  of  new  Bishoprics  and  em- 
jj<>vvered  them  expressly  to  make  such  a 
redistribution  of  areas  as  was  necessary 
lo  give  effect  to  the  intentions  of  the 
Legislature*  I  may  state  at  once  what 
the  result  of  this  cimnge  will  he.  There 
are  at  present  12  Welsh  parishes  with  a 
lotal  population  of  6,t>0()  persons,  and 
with  an  aggregate  valuation,  ecclesias- 
tically, of  some  £2,3oD,  which  are 
now  included  in  the  English  dioceses  of 
Hereford,  Chester,  ami  Lichfield,  and 
which,  under  the  state  of  things  brought 
intu  operation  by  lids  Bill,  will  l>ecome 
Hubject  to  the  Act  of  Disestablishmeut 
and  Diseuduwuieut.  On  tbe  other  baud,, 
there  are  N  English  parishes  with  a 
total  population  of  20,600,  and  an  aggre- 
gate yearly  ecclesiastical  valuation  of 
£4,800,  which  are  now  included  iu  tbe 
Welsh  diocese  of  St.  Asaph,  and  which, 
iu  cousequeuce  of  the  arrangement  we 
propose,  will  be  transferred  to  English 
dioceses,  and  will  not  be,  therefore, 
subject  to  this  Act.  That  is  the  first  re- 
ar rangemen  I  found  neeessary.  But  there 
is  a  second  class  of  boundary  adjustments, 
if  I  may  so  call  ibem,  which  will  have  to 
be  carried  into  effect.  There  are  a 
number  of  border  parishes  cutting  tbe 
geographical  boundary  between  Eugland 
aud  Wales,  and  situated  partly  in  the 
one  country  and  partly  in  the  other.  In 
the  diocese  of  Chester  there  are  two 
such  parishes,  in  that  of  Hereford  10, 
and  in  that  of  St.  Asaph  three,  making 
a  total  of  16  border  parishes,  which 
together  contain  a  population  of  some 
7,000,  As  to  these,  we  propose  that  the 
Welsh    Commissioners    to   be   appointed 
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under  this  Bill  shall  have  full  power  to 
determine — baving  due  regard  to  such 
faot-^  as  the  population,  tliu  sitaatioLi  of 
the  parish  church,  and  t\m  other  spetiial 
circumstances  of*  each  case — ^ whether  a 
part  i*'U tar  parish  m  lo  be  treate<l  ast 
wholly  within  or  wholly  without  Wale^  ; 
and  as  that  is  a  question  which  may  very 
prohahly  give  rise  fo  local  loeliii|jrs  Hn<l 
great  differences -of  o|wnion,  we  proi>oMe 
that  any  order  made  hy  tiie  Welsli  Com- 
missioners on  the  subjeet  shall  be  a 
matter  which,  if  anyone  wishes  it,  shall 
be  subjeci  to  the  right  of  appeal  to  the 
Queen  in  CounciK  So  much  for  tht?  area 
with  which  the  Bill  propnse^  to  deaL  I 
DOW  come  to  the  date  of  iliisesrablishment. 
In  this  matter  we  propose  to  follow  the 
precedent  of  the  Irish  Church  Act  of 
1869,  and  jujstpone  the  eommencemeut  of 
the  Act  until  there  has  beet*  a  reasonable 
time  fnr  tlie  Church  on  the  one  .Hide  atnl 
oil  the  other  side  for  the  Local  and 
Central  AurhoriticH  charged  w*itli  or 
interested  in  the  adminiMration  of  tlje 
uew  Btate  of  things  to  accommodate 
themselves  to  the  situation,  and  to  make 
sucJi  arrangements  us  tire  necessary.  I 
do  not  know  whether  I  shtill  be  con- 
Bidered  as  over  sangnine  if  I  assume  that 
thi**  Bill  wmII  pasH  into  law  in  the 
course  of  the  preseul  Session,  At 
any  rate,  for  tlie  purposes  of  to-ilav's 
explanation,  I  am  goij*^  to  make  that 
assumpiion,  and  if  it  is  realised,  the  date 
we  have  put  in  the  Bill  as  the  date  of 
di80?ital>lishment,  and  therefore  as  the 
date  on  which  the  new  arrangements  are 
to  take  elfect,  is  January  1,  ]81:Hi.  In 
other  words,  our  proposal  is  thi?^.  We 
shall  give  from  wdiatever  date  the  Bill 
passes  into  ]hw  a  year, or  rather  more  tbaei 
a  year,  for  the  diflerent  persons  at  id 
Public  Bodies  coiieerned  to  adapt  them- 
aelveB  to  the  new  situation.  During  the 
transitional  state  of  things  which  will 
exist  lietween  (be  passing  of  the  Act  and 
the  actual  date  of  di8estahlishment,  pro- 
visioD  has,  of  course,  to  be  made  for 
carrying  on  the  work  of  the  Church.  On 
the  one  hand,  it  is  desirable  and 
obviously  necessary  and  riglit  that  the 
maehiucry  of  the  Church  should  not  l>e 
brought  to  a  deadlock  and  its  organisa- 
tion fettered  or  seriously  crippled,  whilst, 
on  the  other  hand,  it  is  equal ly  desirable 
tliat  no  tiew  vested  interest  should  he 
aUowetl  to  come  in  and  hamper  the  work 
of  disestablishment  and  disendowment, 
Mr,  Aifuith 


We  propose,  therefore,   to  do  what  was 
done  in    1869  in   the  ease   of  the  Irish 
Chnroh,  to  make  provision   for  the  case 
of  vacant  Bishoprics.     Under    this   Bill, 
the  Bishops  are  to   he  aj^pointed  by  the 
Crown,  bnt  only  on  the   recommendation 
of  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  or  three 
Welsh  Bishops,  and  the  new  Bishops  so 
jipjmintod  are  not  to  he  entitled  to  sit  in 
the    House  of  Loi<ls.     As  to  th*?  various 
livings  that  fall  vacant  during  that  time, 
we  propose  to  fill   thetn  up   as  now,  and 
by     means    of    the    same    constitutional 
authorities  ;    but    while    clergymen    so 
appointed    will    continue    to   hold    their 
appointments  down   to   the  date  of  dis- 
establishment, the   eraohiments  attached 
to    I  heir    several    benefices   w*ill    not    be 
treated  as    having   i-roatcd  any  existing 
interests  in  their  favour  for  ihe  purposes 
<it    compensation    at  the    time  whenever 
tlisestablisliment  comes  into  effect.  I  now 
come   to  the   nature  of  disestaldisbment 
itself.    Supposing  I  he  date  I  have  named 
as  the  possible  one   for  disestablishment 
to  have  arrived,  I  will  try  to  explain  as 
briefly  as  I  can   what  will    be  tlie  eflPect 
of  tlie  Act  on  the  status,  as  distinguished 
from    the    property,   of   the  Church  and 
its   officers.     By    the   first  clause  of  the 
Bill,    from    that     date,     the    Church    of 
p^ngland,   so  far    as  it   is  established  hy 
law   in    Wales  and   Monmouth  shire,    the 
Church  that  is  which  is  referred  to  in  the 
Bill  as   the  Cbtircb  of   Wales,  w  ill    cease 
to    be    so    estahlishcil.       All     rights    of 
patronage,   public    ur   private^    are  from 
that    date    to   he   extinguished,  and    all 
ecclesiastical  corporations,  sole  or  aggre- 
gate, are  to  he  dissolvcfl.     No  Bishop  of 
the  Church  of  Wales  is  to  he  summoned 
from    that    time    onwards    to    sit  in    the 
House    of    Lords,  althongb,    of    course^ 
the  existing    Bishops,  although  disquali- 
fiet!  in  one  sense,  will  retain  their  present 
titles  antl    [irecedence,  and    the  necessary 
number  of  Bishops  will  be  made  up  from 
the  English  Bishops  who  huve  at  present 
no    seats.      That,   shortly  stated,   is  the 
effect  of  disestablishment  as  distitiguiahed 
from  disendowment.     I  will   now  say   a 
few   words  as  to    the   status   of  the  di»- 
establisheti  Church.       We    propose  that 
the  present  ecclesiastical  law  in   Wales 
and  Monmouthshire  shall  cease  from  that 
time  to  exist  as  law.     The  Kcclesiastical 
Courts  will    no  longer  have   any  coercive 
jurisdiction.    No  a|ipeals  will  any  further 
bo  permitted  from    those  Courts   to  the 
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Qaeea  in  Council,  CoQvocation,  wbicb 
18  a  Common  Liiw  body  not  created  hy 
Statute,  but  purely  a  clericul  bwly  with 
no  power  by  law  to  alter  its  own  consti- 
tutiuLi,  and  no  power  to  act  in  any  matter 
except  by  authority  from  the  Crowti^ 
Convocation  wiJI  have  to  he  modified  iu 
Its  composition  and  const ilur ion  by  the 
fact  that  the  Binhopa  h.nA  clergy  of 
the  Welsh  Church,  buving  ceiiaed  to 
enjoy  the  legal  «tatua  which  they  at  pre- 
sent posseiss,  will  no  longer  be  quali- 
fied to  ait  or  be  represented  in  it.  But 
we  have  provided,  aa  it  was  necessary  to 
provide,  thiit  the  powers  of  Convocation 
4Bia  a  Common  Law  body,  so  far  a.s  they 
relate  to  matters  outside  Wales  and  Mon* 
mouthehire,  are  not  to  be  affected  or 
impaired  by  the  witlidrawal  of  tbc  Welsb 
Biishops  and  clergy  from  it.  So  far  I  have 
ijpoken  only  of  what  I  may  call  the  disabling 
effects  of  the  Bill  on  the  statui*  of  the  di.s- 
©stablished  Church;  I  come  now  to  the 
empowering  provisionft  which  we  propose 
to  enact.  Following  the  precedent  again 
of  the  Irish  Act  of  1B69,  we  propose 
that  the  present  articles,  doctrines,  dis- 
eipliiie,  and  ordinances  of  the  Church  of 
England  shall  con  tin  ne,  so  far  as  the 
Church  in  Wales  is  concerned,  nntil 
they  are  modified  by  an  antbonty  to 
which  1  will  presently  refei.  Tbey  are 
to  contiuue,  of  course,  not  witLi  the  fon^e 
of  law  and  not  with  any  coercive  sanction, 
but  as  binding  on  tlie  members  of  the 
Church  by  the  effect  of  mutual  agree- 
ment. So  far  as  they  relate  to  property, 
nod  so  long  as  that  juoperty  cootinues  to 
lie  enjoyed  by  virtue  of  the  Act  by  officers 
or  members  of  the  Church,  the  obligation 
to  hold  the  property  in  accordance  with 
the  articles,  regulations,  and  discipline 
of  the  Church  will  he  enforceable  in  the 
Temporal  Courts  Just  in  the  same  way  as 
though  the  property  so  enjoyed  were 
held  upon  nii  express  trust.  The  Bishops, 
dergy,  ami  laity  are  to  have  power  to 
bold  Synods,  and  to  frame  constitution* 
for  the  government  of  the  Church  in 
Wales,  either  as  a  whole  or  acuording  to 
the  diocese.  Final ly,  we  propose  to 
enable  them  to  appoint  a  body  to  repre- 
sent tliem,  and  to  hold  property  on  their 
l*ebalf.  That  body,  which  is  called  in 
the  Act  the  representative  L>ody  of  the 
Church  in  Wales,  may,  when  it  is  con- 
«tituied,  be  iticorporatetl  hy  the  Queen  us 
^Corporation,  with  power  to  liold  pro- 
\y  iu  land  without  licence  in  mortmain. 
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That  will  be  the  position,  and  those 
will  be  the  power  and  disabilities  of  the 
Church  in  Wales  when  disestablished. 

Sir  M.  H1CK8-BEACH:    Do   you 

follow  the  Irish  precedent  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  Yes;  we  do  not 
incorporate  the  Irish  Act,  bocuuse  ifc  is 
by  no  means  clear  that  the  Church  would 
see  fit  to  exercise  the  power  the  measure 
would  give  them  to  appoint  such  a  body. 
We  follow  the  language  and  intention 
of  the  Irish  Act,  providing  if  atid  when 
the  Welsh  Church  appoints  such  a  body 
then  tbey  shall  incorporate  it.  I  pass  now 
to  a  much  more  complicated  Jind  difficult 
question — the  rpiestion  of  disendowment 
antl  tlio  effect  of  the  Bill  upon  the  status 
and  the  property  of  tbc  Church, as  to  which 
I  am  afraid  I  shall  have  to  trespass  cou- 
slderahly  on  the  time  and  tbc  indulgence 
of  the  House,  I  shtill  have  to  go  into 
matters  both  as  to  principle  and  detail 
wdiich  woTilil  hardly  be  intelligihle  with- 
out a  lengthy  explanation.  The  pre- 
limirnirv  question  I  will  ask  is, '' What 
is  the  property  in  title,  in  kind,  and  in 
value  with  wbicb  we  have  to  deal  ?" 
On  the  question  of  title  I  need  hardly 
remind  the  House  that  the  Church  of 
England  as  a  Church  is  not,  in  point  of 
law,  the  owner  of  property  of  any  sort 
or  kind  whatever.  The  Church  is  not  a 
Corporation,  and  althr>ugb  it  is  a  great 
spiritual,  and  has  i>een  a  greiit  political^ 
power  iu  this  country,  yet  it  is  not  recog- 
nised by  law  and  is  not  capable  of  owning 
or  exercising  proprietary  riglits.  All 
ecclesiastical  property  in  this  country j 
whether  in  England  or  in  Wales,  is  an 
endowment  of  some  particular  benefice 
or  office,  Tinit  is  a  fact  which  is  very 
familiar,  though  it  is  sometimes  disguised 
from  popular  apprehension,  particularly, 
I  tbiitk,  bj'  the  operations  of  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners,  The  Ecclesi- 
astical Commissioners,  as  the  House  is 
aware,  have,  under  their  Acts  and 
tl»o  powers  given  to  them  l>y  the 
Legislature,  succeeded  to  the  owner- 
ship and  occupation  of  a  very  large  quan- 
tity of  property,  particularly  capitular  and 
episcopal  property,  in  England  and  Wales, 
The  income  of  that  property  goes  into 
their  common  fund,  wbicb  to  a  large 
extent,  is  not  earmarked  or  specifically 
appropriated  to  any  particular  purpose, 
and  out  of  that  fund  so  composed  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  arc  in   the 
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babitof  making  grants,  sometimes  fixed' 
anil  sometimes  variable,  ia  support  of 
endow  in e tits,  hoih  of  sees  or  benefices. 
But  the  fact  remains  that  the  whole 
eeelesiastica!  property  of  this  country  is 
property  annexed  to  and  bolongiog  to 
particnhir  benefices,  particnlur  offices, 
and  particnhir  sees.  That,  I  think,  is  a 
fact  which  it  is  most  important  to  bear 
in  mind,  both  in  the  description  of  the 
property,  in  the  first  instance,  and  next 
when  we  come  to  consider  the  best 
method  of  applying  it.  That  being  the 
nature  of  tfie  title  which  the  Church  has 
to  the  property  which  its  members  enjoy, 
1  have  now  to  ask  the  House  to  consider 
what  are  the  classes  and  wbat  is  the 
value  of  the  property  held  or  enjoyed  by 
beneficed  ofiiccrs  in  VVales  and  Monmouth- 
shire. I  regret  that  information  ou  this 
subject,  so  far  as  it  is  accessible  to  the 
public,  is  only  to  t>c  gat  be  red,  and  gaihered 
in  a  somewhat  fragmentary  and  imperfect 
manner,  from  two  Returns — aud,  so  far  as 
I  know,  onlj  two^^ — made  to  this  House 
within  recent  years.  One  is  the  Return 
af  the  revenues  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, hiid  on  the  Table  of  I  lie  House  on 
June  23,  IHMJ  ;  und  there  is  another 
short  Return  made  by  the  Ecclesiastical 
Comraissiouers,  1  think,  on  the  Motion  of 
my  bon.  Friend  the  Patronage  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis),  show- 
ing the  income  and  grants  in  Wales,  and 
dated  May  6,  lH8y.  I  shall  hope  to  pre- 
sent to  the  House,  when  the  Bill  is  in- 
troducedj  two  additional  Keturns,  one  of 
whi<!h  wiil  be  the  summary  of  the  first 
to  wbieb  I  have  referred,  so  far  as  it  re- 
lates to  Wales  and  Mo  n  mouth  shire,  and 
auofber  wbieb  will  bring  the  second  up 
to  tlie  present  date.  The  first  point  1 
bare  to  make  clear  is  that  you  must  dis- 
tinguish carefully  bc^tween  the  ecclesiastj* 
cai  revenues  which  arise  from  Wales  and 
the  eeelesiastical  revemios  which  are 
banded  over  to  itud  enjoyetl  by  the 
Church  in  Wales.  The  House  will  pre- 
sently se€  that  they  are  two  very  distinct 
things.  I  begin  first  with  the  t|uestion 
of  the  ecclesiacitical  reveuue  derived 
from  Wales.  The  Return  divides  this, 
as  it  does  all  (he  jiroperty  of  the  Church, 
into  two  categories—ancient  endowments, 
and  what  are  called  private  benefac- 
tions since  1 703,  I  shall  have  something 
to  say  later  on  as  to  these  private  bene- 
factions, but  for  the  moment  I  will  omit 
the  comparatively  small  sum  of  £1 3,GtK)  a 
^ear,  to  which  they  amount,  ami  it  need 

J/r.  Asquith 


not  be  seriously  considered.  The  ancient 
en  do  w  ment  s  sepa  ra  te  t  h  emsel  ves  i  u  to  th  ree 
classes*  First  of  all,  there  are  endowments 
of  parochial  benefices,  which  constitute  the 
great  bulk  of  the  whole.  The  total  gross 
proceeds  of  those  endowments  for  Wales 
and  Monmouthshire    is  £233,000  a  year, 
and  of  this  sum  no  less  than  £179,000  is 
derived    from    tithe-rent    charge.      The 
second    class  consists  of  endowments  of 
cathedral  and    collegiate    churches    not 
transferred   to    the    Ecclesiastical   Com- 
missioners and  still  directly  received  by 
the   capitular    bodies.     They  amount  to 
the  small    sum  of  £3,360  a  year.     The 
third    head    of     revenue   derived    from 
Wales   is    the    income  received   by  the 
Ecclesiastical       Commissioners.       That 
amounts  to   a  gross   total  for  Wales  and 
Monmouthshire     of  £42,300,    of    which 
£27,000  consists  of  tithe-rent  charge.     I 
must  here  point  out  that  of  this  £42,300 
paid  over  to  the   Ecclesiastical    Commis- 
sioners from  Wales  £12,500  goes  at  pre- 
sent to  English  bishoprics  and  chapters  ; 
it  is  money   wdiich   is  paid  out  of  Wales 
and    does  not  return    to    Wales.     From 
the    figures    I   have  it  appears  that  the 
total  gross   ecclesiastical   income  derived 
from     Wales     and     Monmouthshire    is 
£279,000  ;    but  that    does   not  give  the 
actual    income    of    the    Welsh  Church, 
III  tlui  first  place,  it  is  a  gross  total  from 
whicli    probably    not     less    than  2.5  per 
cent,    ought  to  be  deducted  for  the  cost 
<d'  colb.etion  and   other  things  before  we 
an  ive  itt  tiie  net  amount.    It  is  further,ias 
I    have      pointed      out,    diminished    by 
£12,5tX>  paid  by  tlie  Ecclesiastical  Com* 
missiouers  to  English   chapters  and  bene- 
fices.   That    is  one  side  of  the  accounts 
Bui  on  the  other  there  is  equally  to  be 
borne   in    mind    that    the   Ecclesiastical 
Comnii.ssioners   make    grants   in     Wales 
out  of  tiieir  common  fund  very  largely  in 
excess  of  the  sums   paid  over  by  them  in 
England  out   of   Welsh   tithes  on  Welsh 
land.    I  am  sorry  to   say  that  the  figures 
are  not  in  a  condition  to   be  presented  t*> 
the  House  conveniently,  because  in  one 
Ueturu     we     are    dealing     with    gross 
revenue,     and     in    the    second    Beturo 
the  Ecclesiastical   Commissioners  them- 
selves were    dealing    witli  net    revenue. 
The  Keturn   of   the   P>clesiastical  Com- 
missioners of    1889    shows   a    total    net 
receipt   by  them  from  Wales  of  £28,700. 
That  is  to  say,  the  gross  sum  £42,300  of 
which   I  spoke   represents  a  net   sum  of 
£28,700.     On  th©  otner  hand,  it  shows  a 
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balance  of  payments  by  them  to  Wdes  of 
£67,600,  In  other  words,  there  is  a 
balauee  overpaid ,  if  I  may  use  the  ex- 
predsioo,  out  of  the  English  Reveiiiies  to 
Wales  of  atK)ut  £40,0tX)  a  year,  I  nt^eil 
not  say  that  in  tlit*  view  of  the  Goverr]- 
mcnt  that  overpayment  made  to  Wales 
cannot  be  treated  »«  part  of  the  propertv 
of  the  Welsh  Church,  I  do  not  thiuk 
that  aoy  of  tliose  who  represent  and 
strongly  advocate  the  cause  of  disestjxh- 
lishnient  and  disendowment  in  Wales  are 
at  all  anxious  to  claim  that  sum.  What 
tbej  are  anxious  for,  as  I  understand^  is 
that  everything  at  preseut  derived  from 
Wales  iuthe  shape  of  either  income  from 
land  or  tithe-ront  charge,  however  appn>- 
priated  now,  shall  be  secured  in  the  future 
for  the  l>enefit  of  Wales ;  and  whatever 
in  excess  is  paid  over  to  Wales  hy  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  shall  go 
back  to  tlie  source  from  which  it  comes 
and  be  at  the  ilisposal  of  the  Revenues  of 
the  English  Church.  The  result  is,  that  the 
whole  of  that  sum  of  £279,000  ouglit  to 
be  regarded  as  Welsh,  though  a  part  of  it 
now  goes  to  England  ;  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  Wales  must  surrender  to  England 
— subject,  of  course,  to  existing  in- 
terests— the  additional  sum  of  ahont 
£40,000  a  year,  liy  which  the  contribu- 
tion of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  to 
Wales  exceeds  what  they  receive  from 
Wales.  In  order  to  give  effect  to  that 
arrangement  the  Bill  proposes  as  fol- 
lows :- — That  as  soon  as  the  Act  passes, 
the  Eccleshtstical  Commissioners  and  the 
Governors  of  Queen  Anne's  Bounty, 
who  are  aldo  interested,  shall,  in  the  first 
place,  ascertain  what  income  vested  in 
thera  arises  from  property  situated  in 
Wales  and  Monmouthslrire,  Having 
ascertAitted  that,  they  are  to  cast  upon 
this  income  the  burden  of  paying  the 
Welsh  episcopal  and  capitular  reveuut^s, 
amonnting  to  £.32,800  a  year,  which  is 
just  about  sufRciently  met  hy  the  net 
income  derived  by  the  Commissioners  from 
Wales,  together  with  the  endowments 
directly  received  by  the  Welsh  capitular 
bmlics  to  which  I  have  already  referred. 
The  other  payments  now  made  by  them 
to  England  out  of  Welsh  property  they 
will  shift  on  to  English  property  in  their 
possession,  with  the  residt,  of  c!Ourse, ' 
that  the  Eugh'sh  Church  and  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  as  repre- 
senting the  Church,  will,  as  the  existing 
interests  fall  in,  he  the  gainers  to  the  ex- 
tent of  nearly  £40,000  a  year,  while  Wales 
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will  have  charged  on  exclusively  Welsb 
property  the  existing  interests  of  both  the 
Bishops  and  the  Incumbents  as  long  as 
they  exist,  and  when  these  interests  fall 
in,  the  whoJe  of  this  projjerty  will  he  set 
free  for  appropriation  to  purely  Welsh 
purposes.  The  general  clfcct  of  that 
arrangement  will  he  that  we  shall  have 
two  funds  to  deal  with.  In  the  lirst 
place,  we  sliall  have  the  endowments  of 
parochial  benefices  in  Wales,  at  present 
paid  directly  out  of  the  tithe  and  land  to 
the  Incnmbents,  and  amounting  to  a 
gross  total  of  £2a3,0(X)  u  year.  The 
second  fond  will  be  the  endowments  at 
present  piiitl  to  the  episcopal  and 
capitular  officers  in  Wales,  which 
amounts,  if  added  to  the  £42,3(K)  received 
by  the  Ecclesiastical  Com  miss  iooers, 
to  a  gross  total  of  £4o,660  a  year.  I 
will  ask  the  House  to  bear  in  mind  that 
we  have  these  two  funds  to  deal  with — 
first,  the  local  and  parochial  fund  of 
£233,(X>t.>  a  year,  representing  the  present 
income  from  benefices  ;  and  second ly,  a 
central  fiiml  at  present  appropriated  to 
the  payment  of  Bishops  and  chapters 
which  amount  to  £45,660.  1  now  come 
to  the  more  interesting  question — How 
are  we  to  deal  with  these  funds  ?  Before 
I  explain  our  [proposals  to  the  House,  I 
must  say  one  or  two  words  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Irish  prece<lent,  from  which, 
as  the  Ho«se  shortly  will  perceive,  we 
propose  in  dealing  with  this  fpiestion  to 
make  a  somewhat  wide  departure.  The 
object  of  the  Irish  Church  Act,  and  the 
sidieme  of  disendowment  embodied  in 
timt  Act,  was  to  **  wind  np,**  if  I  may  use 
a  secular  expression  as  applied  to  eccle- 
siastical affairs,  the  property  of  the 
Church  by  the  machinery  of  liquidation. 
The  Commissioners  appointed  under  that 
Act  were  intended  to  he,  and  were,  in 
fact,  a  merely  temporary  body  appointed 
for  a  temporary  pm-pose.  Their  business 
was,  on  the  one  side,  to  ascertain  the 
liabilities,  and  on  the  other  side  to  realise 
the  assets  of  the  Irish  Church.  As  far  as 
the  liabilities  were  concerned,  although 
in  the  first  instance  vested  interests  were 
provided  for  hy  giving  to  the  holders  of 
them  life  annuities,  yet  the  scheme  of  the 
Act  was  that  these  annuities  should  be 
comnmted  by  the  payment  of  a  capital 
smn  to  the  representatives  of  the  Church 
Body,  which  wiis  ilirn  to  make  arrange- 
ments hy  mntual  ngrcement  between 
itself  and  the  imlividtml  amuiitanrs^ 
And  so  anxious  were  the  framers  of  tlie 
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Act  to  bring  about  that  result,  and 
to  get  rid  of  the  system  of  annual 
payments  by  substituting  a  capital  sum, 
that  a  bonus  of  no  lesa  than  12  per  ctiut. 
was  offered  by  the  Act  to  overy  diocese 
in  Ireland,  in  which  no  lees  than  three- 
foartbs  of  the  clergy  consented  to  com- 
mute their  anniiittes  before  January  1, 
1873.  The  House  is  aware  from  the 
return.s  of  the  Irij-h  Church  CommiH- 
sionertt  that  no  diocese  in  Ireland  proved 
able  to  resiHt  that  temptation  ;  and  tn  the 
case  of  Qsery  diocese  the  ammitie^  were 
commuted  l>efore  the  time  prescribed  by 
the  Act,  and  the  himuwes  w*ere  added  to 
the  capital  sum.  The  result  was  that, as 
far  as  the  liabilities  of  the  State  to  the 
Church  were  concerned,  lie  fore  the  ex 
piratiou  of  four  years  from  the  pas>*iug 
of  tiie  Act,  ail  the  annuities  \vere  practi- 
cally represented  by  one  large  capital 
sum.  On  the  other  hamU  the  Commis- 
ftioaers,  aeting  undor  the  powers  ami  in 
pnrsuance  «f  the  intention  of  the  Act, 
dealt  in  a  similar  manner  with  I  he  assets*. 
They  realised  the  assets.  The  tithe 
rent*charge  was  otieredj  as  it  w^as  hound 
to  he  by  the  Act,  for  redemption  by  the 
landowners  on  very  favourable  terms, 
with  the  result  that  the  great  bulk  has 
been  extingiiished  and  is  now  repre- 
«cuteil  by  a  capital  sum.  The  laud 
vested  in  the  Commissioners  was  sold  by 
them  with  a  ri^ht  of  pre-emption  to 
the  occupying  temmts.  The  result  was 
that  you  had  two  lump  sums — on  the 
one  hand,  the  capital  vahie  of  the 
Jiabilifiesof  the  State  to  tbeCLiiirch  Body 
in  respect  of  dis|>ossessed  and  iliscnduwed 
lueumbcnts  ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
capital  value  reaHsed  liy  the  sale  of  the 
tithe  reut^charge  and  the  land  aad  of 
other  assets  of  the  Church,  What  has 
been  the  history  of  this  transaction  ?  The 
House  need  not  he  assured  that  I  am  not 
going  to  detain  it  l>y  critiiism  or  adverse 
comment  on  the  policy  of  that  Act,  I 
do  not  doubt  that  under  the  circumstances 
of  that  titne  it  w^as  tlic  best  arrangement 
open  to  the  Government.  But  the  history 
of  it  does  not  eneourago  us  lo  undertake 
aitnihir  operations.  You  have  bad  now 
for  nearly  25  years  in  Ireland,  subject  to 
the  liability  to  repay  compensation  to  (lie 
diftpossessed  clergy^ — you  have  \\vn\  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Government  and  of  Par- 
liament a  huge  capital  sum  which  has 
offeretl  irresistible  temptation  in  almost 
©very    emergency.      It    htis    constituted 
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what  I  may  call  a  kind  of  emergency 
reservoir,  which  has  been  tapped  and 
drawn  upon  by  successive  Governments 
and  Parliaments — and  drawn  upon  not 
later  than  last  week  (or  the  last  attenuated 
remnant  of  the  fund  at  least)  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  a 
most  legitimate  and  wise  purpose.  It 
has  been  drawn  upon  with  such  persist- 
ence, eontinuity,  and  effect  that  I  believe 
I  may  bouestly  and  accurately  say  that 
now,  less  than  25  years  after  the  disen- 
dowment  of  the  Irish  Church,  there  is 
practically  none  of  that  sum  available  for 
any  purpose  whatever,  I  have  here  a 
list  of  the  various  successful  ^attacks 
which  have  been  made  upon  the  Irish 
Church  Fund.  This  is  a  history  most 
pregnant  in  warning  and  instruction  for 
the  future.  It  began  in  187H  with  the 
Intermediate  Education  Act,  which  took 
£1,000,(X)0;  next  year  the  National 
school'teacliers  took  £l,3tX),(XK>  ;  in 
18H0,for  I  he  relief  of  distress,  £1,250,000; 
in  lH81,for  arrears  of  rent,  £950,000; 
and  in  the  same  year  an  annuity  to  the 
Royal  University  of  £20,000  a  year  ;  in 
1883,  for  distressed  unions,  £30,000  ;  aod 
in  the  same  year,  for  sea  fisheries, 
£2(XMX)0  ;  in  1 886,  for  poor  relief  and 
piers  ami  rouds,  £20,(H)0  ;  and  in  1891, 
for  the  Congeste<l  Districts  Board, 
£1,500,000.  In  addition  to  this,  you 
have  the  estimated  capital  charge  of 
£600,000  for  tlie  amiual  grant  to  the 
Royal  University,  which  makes  a  total, 
withom  counting  the  btst  grant  made  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  of  £6,870,O(X), 
representing,  I  suppose*  the  whole  of 
this  surplus,  which  has  been  disposed  of 
by  Parliament  in  much  less  than  a 
generation.  I  am  not  questioning  either 
the  policy  of  the  original  Act  or  the 
wisdom  of  each  of  these  successive 
applications  of  the  surplus  ;  but,  having 
to  deal  with  a  new  ctiso  and  having  this 
history  before  our  cyes^  we  have  come  to 
the  conchision  that  it  would  be  wiser  and 
more  piditic  to  adopt  a  ililferent  method. 
I  will  state  to  the  House  shortly  what 
are  the  principles  upon  which  we  pro* 
pose  to  procei  iL  In  the  first  place,  we 
propose  to  make  such  provision  in  the 
Act  as  wilt  prevent  the  alienation,  and 
will,  on  the  contrary,  preserve  and  safe- 
guard for  national  and  public  purposes, 
the  corpus  of  the  property  which, 
when  tlie  process  of  disendowment  is 
complete,  will   pass  from  the  Church  to 
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the  Dation.  In  the  aecotid  place — and 
this,  to  my  niiud,  is  a  more  important 
principle  than  the  other — iiistesui  of 
erejaiug  one  central  gcuerai  fund  applie- 
ii)ile  to  the  country  as  a  whole,  we  propose 
that,  as  far  as  this  property  is  at  present 
attached  to  localities  and  parishes,  it  shall 
iu  future  be  applied  anil  enjoyed  loeally 
und  parochially.  Since  1869,  when  the 
Irifth  Church  Act  was  [mssed,  changes 
have  heen  made  by  tlie  Legislature  with 
the  consent  of  both  parties  in  the  State 
II)  our  system  of  local  government  whicli 
makes  this  a  mnch  easier  task  to  accom- 
plish than  it  would  have  been  tiien.  Wo 
have  now,  in  every  area  of  the  country, 
parish  district  and  county,  an  organ  and 
representative  of  local  government.  We 
propose  to  take  advaniago  of  tijc 
tnachinery  to  provide  for  the  local  appro- 
priation of  tfie  funds,  which,  if  they  are 
throwu  into  a  cominoii  reservoir,  we  are 
convinced  will  be  squandered  and  wasted, 
—funds  which  may  be  utilised  with  the 
greatest  possible  benelit  as  long  as  I  hey 
•re  administer*^!  by  the  localities  from 
which  they  are  drawn,  it  follow?',  tbere- 
fore,  that  w*e  shall  not  propose  tbe  estab- 
lishment and  aggregarion  of  one  central 
fund  of  the  revenue*^  of  the  Welsh 
Churcii,  and  as  a  corollary  to  tliat  it  will 
not  be  in  onr  power,  and  certainly  not  iu 
our  disposition,  to  pro[M>se  any  capitalisa- 
tion of  the  interest  of  tbose  persons  for 
whom  we  intend  to  pruvidt-  in  vie^v  of  the 
dispossession  which  disestabli^^bment  iind 
disendowment  involve.  We  propose  to 
constitute,  follow^ing  the  precedent  of 
IrelamU  a  Coniinission  of  tliree,  of  whom 
two  will  be  |)aiiL  Onr  purpose  is  I  bat 
the  chairman  shall  receive  £  1 ,500  a  year, 
and  one  of  the  Commissioners  £1,000  a 
year.  The  third  will  not  Ixi  paid  at  all. 
[^[^ttughter,^  We  think  that  we  mwy  be 
able  to  find  some  patrioric  Welshman  to 
take  the  office.  To  these  Commissioners 
we  projx>se  to  givw  tbe  same  powers  as 
were  possessed  by  tbe  Irish  Church  Com- 
missioners for  enforcing  the  production 
of  evidence  and  making  anit  executing  of 
orders,  and  the  framing  of  rules  of  pro- 
cedure. But  we  do  not  propose  tbat 
they  shall  be  a  temporary  Commission. 
It  is  an  essential  part  of  ourschcmie  tliat 
there  f^hould  uot  be  an  immediate  liquida- 
tiou  either  of  the  assets  or  of  the  liabilities 
of  the  Welsh  Church.  That  being  so, 
there  must  he  a  continuing  body  to  super- 
itil^nd    and  take  an  active   part  iu    the 


work)  of  administratiou.  The  Commis- 
sioners will  have  the  necessary  borrowing 
powders  for  tbe  purpose  of  carrying  oo 
their  operations,  and  will  he  required,  as 
were  the  Irish  Commissioners,  to  lay  their 
aoconnts  before  Pnrliament. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  :  Who  will  pay 
them  ? 

Mit.  ASQUITH  ;  Tliey  will  be  paid 
out  of  the  funds  of  the  Welsh  Church, 
To  these  Welsh  Commissioners  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissianera  wilt  deliver  tip 
all  books  and  documents  relating  to  any 
Welsh  property  over  which  thoy  have 
control.  I  now  come  to  the  question  of 
vesting  the  property.  In  tbe  tirst  place, 
between  the  passing  of  the  Act  and  the 
date  of  disestablishment,  it  will  be  the 
duty  of  the  EcciesLastical  Conmiissiotiera 
to  ascertain  w  hat  property  vested  in  tbetn 
is  derived  from  Wales,  to  wfnit  cxteut 
tliat  property  »U  present  bears  cbarges 
of  English  episuopal  ami  capiiubir  endow* 
ments,  and  to  readjust  those  rharges  ao 
tbat  what  at  present  falls  on  the  Welsh 
property  shall  in  future  fall  on  Eng- 
\\^\\  property.  Welsh  property  now  in  the 
bands  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
\vjll  be  tmrdened  solely  and  exclusively 
with  the  charges  for  Welsh  purposeti^ 
When  the  adjustment  h^is  been  made  and 
at  tho  date  of  iliseMtablishmcut  the  pro- 
perty so  cliargotl,  together  w^ith  all  pro- 
perty belonging  to  the  Church  in  Wales, 
will  vest  immediately  in  the  Welsh  Com- 
missioners. It  will  vest  subject  to  two 
burdens.  In  the  first  place,  it  will  he 
subject  to  ail  interests  upon  it  and  to  the 
existingfinterests  of  every  Incumbent  and 
holder  of  an  ecclesiastical  office  in  Wales. 
We  do  uot  propose  that  the  Commis- 
sioners shall  retain  in  their  hands  the 
i)ulk  of  this  property,  l>ut  that  they  shall 
transfer  the  greater  part  of  it  to  the 
various  authorities  in  Wales,  In  the  case 
of  the  churches,  we  propose  that  all  of 
ihetn,  except  the  cathedrals,  shall,  on  the 
application  of  the  representative  lx>dy  of 
the  Church,  be  vested  by  the  Commis- 
sioners in  that  body,  subject  to  all  public 
and  private  rights  which  now  exist,  and 
to  the  effective  nse  and  enjoy meut 
attaciied  thereto.  In  that  respect  we  are 
following  strictly  the  Irish  precedent. 
The  cathedrals  cannot  be  regarded  as 
being  in  the  game  position  as  the 
churches,  and  we  believe  that  they 
ought  to  be  treated  as  national  monu- 
ments.    Having  been  vested  in  the  Com- 
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misslonerg,  f  hej  will  be  retained  by  them 
with  the  obligiition  to  maintflin  them  and 
keep  them  m  repair,  an  obligation 
which  might  be  onernns  if  thrown  upon 
the  representative  body.  But  on  the 
request  of  the  representative  body  it 
will  be  the  duty  of  the  Comniis- 
fii  oners  to  permit  the  cuthetlrals  to 
continue  to  be  used  for  the  purpose  of 
Divine  service,  [^Opposition  lfiughterS\ 
I  do  not  see  why  that  should  excite 
laughter,  but  ray  impression  is  that  8ome 
hon»  Members  representing  Wales  believe 
that  we  have  gone  to  extreme  limits  in 
going  as  far  ae  we  have  done  in  this 
matter.  With  reference  to  a  small  head 
o!  property  which  it  is  not  right  to  omit 
— namely,  the  movable  chattelsj  such  as 
plate  and  furniture  uaed  in  connection 
with  Divine  worship — we  propose  that 
tbey  shall  be  vested  in  the  representative 
body,  I  now  come  to  another  and  more 
difficult  matter — the  question  of  parson- 
age houses.  In  Ireland  the  par^tonage 
or  glebe  houses  were  offered  to  the  repre- 
sentative body  for  w*hat  turned  out  in 
practice  to  he  a  nominal  sum.  Tbey 
were  allowed  to  retain  them  for  a  certain 
number  of  years'^  purchase  of  the  vahieof 
the  site,  without  counting  the  value  of 
the  buildings.  As  the  glebe  houses  were 
offered  on  these  terms  ;  and  as  the  Incum- 
bents were  allowed  to  treat  the  full  value 
of  the  bouses  as  part  of  the  sum  in 
respect  of  whieli  they  were  entitled  to 
compensation,  the  State  maile  a  bad 
bargain.  The  Irish  Commissioners 
thought  that  it  would  have  heen  much 
better  if  the  houses  had  been  handed  over 
free  of  c barge  to  the  representative  body. 
In  the  case  of  Wales  and  of  England  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  say  that 
certainly  two-thirds  of  the  cost  of  the 
parsonage  lionaes  may  Ik*  regarded  as 
having  been  drawn  from  private  bene- 
factions aud  from  paymeuts  made  by 
the  clergy  otit  of  their  own  iiicomee. 
The  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  have 
made  and  do  make  very  considerable 
grants  for  this  purpose  in  Wales,  and  we 
think  that  on  the  whole  it  will  he  right,  as 
regards  the  interests  of  the  Churcli,  and  no 
injustice  to  the  inttireste  of  the  com- 
munity^  to  baud  over  these  parsonage 
bouses  to  the  representative  body  of  the 
Church,  In  making  that  statement  I 
must  again  distinguish  between  the 
ordinary  pursoiuige  houses  occupie<l  by 
Incnmbeuf  s  and  the  episcopal  aud  capitular 
Mr,  Asquith 


residences.  As  regards  these,  we  propose 
that  they  should  be  retained  by  the 
Welsh  Commissioners,  who  should  con- 
tinne  to  permit  their  use  as  ecciesiastictfcl 
residences  subject  i^  the  ohh'gatiou  on  the 
representative  body  to  maintain  and  keep 
them  in  repair.  Before  I  finish  what  I 
have  to  say  as  to  w^mt  ia  to  be  left  to 
the  representative  hotly ^  I  must  just 
mention  the  subject  of  private  bene- 
factions. They  amount  in  Wales  to  a 
comparatively  small  sum — I  think  not 
much  more  thau  £13,000  a  year.  But 
private  benefactions  are  defined  in  this, 
as  in  the  Irish  Act,  as — 

*'  Property  wMch  has  been  given  by  any  pri- 
vate person  out  of  bis  own  resources  or  consiflts 
of  or  16  produceti  by  moaey  raised  by  private 
Hubficription,  and  does  not  come  within  the 
description  of  Cburcb  or  ecclesiastical  resi- 
(lenoe,  for  which  provision  is  otherwise  made 
by  this  Act." 

A  very  Berioua  and  difficult  question  in 
connection  with  private  benef actions  is 
to  determine  the  date  from  which  pro- 
perty 8o  left  shall  be  so  considered.  In  in- 
troducing the  Irish  Church  Act  of  1869 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Midlothian  suggested  that  the  date 
should  be  that  of  1660.  We  ha%'e  con- 
sidered the  varioufji  dates  that  should  \ye 
taken  in  reference  to  Wales,  and  tbinli 
that  the  date  should  be  a  later  one. 
We  have,  on  the  whole,  come  to  the 
concluBion  that  we  ought  to  take  as  our 
date  1703,  when  Queen  Aune's  Bounty 
was  established,  because  it  was  only  from 
that  year  that  it  became  possible,  through 
the  machinery  of  Queen  Anne's  Bounty^ 
for  private  persons,  without  offending 
against  the  laws,  to  invest  in  property  of 
that  description  for  ecclesiastical  pur- 
poses. 1  know  it  is  very  possible  that  we 
may  be  met  with  the  suggestion  that  we 
are  going  back  too  far,  and  that  we  ought 
to  take  a  more  recent  date  ;  bnt  the  more 
you  investigate  this  question  the  more 
yoit  will  find  that  it  is  a  question  not 
worth  disputing.  The  number  of  private 
benefactions  given  in  the  conrse  of  the 
iHth  century  to  Wales  wore  very  small. 
The  numl>er  which  exists  in  Wales  at  the 
present  moment  is  very  small.  The  total 
annual  value  is  not  more  than  £13,000^ 
aud  I  think  in  a  matter  of  this  kind, 
where  there  is  any  doubt,  we  ought  to  let 
the  balance  incline  in  the  direction  of 
generosity  ;  and  I  am  myself  clearly  of 
opinion  that  the  whole  of  these  private 
benefactions  since  1703  maj  properly  and 
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legitimntaly  be  made  over  to  the  repre- 

Dtstive    bod  J,     I    now    come  to  some 

ther  heads  of   property    with  regard  to 

which  that  ejuinot  lie  saitl.     Firsts  I  take 

le  hurial-^rounds.     Wo  pnjpo?se  tlmt  fhc 

rial-grouDds  i^^hall  be  vested,  subject  to 

II  public  aud  private  ri^jhts  of  biiiial,  in 

runit  parishes,  in  the   Parish  Couucil,  or 

here  the  parish,  from  the  luunber  of  its 

pulatioti,  has  no  Parish  CouikjiI,  in  the 

ihairman  aud  overseers   of    the   parish  ; 

kod  ill  other  cases — that  is  to  say,  urban 

strict 3 — in  the  case  of  county  boroughs 

the  Council  of  the     borough,  aud  in 

e  case  of  county  ilistncts  iu  the  Dia- 

l  Council   of  the  district.     I  do  not 

that  that  is  a  proposal,  In  the  pre- 

state  of  the  Burial   Law,   and    the 

ightd  Avhich  Parliament  has  conferred  on 

iouconformists,    ami      their     rights    of 

pulchre    iu    the  parish  churchyards  of 

e    country    with    their    own   Religious 

ervice,  to  which  any  reaiouable  excep- 

lon  can    be  taken,     I   now  come  to  the 

lebe,  aud  there,  subject  to  the  interests 

the  existiug  lucuuibeuts,  we  propose 

t  the  glebe  shall  be  vested,  iu  the  rural 

pariskes,  in  the  Parish    Council    or  the 

chairmau    and    overseers,    or,    iu    iirlmu 

tricts,      in      the      Council      of      the 

trough  or  District  Council.     Lastly,  1 

have  to  deal  with  tithe  rent-charge.     We 

propose  that  tithe  rent-charge,  which  is, 

after  all,  the  most  valuable  asset  of  the 

hurch  in  Wales,  shall  be  vested  iu  the 

unty    Council    of    the   county    within 

which  the  lauds  out  of   which  it  arises 

are  situated.      We   think   the    cost   and 

trouble  of  collection  will  be  too  ^reat  to 

laake  it  practicable  to  vest  the  tithe  reut- 

chsrge   iu    the    Parish    Council,   and    it 

would  be  the  duty  of  the  County  Council 

collect  it.     Thus  the  interests  of  the 

ifferent    parishes    will    be    duly    safe- 

rded.       All     the    other     classes    of 

TOperty    will    remain    in    the    Commis- 

loQerB,   who  will    have   full  powers    of 

nagement.     Neither  they   uor  any  of 

le  Local  Authorities  will  be  able  to  sell, 

iieoftte,  or  eiehange  the  property  with- 

1  the  conseut  of  the  Local  Government 

'Board.     Now  I  come  to  the  question  of 

Ihe  manner  in  which  we  propose  to  treat. 

ixistiog    Lnteresta — that    is    to    say,    of 

ishops,  clergy,  and  laymen  who  have 

aluable  in  teres  ta  in  the  endowments  of 

the  Church  in  Wales,     Before  I  proceed 

to  detail,  1  will  found    myself    upon   a 

Alefioitiou   which  is,   1  believe,  the  best 


which  has  ever  been  given  of  a  vested 
interest  iu  an  ecclesiastical  property,  and 
which  is  to  be  found  iu  a  spoeidi  of  my 
right  hoij.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian, delivered  in  this  House  on  Maixjh 
I,  1869,  iu  moving  for  leave  to  dis- 
establish the  Irish  Church, 

''The  vcst€<l  irfcterest  of  the  iriuiiml>eiH," 
sfiid  my  right  hori.  Friefid — and  he  uses 
the  term  **  iueumhent "  to  doserihe  not 
merely  the  parish  clergy,  Init  the  Uishop 
or  holder  of  the  ecclesiastical  othce  or 
benefice — 

"  is  quite  distinct  from  his  expectaHr>ii  of  jiro- 
motion  .  ,  .  It  is  a  tltk'  tu  receive  a  certain  aet 
inctjme  from  the  property  of  the  Church  .  ^  ,  The 
vested  interest  with  which  we  hove  tu  deal  is 
the  right  of  the  incuniljeiit  to  be  secured  in  the 
receipt  of  a  certain  Jifiinml  income  from  the 
property  of  the  Church  in  consideration  of  the 
dLHchfirj,'t?  of  certain  duties  to  which  he  is  Ixjund^ 
as  the  cfjuivalent  he  gives  for  that  ineouie,  and 
subject  to  the  laws  by  which  he  is  boimd  of  the 
Religious  Body  to  which  he  belong." 

It  is  iu  that  sense,  and  in  that  sense  only, 
that  we  propose  in  tliis  15111  Ut  recognise 
existing  vested  iuterests  iu  the  Church 
ill  Wales,  Wiierever  a  person,  be  he 
clergyman  or  be  he  layman,  nf  present 
eujoys  a  freehold  office  in  the  Church  in 
consideration  of  the  per  form  a  nee  of  ser* 
vice  or  of  duty  to  the  Church,  he  ought, 
in  our  opinion,  to  receive  under  this 
measure  depriving  him  of  his  oflice, 
ehttUgiag  his  status,  aud  disestablishing 
the  Church,  to  be  placed  in  the  same 
position  pectiuiarily  as  he  was  before 
Parliament  made  that  change  in  his 
status  and  the  status  of  the  Church,  In 
our  judgment,  you  cannot  justly  give  less 
than  that  to  the  person  who  is  at  present 
in  the  exercise  aud  enjoyment  of  the 
particular  office  from  which  wc  propose, 
iu  the  interest  of  the  community  at 
large,  to  displace  him.  But,  on  the  other 
hand,  although  ho  is  eu joying  a  freehold 
office,  and  is  entitled  to  the  emoluments 
which  belong  to  it,  he  holds  and  enjoys 
that  office  conditionally  oo  the  perfonn- 
ance  of  the  duties  that  are  attached  to 
it,  and  he  is  not  entitled  to  go  on  receiv- 
ing what  he  has  hitherto  received,  except 
in  so  far  or  so  long  as  he  continues  to 
perform  the  duties  for  which  the  stipend 
and  pecuniary  emoluments  are  given* 
That,  I  think,  it  a  fair  and  just  prin- 
ciple. We  therefore  propose  that,  so 
long  as  the  holder  of  any  existing  bene-" 
fice  or  office  performs  the  duties  of 
the  ofRce  which  he  held  at  the  date  of 
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disestablishmeTit,  or  is  only  prevented 
from  so  doing  by  aoineoause  other  than 
his  owu  wilful  default,  he  shall  be  en* 
titled  to  receive  the  same  emolumeuts — 
neither  more  nor  less — as  lie  would  have 
becD  if  the  Church  had  not  been  disen- 
dowed. The  practical  cfieet  of  that  will 
be,  as  regards  the  parsonage  aud  glebe, 
that  the  incimibent  will  remain  io  posses- 
sion BO  long  H»  iie  liveij  and  performs  the 
duties  of  the  cure,  aud  he  will  eoutinue 
io  receive  the  rents  and  protitsn*^  regards 
the  tithe  rent-cbarge,  which  ii<,  after  all, 
the  largest  ingredient  in  the  income  of 
the  Weliib    clergy.     He   will   no  longer 
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collect  the  tithe  rent-cbarge^  but  will 
receive  from  the  Welsb  Commissioners 
the  net  proceeds  of  that  charge  an 
far  as  is  a[»propriate  to  his  particular 
parish,  after  deduction  of  the  cofits 
of  collection.  I  said  a  tew  moments 
ago  that  the  tithe  rent  -  charge  is 
to  be  vested  in  the  Countj  Council. 
We  think  it  very  iindesirable  to  bring  the 
County  Council  and  the  existing  incum- 
bents into  the  direct  relation  of  pay- 
masters and  recipients.  Accordingly,  so 
loog  as  these  existing  interests  continue, 
it  will  he  the  duty  of  the  Coirnty  Council, 
when  it  has  collected  the  tithe  and  de- 
ducted from  the  sum  received  the  neces- 
sary expenses  of  collection,  to  pay  over 
to  the  Commissioners  so  much  of  their 
tithe  as  is  weeded  to  meet  the  interests 
which  have  not  expired  and  to  secure  the 
perforuninee  of  the  duties.  The  amount 
required  by  the  Commissioners  will  be  a 
debt  from  the  County  Council  to  the 
Commissioners,  and  will  be  charged  upon 
the  County  Fund.  We  do  not  think 
there  will  be  any  reluctauce  on  the  part 
of  the  County  Council  to  perform  this 
duty*  What  they  will  be  doing  will  be 
keeping  alive  and  collecting  ii  fund  iu 
the  whole  of  which  thej  have  a  direct 
reversionary  interest,  ami  parts  of  which 
will  be  falling  into  their  possession  year 
after  year.  It  will  be  said,  I  have  no 
doubt,  that  this  is  a  slow  process,  and 
that  H  will  postpone  for  an  indefinite 
period  the  ultimate  enjoyment  by  the 
Welsli  people  of  the  property  of  the 
Church.  I  agree  that  that  is  so,  and  so  fur 
as  that  is  a  drawback  it  is  a  drawback 
we  must  acknowledge  and  put  up  with. 
For  what  is  the  alternative  ?  The 
alternative  is  to  adopt  the  Irish  plan  aud 
to  go  in  far  a  system  of  commutation. 
You  cannot  compel  a  man  to  commute  ; 


and>  in  order  to  induce  bim  to  do  so,  you 
will  have  to  do  ^vljat  the  Legislature  bad 
to  do  iu  tlie  case  of  Irebuid,  and  that  is, 
ijtfer  him — ^1  will  not  call  it  a  bribe — -but 
better  terms  in  the  shape  of  some  botms 
or  additional  pecuniary  inducement  than 
t'j'  hi/pofhesi  a  com  pen  Fa  ted  person  is  en- 
titled to  by  law.  What  was  the  cost  in 
the  case  of  the  Irisli  Church  ?  The 
figures  are  very  instructive.  In  the  case 
of  the  Irish  Church  the  origiruil  estimate 
of  the  cost  of  buying  out  existing  in- 
terests was,  as  presented  to  this  House 
by  my  right  bon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Midlothian  after  the  ruoj^t  careful  compu- 
tation, £5,700,000.  But  what  was  the 
actual  cost  ?  It  was,  including  an  adde^J 
bonus  of  12  per  cent,,  £7,5o(),000.  In 
other  words,  the  estimate  was  exceeded 
by  a  sum  of  nearly  £2,000,000  sterling. 
1  may  point  out,  further,  that  commuta- 
tion necessarily  involves  a  lirpiid  central 
fund  from  which  the  necessary  balance  to 
meet  the  capital  charge  can  be  drawn.  If 
you  are  securing  to  each  parish  its  share 
iu  the  endowments  of  the  Church,  it  would 
be  a  tusk  of  inextricable  confusion  and 
insuperable  difticully  to  apportion  the 
capital  charge  so  that  each  particular 
parish  shall  bear  its  own  share  both  of 
principal  and  luterest.  Although  I  admit 
the  drawbacks  of  the  plan  we  propose,  I 
consider  the  arguments  against  the  alter- 
native plan  of  commutation  to  be  far 
s  t  re  n  ger.  A  t  tb  e  sam  o  t  i  m  c ,  we  fee  1  th at  a 
system  absolutely  stereotyping  existing 
interests  might  bear  hardly  both  on  the 
Church  and  on  the  Welsh  people*  It  would 
hear  hardly  upon  the  Church,  liecaase  a 
man  would  be  tied  tr*  the  living  where  he 
happened  to  bo  at  the  time  disestablisb- 
ment  took  place.  He  cotdd  not  leave 
that  living.  He  could  not  be  promoted, 
however  deserving  he  might  be  and  how- 
ever much  his  services  might  he  required 
elsewhere,  without  losing  the  emolumeDts 
for  his  life  and  without  the  church 
coming  under  the  obligation  of  providing 
the  endowment  for  the  living  which  he 
1  ea  v  es .  O  n  th  o  other  b  and ,  i  t  m  i  g  h  t  bear 
hardly  on  the  Welsli  people  in  parishes 
where  there  was  a  mere  handful  of  people, 
and  where  there  was  no  real  use  in  keep- 
ing up  Church  services,  having  regard  to 
the  spiritual  requirements  of  the  popula- 
tion. Those  seem  to  us  to  be  very  serious 
evils,  and  we  therefore  propose,  by  way 
of  meeting  them,  an  alternative  undef 
which  the  incttmbcnt  who  comes  under 
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the  operation  of  thifs  Act  maj  exehauge 

his  existing  iutereRt,  so  long  as  he  coti- 

tJDues    to    discharge    the   duties    of    the 

nefiee,  for  u  compensjiliou  autiiiity  ona 

ver  scale,  and  io  the  Schedule  we  have 

provided  such  scale*     If  the  incumbent 

^u  .50  years  or  upwards^  he  is  to  njreiv© 

Hfceo-fotirths  of    ibe  net  emokiments  of 

^B    benefice;    if  he    is   less   than   50,   a 

^BuctioD    of     l-50th    will   be  made   for 

e^ery  jear  wanting  to  make  tip  his  age 

to  50  years.      To  take    a    typical   case, 

if     the      income     of      a      benefice      is 

£666  6s,  8d.,  the  iucnmbent  who    is    50 

^■^rs    old   would    receive  an   annuity  of 

^|K)0  ;    if  he   is    40,    he    wonld    receive 

£400;  if  30,  £300;  and  so  on  in  proimr- 

In.  We  think  it  desirable,  if  that 
ernative  is  taken  advantage  of,  that 
i  consent  of  the  Church  Body  shoidd 
necessary.  Other  wise  we  might  have 
ineumbent  taking  his  ?itipend  on  the 
lower  scale  and  walking  off  to  some 
Hiber  benefice.  I  must  now^  say  one 
^■brd  with  reference  to  curates.  Curates 
00  not  fait  within  tlie  definition  of  a 
vested  interest  which  I  quoted.  They 
are  not  holders  of  freehold  offices.  They 
bold  at  the  will  of  the  person  whf> 
liploya  them.  In  tiie  case  of  Ireland 
ates  were  compensated,  luit  we  have 
followed  that  precedent.  In  Ireland 
curates  were  divided  into  two  classes 
ermanent  and  non* permanent*  The 
nADCut  curate,  if  I  may  say  so  with- 
ofience,  was  permanent  in  an  Irish 
Ilse,  and  was  treated  as  permanent  if 
I  had  been  in  enjoyment  of  his  cure  for 
years  or  less.  He  was  to  have  an 
Quity  equal  to  his  income,  which  con- 
titiued  80  long  as  he  discharged  spiritual 
duties  in  Ireland  ;  but  the  non-permanent 
curate  was  to  receive  a  gratuity  accord- 
ing to  a  scale  prescribed  by  the  Act. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Midlothian,  in  introducing  the  Irish 
Church  Bill,  said  he  did  not  propose  in 
compensating  cyrales  to  invade  the 
public  or  national  fund.  Tbo  sub- 
MMuent  history  of  the  matter  is 
^By  curious.  Curates  were  to  be 
compensated  if  rbey  were  curates  in 
1871;  that  was  two  years  after  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Act,  and  in  the  course  of  that 
[)enod  there  was  an  extraordinary  and 
uuprecedente*!  multtplicatiofi  in  the  num- 
ber of  curates.  Never,  in  fact,  has  a 
eowntry  been  so  prolific  in  the  production 
curates  as  Ireland   was  at  that  rime. 


for  between  1869  and  1871  the  number 
of  curates  increased  from  563  to  921. 
There  were  others  who  were  not  treated 
as  permanent,  but  these  921  all  ol^tained 
compensation  under  the  Act,  on  the  footing 
that  they  were  entitled,  so  long  as  they 
discharged  spiritiial  duties  in  Ireland,  to 
continue  to  receive  an  annuity  equal  to 
the  income  they  received  at  the  date  of 
disestablishment  :  and  yet  of  the  wiioie 
921  there  were  only  153  whose  annuities 
were  deducted  from  the  autiuities  paid 
to  tlie  incumbent,  so  that  a  curate  was 
able  in  Ireland  to  get  a  life  annuity  for 
himself,  and  yet  he  was  not  permanent 
enough  for  that  annuity  to  be  charged 
upon  the  life  interest  of  the  incumbent. 
Er  h^pothcsi^  he  had  been  permanently 
serving  prior  to  the  Act.  The  result  of 
the  measure  was  that  by  the  12  per  cent, 
bonus  given  a  sum  of  no  less  than 
£1,730,000  was  paid  to  the  curates  in 
Ireland  to  buy  them  out.  When  the 
Hotjse  considers  that  not  one  nf  them 
possessed  a  freehold,  ami  came  within  the 
definition  of  a  vested  interest,  which  I 
have  read,  I  think,  in  this  respect,  the 
preceden  of  the  Irish  Church  is  one 
which  we  should  do  well  not  to  follow. 
I  believe  the  arrangement  under  which 
the  curates  were  made  periiiauent  for  one 
purpose  anil  not  for  another  was  not  due 
to  the  framers  of  the  Bill,  but  w^as  one  of 
those  amendments  on  the  scope  of  the 
Act  to  which  we  are  constantly  indebted 
to  the  more  mature  and  dispassionate 
wisdom  of  a  revising antbonty  elsewhere. 
VV^e  do  not  think  the  ctirates  have  any 
claim  to  be  treated  as  having  a  separate 
claim  for  comi>ensation.  If  the  curate's 
salary  is  paid  out  of  the  incumbent's  in- 
come, so  long  as  the  incumbent  gets,  as 
he  will  under  this  Bill,  secured  to  him  for 
life  his  present  income,  if  he  is  minded  to 
continue  the  services  of  the  curate,  he 
will  be  able  to  pay  him  exactly  what  he 
does  now,  and  the  curate's  position  will 
not  be  injuriously  affected  at  all,  If\  on 
tbo  other  baud,  the  curate  is  paid  from 
other  sources,  as  a  number  are  paid  in 
Wales,  partly  out  of  grants  contributetl 
by  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  the 
Commissioners  will  he  empowered,  so 
far  as  existing  interests  are  concernetl^ 
and  no  further,  to  contintie  to  make  those 
grants  ;  and  I  do  not  know  any  reason 
why  they  should  discontinue  them,  or 
why  the  liberality  of  Churchmen,  wbichj 
makes  up  the  difference^  should  nm  dry 
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in  consequence  of  the  passing  of  this  Bill. 
There  is  one  other  class  of  persons  and 
one  other  only  with  which  I  have  to  deal 
before  I  pass  from  the  question  of  vested 
interests,  and  that  is  the  lay  patrons  of 
the  Church.  In  this  Bill,  as  in  the  Irish 
Act  of  1869,  no  public  patron  will  be 
entitled  to  receive  compensation  for  the 
loss  of  his  patronage.  We  have  endea- 
voured to  ascertain  what  are  the  facts 
and  figures  in  relation  to  patronage  in 
Wales,  and  upon  a  rough  calculation  we 
arrive  at  the  following  result  : — Out  of 
about  970  benefices  626  are  in  the  hands 
of  what  may  be  called  public  patrons — 
that  is  to  say,  either  Bishops,  chapters, 
and  incumbents,  the  Crown  and  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  or  the  Colleges  of  Oxford 
and  Cambridge.  The  residue,  344,  or  a 
little  more  than  one-third  of  the  whole, 
are  in  private  patronage.  Here,  again, 
the  experience  of  the  Irish  Act  is  very 
useful.  Under  section  18  of  the  Irish 
Act  private  patrons  were  to  be  compen- 
sated for  loss  of  their  advowsons,  and  if 
they  were  not  satisfied  with  the  sum 
awarded  to  them  by  the  Commissioners 
they  were  entitled  to  refer  the  matter 
to  arbitration.  We  learn  from  the 
Commissioners  that  the  sale  of  advowsons 
was  a  very  rare  thing  in  Ireland — was,  in- 
deed, so  rare  that  in  several  cases  no 
evidence  showing  the  market  value  could 
be  obtained.  If  the  amount  offered  by 
the  Commissioners  was  not  agreed  to  the 
oase  was  referred  to  arbitration,  and  as, 
in  some  cases  selected  as  typical,  the 
arbitrator  largely  augmented  the  sum 
fixed  by  the  Commissioners,  the  Com- 
mission felt  bound  to  adopt  that  scale  in 
dealing  with  the  remainder,  and  con- 
sequently they  were  obliged  to  allow  a 
much  higher  compensation  than  had  been 
contemplated.  And  even  where  they 
allowed  compensation  on  the  principle  of 
the  typical  cases,  yet  the  amount  was 
still  increased  on  reference  to  arbitration 
of  301  cases  in  which  a  total  sum  of 
£778,000  was  awarded  for  advowsons 
which  were  hardly  marketable  and  in  re- 
spect to  which  no  evidence  of  market 
value  could  be  obtained.  Three  hundred 
owners  of  advowsons  succeeded  in  secur- 
ing no  less  than  £750,000  sterling  No 
wonder  that  the  Commissioners  observe 
in  their  Report  of  1880  that — 
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"The  experience  of  the  working  of  the 
arbitration  clause  with  respect  to  adyowsons  is 
calculated  to   raise  a  doubt  whether  such  a 

Mr,  Asquith 


tribunal  is  an  eligible  one  where  the  claimant 
is  an  individual,  and  where  the  defendants  re- 
present the  public  funds." 

I  think  that  since  the  passing  of  the  Act 
of  1869  opinion  has  changed — I  will  not 
say  advanced — but  it  has  been  largely 
modified  on  this  subject,  and  I  believe  it 
has  changed  quite  as  much,  if  not  more, 
within  the  Church  itself  as  in  the  opinion 
of  persons  outside.  We  have,  moreover, 
but  few  valuable  advowsons  in  Wales. 
I  am  told  that  sales  are  exceedingly  rare, 
and  that  those  that  have  been  actually 
effected  have  been  at  prices  upon  a  low 
and  meagre  scale.  Since  the  Act  of 
1869  we  have  a  precedent  which  we 
propose  to  follow  partly,  because  the 
precedent  was  set  by  a  Conservative 
Government  and  passed  by  a  Parliament 
in  which  there  was  a  large  Conservative 
majority — I  refer  to  the  abolition  of  the 
rights  of  patronage  in  the  Scotch  Church 
in  1874.  We  propose  to  follow  exactly 
the  precedent  of  that  Act.  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  right  or  consistent  with 
precedent  to  take  away  this  class  of  pro- 
perty, however  insignificant  in  valne, 
without  giving  the  owners  a  right  to 
compensation.  We  propose  that,  as  in 
the  case  of  the  Scotch  Church,  any 
patrons  may  claim  compensation,  but  I 
doubt  very  much  whether  a  large  num- 
ber will  claim  compensation.  ["  Oh, 
oh  I  "]  Well,  in  Scotland,  hardly  any 
one  did.  There  were  only  one  or  two 
cases  in  which  claims  were  made  under 
the  Act.  [An  hon.  Member  :  There 
was  no  confiscation  in  Scotland.]  An 
hon.  Member  says  that  in  that  case  there 
was  no  confiscation  ;  but  there  was  con- 
fiscation exactly  in  the  same  sense,  and 
neither  more  nor  less  than  in  this  Bill. 
The  Legislature  for  public  purposes  took 
away  rights  of  property  previously 
guaranteed  by  law.  What  we  propose 
is  to  follow  the  procedure  of  the  Scotch 
Act  and  to  require  any  patron  who 
chooses  to  make  a  claim  to  send  in  his 
application  within  six  months  of  the 
passing  of  the  Act.  We  propose  further 
to  provide,  as  it  was  provided  in  the 
Scotch  Act,  that  the  compensation  shall 
not  in  any  case  exceed,  although  it  may 
be  less,  one  yearns  emoluments  of  the 
benefice  on  the  average  of  its  emolu- 
ments in  the  three  years  prior  to 
the  passing  of  the  Act.  ["Oh,  oh  I"] 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are  mucn 
shocked ;  but  we  are  following  the  pre- 
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lent  of  their  owu   Goveriinieot,     Wc 

ropose   that  this  muu,  whatever  it  maj 

B,  whether  it  ftmoiiut^  to   or  falls  short 

tie  year^'n   emohimetits,  sIihII   not  he 

mitil  the  oetnirreiice  of  u.  vsK^aiicy^ 

ad  then,  ou  the  falliiig-Iu  of  the  ves^tt^d 

ttterest,  that  the  patron  shall  he  uUowod 

per  ceut,  interest  thiriug  the  time  hti  i^ 

kept  out  of  his  money.     As  to  the  other 

lny  oflicers  of  tlie  Church,  they  are  few  iu 

ttuniher,  autl   1   ueetl  ouly   say  that  pro- 

^1910118  lire  tuaile  to  compeusfate  them  for 

Hoy  loss  they  nmy  sustjiin.     I  now  i^cuie 

to  the  ultimate  applieatlou,  subject  to  the 

phiims  of  exi8tiu^  iiuerests,  of  the  fund 

irhich  will  be  placed  at  the  disposal  of 

ihc  Welsh    people.     1  have   aheady  t^aid 

TtiHt  the  property  witb  which  we  linve  to 

deal   may   be   divided    iuto    two    classes. 

First,  what   I    called  panK-hial   property, 

which     is    uow    auuexed    to    particular 

^^^euelices  ;  and,  seeoudly,  central  property 

^Hhow     held     by    episcopal    aud    eu])ituhir 

^Bodies,  aud  vested   iu  the   Eceicsiantical 

^KommisaioDers*      As  to   imth   pro[iertits 

^^like  we  haveeuumcrated  iu  the  Schedule 

of   the  Bill   the  purposes   to  which  they 

Bay  be  applied  Ijy  the  authorities  whom 

[  Bhall  afterwards  describe,  Tlie  Schedule 

ays  that  the  ptirposes  tr»  wlucb   the  pro- 

erty  Jiiay  he  applied   are  as  follows  :^ 

the    creetiou   or  support   of   cottage   or 

ther   hospitals,  or   dispeusaries,  or  eou- 

iteseeut  homes^  the  provision  of  trairicil 

iur^es  for  the   sick   poor,  the  fouudatiou 

aod    raaiuteuauce   of    public,    parish,    or 

listrict  balls,  tuatitates,  aud  lihraries,  the 

jvisiou    of    labourers*    dwellings    and 

Ulotmeuts,  the  support  of  technical  aud 

^igher  education,  including  tlie  establisli- 

fteut    and    maititeuuuce    of    a    National 

[library,   Museum,  or   Academy   of  Art, 

auy  other  public  purpose  of  local  and 

ueral  utility  for  which   provision  has 

tot  been   made  by  Statute  out  of  public 

Itea.  Tbese  beiug  the  uklmate  purposes 

which     the    fund    is     destined,    the 

Bachujery    of    its    application  will  vary 

ccurdiug  as  it  helongs  to  oue  or  other 

the  categories  I  have  described.     In 

lie  Cttse  of  the  parochial  funds  the  pro- 

erty  will  be  applied  nuder  schemes  to 

made  by  the  County  Councils  for  the 

irious  couDtics  and  to   he  approved  l>y 

be  Com Qiiss loners.     It  will  be  an    la- 

ructioti  contained    m    the    Act,    whitdi 

rill  have  to  he  followed   iu   the  framing 

od  carrying  out  of  these  schemes,  that 

lie  interests  of  the  particular  parish  out 
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of  which  the  parochial  fuud  arises  shalt 
be  maiidy  aud  primarily  considered. 
With  refer eui'e  to  the  central  fund,  de- 
riveil  from  episcopal  and  capitular  re- 
venues, the  administration  wilt  remain 
in  the  hands  of  the  Conunisstoners  them- 
selves. It  will  l(c  a  small  fund  compared 
with  the  other,  but  yet  I  thiuk  it  may  he 
usefully  applied  to  purposes  of  a  general 
character  connected  with  the  interests  of 
the  Principality  as  a  whole.  That  fund 
is  to  be  charged  in  the  first  instance  with 
the  expetjses  of  admiulsteriug  the  Act; 
aud  the  surplus  is  to  be  applied,  under 
schemes  to  he  framed  by  the  Commis- 
sioners tbemsclve^s,  subject  to  appeal  to 
the  Queen  In  Council,  with  a  provision 
that  not  less  than  two-t birds  is  to  he 
devoted  totecbnicul  and  bigher  education, 
including  iti  particular  the  establishment 
aud  nuiiuteuauce  of  a  National  Library, 
Museum,  aud  Academy  of  Art.  The 
Coaimissioners  are  to  have  power  to  vest 
property  in,  or  to  appropriate  it  to  the 
use  of,  the  uewly-coustitutcd  Uuiversity 
of  Wales  or  any  joint  committee  of  the 
County  Councils. 

Mu.  A.  J,  BALFOl'R  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  May  tbey  boirow  ou  security  ? 

Mh.  ASQUJTH  :  The  Commissioners 
may  burrow  ;  not  the  County  Councils. 
There  are  no  borrowing  powers  given  to 
aiivoue  but  the  Commissioners. 

Mr.  a.  J,  BALFOUR  :  The  schemes 
to  he  framed  l«y  tbe  County  Couucil  may 
c  c  ui  t  em  pi  a  t  e  bo  r ro  w  i  n  g  ? 

*Mk.  ASQCITII:  No;  that  is  uot  the 
intention.  The  schemes  to  be  framed 
by  the  County  Councils  will  be  schemes 
appropriating  the  income  from  property 
which  will  he  vestotl  in  them  or  iu  the 
parishes,  Tlic  borrowing  powers  will  be 
confined  totheComuiissioners.  We  hope  in 
this  way  to  safeguard,  as  a  possession  for 
ever  and  not  as  a  mere  dwindling  fund  to 
be  drawn  upon  to  meet  the  transient  ex- 
igencies of  the  hour,  this  national  property, 
so  that  it  may  be  applied  to  purposes  of 
local  and  general  interest  for  which  at 
present  no  provision  or  no  adequate  pro- 
vision is  made  by  the  law  of  the  land. 
We  have  sought,  as  far  as  we  could,  to 
conciliate  aud  harmonise  all  these  local 
and  general  iuterests.  We  recognise  to 
the  full  that  as  to  the  hulk  of  the  pro- 
perty the  locality  has  the  first  chiim,  and 
that  the  fund  should  he  applied  to  the 
benefit  of  the  locality.  Wc  do  not  thiuk 
j  we  are  either  flying  iu  the  face  of  Welsh 
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tieotitneut  or  doiug  itijustice  to  the  claims 
of    localities    if  we  reserve  this  central 
fuud,  at  preseot  devoted  to  tio  local  pur- 
poses,   for   applioatiou    to    purposes    in 
which  Wales  as  a  whole  is  interested,  and 
of    which    no    local    comrannity    can    be 
expected    to    bear    the     bnrdeiL      Tlie 
localities    have    the    iirst     cltum  ;      but 
thej    are    oiilj    tributaries   to   the  great 
general  stream  of  Welsh  national  life.     I 
apologise   to   the    House   for    the    great 
length    Tit    which    I    have    addressed  it. 
There  are,  of  course,  in  the  Bill  a  number 
of  iisioor  provisions  with  which   I  have 
not   attempted    to   deal,   as  they    would 
encumber   the  already    too   cumbersome 
exposition  of  the  Bill  which  I  have  given 
to  the  House*     I  will  venture  to  appeal 
to  die  House  to  reserve  detailed  criticism 
until  they  see  the  Bill  itself  in  print.     In 
1869,  on  the  introduction    of  the  Irish 
Church  Bill — 1\,  Bill  of  greater  complexity 
thau  this — Mr.   Disraolip    who  was  then 
the    Leader  of  the   Coaservativo  Party, 
stated,  I  suppose  with   the  general  con- 
currence of  his  Party,  that  in  his  opinion, 
provided  ample  time  were  given  between 
the  First  Keading  and  the  Second  Reading 
for  the  full  considerauoti  of  the  provisioas, 
it  would  be  wiser  and  better  not  to  enter, 
on  the  necessarily   imperfect  ex. position 
of  a  Minister,  upon  a   criticism   of   the 
plan  of  the  Govornmeut ;   and  I  find  from 
Hansard  that  so  literally  and   faithfully 
was  that  advice  followed  that  the  House 
positively   had   the  advantage  of  rising 
thai  evening  at  half-past  H  o'clock.    I  do 
not  feel  justified  in  anticipating  any  such 
good    fortune   on   the   present    occasion. 
But,    without   in   any   way  deprecating 
natural  and  legitimate  criticism,  I  do  feel 
that  minute  criticism  may    xidiy   well  he 
postponed  until  the  Bill  is  in   the   hands 
of  Members.      We  present   this   Bill  to 
Parhamont  in  the  ftrm  belief  tliat  if  it  be 
carried  it  will    uot    hinder,    but    it  will 
rather  help,  the  work  of  the  Church  in 
Wales.     ["  Oh,  oh!'']    I  know  that  lion. 
Gentlemen   opposite    will    not    give    ns 
the  credit  for  that  belief.     They  cannot 
conceive  that  in  a  matter  of  this  kind  we 
can  be  actuated   by  highej*  motives  than 
the   most   miserable   and    transient  con- 
siderations of   petty    Party   expediency. 
We  believe  that  in  submitting  this  Bill  to 
Parliament  we  are  taking  the  best  step 
that  statesmanship  can  devise  to  put  an 
end  to  a  state  of  things  which,  so  long  as 
it  lasts,  will  he  a  cons  tan  t  sotireo  of  em- 
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bitterment    and    animosity    amongst   the 
various  sections  of  the  community  which 
constitute  the  Principality,  ami  wliicli,  as 
a  source  of  embitterment  nm\  animosity, 
must    largely  hamper    the   efforts  which 
they   are    all    making    to    improve   and 
advance  the  religious  and  spiritual  con- 
dition of  the  people.     We  rest  our  posi- 
tion upon  the  broad  principles  of  justice. 
We  cannot  believe  it  to  be  to  the  interest 
of  the  Church— we  know  it  is  not  to  the 
interest  of  the  State — to  maintain  in  the 
country  in   a    position    of   privilege  and 
ascendency  a  Church    which    represents 
the  religious  opinions  of  a  small  minority, 
and   which    enjoys  exclusively  property 
which,  in  our  view,  is  national  property, 
to  be  appropriated  to  national  purposes, 
by  no  other  title  than  an  historical    title 
the  origin  of  which  will  not  bear  civreful 
examination,  and  which  certainly  ha«  not 
been  strengthened  in   its  hold  upon  the 
convictions  and  confidence  of  the  Wel?h 
people  hy  the  events  which   have  since 
occurred.     We  think  that  in  this  Bill  we 
do   no    injustice    to    the    Church.      We 
preserve  jealously,  aye,  and   I  will  oven 
say  generously,  every  interest   w^hich  id 
entitled  to  recognition  or  consideration  at 
the    hands    of    Parliament,      Subject    to 
that,   wo  set  free  for   purposes  of  great 
and  lasting  public  benefit  a  property  to 
which  the  Welsh  people,  and  the  Welsh 
people   alone,    have,    in    our   opinion,   a 
legitimate  title. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  leave  be  ^iv^ix  to  bring  in  a  BiJl  tti 
terminate  the  EstabHahment  of  the  Charch  of 
England  iu  Wales  and  Monmouthshire,  and  tA 
raake  provision  in  respect  of  the  temporalitiei 
\  hereof. ' ' — (  Mr.  Sfr rrta nj  A t^q « \t h.) 

♦Sm    M,    HICKS  BEACH    (BristoJ, 

W.)  I  Mr,  Speaker,  whatever  our  opinions 
may  be  as  to  the  policy  Her  Mujesty't 
Govoruraent  have  adopted,  or  as  to  the 
views  which  the  right  lion.  Gentleman 
has  expressed,  I  think  we  shall  all  agree 
that  we  are  deeply  indebted  to  bim  for 
the  able  and  lucid  manner  in  which  he 
has  explained  this  Bill,  But  in  the 
whole  course  of  my  Parliamentary  ex- 
perience I  never  remember  a  measure  of 
such  importance  presented  to  the  House 
of  Commons  supported  by  so  little  argti* 
ment.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred 
to  the  introduction  of  the  Irish  Church 
Bill  in  1869,  and  to  the  brief  period  occu- 
pied by  the  Debate  on  the  First  Read- 
ing.      Has  he  forgotten  that  the  whole 
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stioo  of  principle  had  been  threshed 
oat  in  Debates  oi'cMipying  ihiys  and 
eks  in  this  House  before  I  he  introduction 
tihe  BUi  ?  Has  he  forgouen  that  the 
bject  had  been  brought  before  the 
II u try  at  a  General  Election,  at  whh?h 
electors  had  pronmrnced  m  favour  of 
It  policy,  and  that  therefore  all  that 
otained  for  the  Minister  to  do  was  to 
explain  to  the  House  of  Commons  the 
mode  ill  which  he  proposed  to  give  effect 
to  it  ?  Id  the  matter  which  they  have 
taken  up  to-iMght  1  think  Her  Majetity*r< 
Government  have  attempted  to  deal  with 
as  grave  and  difficult  a  question  as  could 
beconsidered  by  Parliament,  It  is  nothing 
lees  than  an  alteration  in  those  rola- 
tioDS  between  Church  and  iState  whicli 
have  existed  in  this  country  longer  than 

t  House  of  Commons  itself,  and  which 
more  deeply  intertwined  with  every 
t  of  the  history  of  our  social  f»nd 
national  life  than,  perhaps,  any  part  of 
Olir  political  ayatem,  I  rongratiilate,  t\\ 
aoy  rate^  Her  Majesty's  Government  that 
in  approaching  this  question   they   have 

fjroachod  it  in  a  different   manner  to 
t  of  last  year.      The  unfortnnute  fate 
the  right  hon,   Oentlcman   hist  year 
wa«     this — that  he    had    to    produce   a 
tniBerabJe  Sui^pensory  Bill,  which,   if  it 
bad  become  law,  would  have  been  on  the 
^pint  of  expiring  at  the  present  moment, 
H^  would  have  done  absolutely  no  good 
^B  the  advocates  of  disestablishment  and 
^■Bendowment,  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
tt  would  have  conferred  no  slight  Injury 
Jiod  annoyance  on   the  members  of   the 
Church — a   Bill   which  fell   rftiH-l)orn  at 
ike    inomenl    of    its    introduction,    and 
^Bhich     everybody     knew      wotil<l     not 
^Koceed  any  further,  because  it  was  ob- 
^■pusLj  only  a  sop  to  induce  the  Weli^h 
^Badicals  to  support  the  Government  in 
their  Home   Rule  policy.      It  had  that 
JTect,    and    it    wasted    a    night  of    our 
rliaraentary    time,     and     that     ia,    I 
pk,      a     sufficient     epitaph     for    the 
11,      The  Bill  the   right  hon.  Gentle- 
|iu  proposes  to  lay  before  the  House  to- 
jht  is  a  very  ditForent  measure.     What 
[the  reason  for  the  changed  course   the 
ttvemmeiit  have  adopted   in  regard   to 
lis  great  question  ?     Some   men  attri- 
|te  it  to  the  pressure  of  thetr  Welsh 
J  porters.       Wo     hear    yery    often   a 
deal     of    talk    from    the    Welsh 
supporters    of    the    Government    as    to 
wbat   they   will  do  in    certain    contin- 


gencies. That  talk  has  never  yet  pro- 
coeiled  to  deeds,  and  I  believe  it  never 
will.  1  do  not  think  Her  Majesty's  Go* 
vernment  have  been  Influeuced  in  their 
cha nj^ed  attitude  to  this  question  by  any 
fear  of  a  Welsh  revolt  ;  but  I  do 
think  they  have  been  influenced  by 
a  certain  change  tliat  has  occurred  in 
the  composition  of  the  Government. 
We  all  know  how  long  and  steadfastly 
the  right  lion.  Gentleman  the  Memfjer 
for  Midlothian  resisted  this  policy  of 
disestablishjneut  and  disendowmcnt  in 
Wales  as  against  a  Church  of  Avhich  he 
was  certainly  an  attached  member.  We 
know  that  he  would  have  l^een  a  most 
ridactant  supporter  and  a  still  more  re- 
luctant promoter  of  snch  a  Bill  as  has 
been  laid  before  the  House  to-njght.  He 
has  gone  from  the  position  winch  he 
occupied,  and  we  have  in  his  place  a 
Prime  Minister  who  "cares  for  none  of 
these  tidugs,**  who  is  ready  to  sup- 
port one  Established  Church  in  any 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom,  or  several 
Kstahlished  Churches,  or  none  at  all^ 
but  who  has  a  holy  horror  of  an 
Established  Church  whose  members 
vote  ligainst  his  political  opinions.  Then, 
in  the  Leader  of  this  Ifotise  we  have  a 
very  able  man,  who,  I  remember,  a  good 
many  years  ago  said  that,  in  his  opinion, 
he  was  a  purblind  politician  who  could 
not  see  that  in  the  event  of  disestablish- 
ment the  residuary  legatee  would  be  the 
Church  of  Rome.  I  do  not  think  tha'u 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  liked  thai 
prospect  then  ;  I  wonder  how  he  likes 
it  now  ?  He  has  been  sitting  for  some 
time  past  on  the  fence,  and  has  now  com- 
fortably come  down  upon  the  disestal>Iish- 
ment  side.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  is  a  politician  of  a 
different  calibre.  I  believe  in  intro- 
ducing this  Bill  be  is  expressing  his 
own  opinion  and  that  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  Cabinet  ;  that  it  is  in- 
troduced because  they  believe  in  a 
policy  of  disestablishment  and  disendow- 
raent  on  account  of  its  own  merits.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  assents  to  that 
proposition.  I  am  glad  to  hear  it,  for 
the  fact  removes  this  subject  from  that 
wretched  position  in  vrbich  it  ha^ 
hitherto  been  placed  by  gentlemen  on  that 
Beuch  —  namely,  that  they  snpported 
disestablishment  and  disendowmcnt,  not 
with  referenec  to  the  merits  of  the  ques- 
tion, but  merely  because  a  majority  of 
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the  electors  of  one  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom  require  it.  We  know  now  the 
case  we  have  to  deal  with,  and  the 
country  will  know,  too,  what  is  the 
policy  of  the  Government.  But,  Sir,  if 
this  measure  is  promoted,  as  it  is  now,  on 
its  merits,  we  are  entitled,  and  the  country 
is  entitled,  to  call  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  some  exposition  of  the 
arguments  by  which  it  is  to  be  justified. 
It  is  surely  no  light  matter  to  alter 
the  connection  between  Church  and 
State  in  this  country  which  has  existed 
for  so  many  ages,  and  which,  if  abolished, 
will,  I  believe,  be  a  serious  loss  to  the 
great  bulk  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
and  will  benefit  none,  not  even  those  who, 
in  my  opinion,  are  moved  by  envy  and 
jealousy  to  agitate  for  it  now.  It  is 
surely  no  light  thing  that  you  should  say 
to  the  Church  that  she  has  no  title  what- 
ever to  the  endowments  which  she  never 
received  from  the  State,  but  which  were 
given  to  her  by  pious  donors  in  genera- 
tions past ;  that  you  should  state,  as  if 
it  were  a  matter  that  did  not  admit  of 
argument,  that  the  State  has  a  right  to 
take  away  that  which  the  State  never 
bestowed  ;  and  that  revenues,  which  you 
admit  are  dealt  with  in  a  way  which 
does  very  much  good,  should  be  taken 
away  from  the  body  that  possesses 
them,  when  you  are  absolutely  unable  to 
show  how  they  can  be  devoted  to 
any  better  purpose.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman last  year  spoke  of  those  who 
opposed  this  policy  on  its  merits  as 
belated  controversialists.  I  will  ven- 
ture to  say  for  myself,  and  I  think 
I  may  for  many  others,  that,  in  our 
opinion,  disendowment  spells  the  same 
thing  as  plunder  and  sacrilege  ;  and  I 
know  no  other  meaning  that  can  be 
attached  to  those  two  last  words  than 
such  a  proposition  as  that  laid  before  the 
House  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  to- 
night. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  seems 
to  consider  that  because  the  Liberal 
Party  is  pledged  to  this  policy,  and  be- 
cause, forsooth,  nearly  the  whole  of  the 
Bepresentatives  in  this  House  from 
Wales  desire  it,  that  therefore  this  is 
suflicient  justification  for  its  introduction. 
I  think  we  may  fairly  answer  that  by 
saying  that  the  Conservative  Party  is 
pledged  against  it,  and  that,  in  our 
opinion,  which  I  think  would  be  ac- 
cepted by  any  fair-minded  man  who 
has    heard    the    speech    of    the     right 

Sir  M.  Hichs'Beach 


hon.  Gentleman,  this  is  not  a  matter 
which  relates  to  Wales  alone.  It  is 
a  matter  which  vitally  affects  the 
Church  of  England,  and  upon  which  the 
votes  of  the  great  majority  of  English 
Members  are  opposed  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  quoted  the  Irish  precedent,  but  that  is 
only  begging  the  question,  unless  you  can 
show,  what  I  think  cannot  be  shown, 
that  the  cases  are  identical,  or  what  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
seems  to  doubt,  that  the  disestablishment 
and  disendowment  of  the  Church  has 
been,  on  the  whole,  an  unmixed  benefit 
to  Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
condescended  to  certain  statements  which 
I  cannot  call  arguments,  because  some  of 
them  were,  I  think,  at  variance  with 
historical  facts  and  others  of  them 
answered  each  other.  He  referred  to 
the  Church  in  Wales  as  something  like 
an  alien  Church.  It  has  been  conclusively 
proved  in  this  House  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
that  the  Church  in  Wales  is  as  much  the 
Welsh  Church  as  the  Church  in  England 
is  the  English  Church.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  spoke  of  it  as  a 
symbol  of  national  discord.  Why 
is  it  a  symbol  of  national  discord  ? 
Is  it  because  the  Church  in  past  genera- 
tions in  Wales  did  not  do  its  duty  to 
the  people  among  whom  it  was  placed  ? 
[**  Hear,  hear  !  "]  The  sentiment  is 
cheered.  Does  not  even  the  hon.  Member 
who  cheers  it  know  that  if  there  was  a 
deadness  in  the  Church  of  Wales,  a» 
undoubtedly  there  was  100  years  ago> 
that  was  the  fault,  not  of  the  Church 
or  of  its  ministers,  but  of  the  Govern- 
ments of  this  country  in  London,  who 
prevented  the  Church  by  their  action 
from  doing  the  work  which  it  might 
otherwise  have  done  ?  That  fact, 
again,  has  been  conclusively  proved 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian. Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
contend  that  it  is  solely  a  Welsh  Church  ? 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Midlothian 
has  again  conclusively  proved  that  the 
Church  has  been  one  in  England  and 
Wales  for  many  centuries  of  its  history, 
and  it  is  our  intention  on  this  side  of 
the  House  by  all  the  exertions  in  our 
power  to  keep  her  so.  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  consider  that  the  Church 
is  to  blame  for  the  zeal  and  assiduity 
which  she   now  devotes   to   her  work  ? 
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He  did  not  say  any  thing  of  the  kind,  but 

tat  is  tbe  real  root  of  the  attack  dow 
ade  upon  her.     He   charged  her   with 
eluding   but  a  small    miuoritj   of   the 
populatioQ.     Well,    Sir,    she    is    inalfiiii^ 
every    exertioii    to    iuclude    a    nrnjoritv 
withio  her  fold*     If  she  di>es  so,  what  h 
fiuid  of  her  ?    If  ahe  points  to  «3norniou.sly 
Bicreased  numbers  in  her  scIiooIh,  in   the 
number  of  persons  I'on firmed,  and  in  bcr 
c'ommiiuieants,    slie    in    told    thai  j*he  in 
proselytising  and  kidnapping.    iShe  is  told 
that    sbe,  tbe     Churt:h    of    the    rieb,    is 
tnaktug  an  aggression  on  tbe  Ghnrdi  of 
the    poor.     She  is    blamed    because  slie 
did    nothing    in    tbe    past    aud    because 
she    does    too  mucli    now,  and    the   re- 
want  that  tbe  riglit  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
Bpsea   to  her  ministers  for  the   zeid  ajid 
^fttivity   which    he    admits,  in  that   they 
^nall  be  deprived  of  payment  for  the  work 
whicli     they    do.     Now,    tliere    is    one 

tk  arguinent,  and  as  far  as  I  know 
argument  only,  which  I  uee^l  notice 
At  any  greater  length  in  contiection  with 
this  matter.  It  is  this,  that  because 
nearly  all  tbe  Members  of  Parliament 
from  Wales  arc  in  favoiir  olf  this  policy, 
therefore  it  shoidd  be  adopted  by  Parlia- 
meat.  In  the  first  plaice,  I  woubl  venture 
to  fiiiggest  that  the   proportion   lie  I  ween 

»B  number  of  Representatives  from 
files  who  arc  in  favour  of  this  policy 
and  those  who  are  against  it  is  very 
different  from  the  proportion  lictwcen 
tbe  number  of  electors  who  voted  ju 
Javour  of  it  and  the  number  wdio  voted 
liost  it. 

f  An  hon,  Mkmber  :  No  I 

ISiR  M.  HICKS-BEACH:   Ob!  but 

(Is  so.     There  were  one-third,  und  more 
&D  f)ue*third,  of  the  electors  of  Wales 

(tbe  last  General  Elerttoii  who  voted  for 
Ddidate^who  wtuiM  have  l»een  opposed 

I  the  policy  of  Her   Majesty's   Govern- 

^tlt.  ' 

UjorJONES  (Carmarthen,  lI-c):   I 

ij  say  that  many  of  the  Unionist  can- 

*iites   were   in    favour  of  discstablisb- 

Qt. 

iBis  M,  HICKS-BEACH  :  The  hon. 
ember,  if  he  objects  to  my  statements  or 
Lu  prove  that  tljey  are  incorrect,  will 
have  an  opportunity  of  replying.  Hut  I 
go  on  to  say  that  even  if  he  were  right  as  to 
the  proportion  of  those  Welsh  electors  who 
voted  for  this  policy  as  com  pared  with  those 
jj^O  voted  against  it,  I   think   we  have 


seen  some  recent  symptoms  In  a  certain 
Wet^h  county,  which  I  do  not  think  hon. 
Members  from  Wales  will  deny,  that 
these  proportions  may  be  considerably 
altered  when  another  General  Election 
comes  upon  us.  But,  taking  the  matter 
as  it  stands,  supposing,  if  ymi  like,  that 
less  than  one-tbird  of  the  Welsh  electors 
are  against  the  disestabiisbment  and  dis- 
endowment  of  tbe  Church,  is  that  any 
reason  why  the  Church  is  to  be  dis- 
established and  disendowed  in  Walcs^ 
the  Church  which  is  not  only  of  Wales, 
but  also  of  England  ?  Now,  there  is 
nothing  which  Parliament  bas  ever  done 
for  Wales  which  justifies  such  an  argu- 
ment as  that.  I  know  there  have  been 
matters,  such  as  intermciliate  educsition, 
turnpikes,  and  Sunday  closing,  in  which 
Parliamciit  has  legislated  separately  for 
Wales,  but  each  and  all  of  those  subjects 
are  matters  which  really  might  be  left 
to  be  legislated  for  by  tbe  County  Coun- 
cil of  any  county  in  the  Kingdom. 
They  are  purely  local  matters  ;  they  have 
no  importance  whatever  bevond  the  im- 
mediate locality  concerned.  That  is  not 
the  case  with  the  policy  w4iich  Her 
Majesty^s  Government  have  proposed  to- 
night. That  is  a  policy  dealing  with 
the  wiiole  iaterests  of  England  and 
Wales.  They  cannot  deny  it.  It  is  so  ; 
ami  the  only  argument  on  which  the 
claim  can  be  justified  that  the  majority  of 
tlic  Welsh  electors  or  of  the  Welsh 
Mendjcrs  shall  decide  the  policy  of  Par- 
liament on  the  subject  of  tbe  Church  in 
Wales  is  that  Wales  is  entitled  to  be 
dealt  with  and  considered  as  a  separate 
nationality.  Now,  I  am  sure  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  not  prepared 
to  admit  that  Wales  can  be  consiilered 
and  dealt  w^ith  as  a  separate  nationality. 
They  have  given  no  sign  w^ia lever  that 
any  of  tbem  are  prepared  to  make  any 
piopi>sals  upon  that  subject  to  the  extent 
to  w^bich  they  'went  last  Session  with 
regard  to  Ireland,  but  even  if  they  did, 
they  declined  to  allow  the  Irisb  Legis- 
lature to  deal  wirb  <|uestions  of  the  esta- 
blisihment  and  endowment  of  a  Church, 
and  how  can  thej  claim  for  Wales,  on 
which  they  do  not  propose  to  confer 
Home  Rule,  greater  powers  to  decide 
r|nestions  of  the  estal>lishment  and  endow- 
ment of  a  Church  than  they  proposed  in 
the  case  of  Ireland  ?  I  hope  I  shall  not 
give  offence  to  hon,  Members  from  Wales, 
who,  I  know,  are  very  sensitive  npon  the 
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subject,  but  1  would  venture  to  deny 
that,  historically,  Wales  lias  any  el  aim  to 
be  considered  as  a  separate  uatiouality  nX 
alK  Why,  iis  we  have  heard  to*iiight 
from  the  right  bon,  Geutleinaii,  Wiiles 
ha*  not  even  any  recog-nised  jmtioiml 
bouudarj.  Nobody  cau  tell  Avbere  th(j 
boundary  of  Wales  ends  aud  where  the 
boundary  of  England  begins.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  obliged  by  his  Bill  to 
inchide  Monmouthshire  in  Wales,  although 
civilly  Monmouthshire  is  outside  it. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  talked 
of  Monmouthshire  as  predomiuatingly 
Welsh,  it  occurred  to  me  that  if  lie  hail 
oonsultetl  the  Kgureg  of  the  last  Census  1 
think  he  would  have  found  something 
like  this  result — that  whereas  alvou! 
217,000  persons  in  Monuioutb shire  speak 
English  only,  only  otic-sixtb  of  that 
number  speak  Welsh  or  are  bi-liugual, 
and  I  think  only  something  like  ?5,OC)0 
speak  Welsh  onlv, 

♦Mr.  A8QUITH  ;  I  did  not  say  Wtlsh- 
epeaking.  What  I  said  was  of  predomi- 
natingly Welsh  habits  aud  sympathies. 

Bin  M.  HLCKS-BEACH  :  But  if  a 
person  cannot  speak  Welsh,  is  he  or  is  he 
not  a  Welshman  ?  All  I  wish  to  argtie 
18  this — that,  so  far  as  boundaries  are 
concerued,  there  is  no  dividiug  natioual 
boundary  for  Wales.  But  Wales  has  not 
the  essentials,  and  never  had  theessentials, 
of  a  separate  national  existence.  Wales 
has  never  had  a  capital  conmiou  to  both 
North  and  South  Wales.  Even  now,  if 
Welshmen  desire  to  meet  in  conference 
from  North  and  South  Wales,  they 
have  to  meet  at  Shrewsbury,  Wales 
haa  never  had  a  separate  govern* 
naent — ^a  single  government  for  the 
whole  country,  or  a  single  Legis* 
lature  for  the  whole  country.  She 
never  has  had  a  separate  national  exist- 
ence, and  therefore  I  contend  that  to  claim 
that  this  question  shall  be  decided  with 
refereoce  to  the  Chiirch  on  the  ground 
of  separate  Welsh  nationality  is  to  set  up 
a  claim  which  the  policy  and  actions  of 
Her  Majesty^s  Government  have  abso- 
lutely negatived,  aud  whicli  nothing  in 
history  can  supjwrt.  I  really  fee!  myself 
debarred  from  going  at  length  into  argu- 
ments against  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  We  arc  on  the  defence. 
It  is  for  those  who  attack  the  ins  tit  u- 
tioti  which  we  defeml  to  prmluce  in 
the  first  place  their  arguments  agaiust 
it.     Beyond  a    few  set   phrases,  which 
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I  think  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
picked  up  from  some  of  his  Welsh 
allies,  and  which  1  cannot  imagine  he 
really  believes  himself,  he  gave  us  no 
argument  whatever  on  behalf  of  this 
measure^  I  will  turn  for  a  few^  minutes 
to  the  consldenition^ — I  hope  not  too  de- 
tailed consideration,  which  I  agree  wnth 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  cannot  be 
entered  upon  with  advantage  now — of 
some  uf  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  In 
the  fir^t  place,  with  regard  to  the  dis- 
establishment part  of  tbo  measure.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  based  himself 
oti  the  model  of  the  Irish  Act,  But  I 
do  not  think  be  laid  sufficient  stress  on 
the  complete  difference  tfua  Establish- 
ment between  the  circumstances  with 
which  ho  has  to  tlenl  in  this  case  aud 
those  with  which  ihc  Irish  Act  had  to 
deal.  The  Irish  Church  %vas  a  separate 
Churcb — -ecclesiai^tically  a  completely 
separate  Church.  She  -was  united,  it  is 
true,  by  Act  of  ParHament  w  ith  the  Eng- 
lish Church,  but  by  Act  of  Parliament 
only.  She  was  completely  separate  in 
every  other  way,  and  therefore  it  was  a 
very  much  simpler  aud  easier  matter  for 
Parliament  to  deal  with  the  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Irish  Church  than  it  is  for 
Parliamenl  to  deal  with  tbe  tHsestJihlish- 
mtut  of  what  is  not  a  Welsh  Church  at 
all,  but  four  dioceses  in  Wales  which 
form  part  of  the  Church  of  England, 
Now,  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
admits  tbat  disestahlishmeut  in  this  Bill 
means  tbe  complete  abolition,  so  far  as 
tliese  dioceses  are  concerneil,  of  all  eccle- 
siastical law,  of  the  provincial  courts,  of 
Convocation,  of  patiouage,  of  Church 
discipline,  of  power  over  Church  ritual  and 
ceremonies — of  the  whole  law,  in  fact, 
w^hich  governs  a  Chnreh*  These 
ilioceses,  with  respect  to  thai,  are 
to  IjG  completely  cut  <»frby  <1  is  establish- 
ment from  the  rest  of  the  Church  of 
England.  What  is  to  be  their  relation  U> 
the  Churcb  of  England  in  the  future  ? 
Now,  that  is  a  very  important  question, 
which  the  nglit  liou.  Gentleman,  so  far 
as  I  heard,  has  not  attempted  to  explain. 
He  jiracticallj,  as  far  as  I  conld  see^ 
proposes  to  estalilish,  l)y  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, ecclesiastical  anarchy  in  Wales, 
No  doubt  be  leaves  it  open  to  a  Church 
Body,  if  a  Church  Body  be  coostituled* 
although  he  does  not  propose  to  cod» 
stitute  one  by  the  Bill — he  leaves  it  open 
to  a  Church    Body   to  constitute  Itself ^ 
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^nd  for  its  members  to  subject  themselves, 
if  thej  choose,  to  anv  laws  they  may 
desire.     But  I  thick  "we  are  entitled  to 
flome  fuller  explauation  than  we  have  jet 
.received  from  the  right  hon.  Gentlemau — 
though  I  hope  he  will  not  supose  I  am 
in  any  yrskj  finding  fault  with  the  fullness 
with  which  he  has  explained  his  Bill — 
of    the    manner    in    which    these   four 
dioceses  are  to  govern   themselves ;  by 
what  law  they  are  to  be  governed  ;  and 
what  is  to  be  their  precise  relation  to 
their  brethren   in  the  English  Church  ? 
The  Church  of  Ireland  is  a  separate  and 
independent  body.  Are  these  four  Welsh 
dioceses  to  be  a  separate  and  independent 
Church  ?     If  that  be  so,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman   wantonly,   and    I    will  add 
wickedly,  mutilates  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land.    I  am  talking  not  of  temporalities 
but  of  ecclesiastical  and  spiritual  affairs. 
What  right  has  he  to  suggest  to  Parlia- 
ment that  Parliament  should  strike  o£P 
these  four  dioceses,  qua  their  ecclesiastical 
uid    spiritual     government,    from     the 
Church     of    England,     leaving     them 
and  their  members  stripped  in  the  wilder- 
ness, competing  on  what  he  is  pleased 
to  call  a  footing  of  equality  with  those 
different   denominations,  well    organised 
and  well  endowed,  whom  he  takes  care  to 
leave  alone  ?     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man poses  as  the  friend  of  the  Church  in 
Wales.     I  wish  he  would  go  to  one  of 
these  Welsh  denominations   who  know 
pretty  well  the  value  of  endowments  and 
suggest  to   them  that  it  would  be  for 
their  spiritual  interest  that  they  should 
hand  over  their  endowments  to  him  to  be 
dealt  with   by  the   Parish  and   County 
Councils.      I  wonder  what   sort  of   an 
opinion  that  denomination  would  entertain 
of  the  friendship  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man.    Let  me  now  come  to  the  question 
of  disendowment.  On  that  I  think  I  may 
congratulate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
flot  having  followed  the  letter  or  in  many 
cases  the  spirit  of  the  advice  of  a  certain 
well-known  individual  in  North  Wales — 
namely,  Mr.    Gee.      Mr.    Gee,   who,  I 
believe,  is  a  personage  not  without  con- 
siderable electoral  influence,  put  out  last 
year  a  very  sweeping,  a  very  audacious, 
and,    in    some    respects,    a    very    ridi- 
OuloQS  proposal  for  the  disestablishment 
and  diseudowment  of  the  Church.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  good  enough  to 
allow  the  parish  churches  to  be  handed 
over  to  the  Church  body,  but  he  will  not 


give    over     the     cathedrals,     although, 
perhaps,   there   is    no    part  of  England 
where    more    has    been    done    for    the 
cathedrals  by  the  voluntary  contributions 
of  members  of  the  Church  than  has  been 
done  in  Wales.     Has  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  ever    been    at    Llandaff  or    St. 
David^s  ?      Does   he   know   that    these 
buildings    which   he   proposes    to   hand 
over    to     the     new     Welsh     Commis- 
sioners he  proposes  to  establish,  and  who 
will  not,  I  should  imagine,  be  a  body  very 
friendly  to  the  members  of  the  Church, 
have  been  almost  completely  rebuilt  in 
this  generation  by  the  offerings  of  Church- 
men ?  I  know  he  proposes  that  the  cathe- 
drals should  be  permitted  to  be  used  for 
divine  service  by  the  new  Church  body. 
Is  anybody  else  to  be  permitted  to  use 
them  ?  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentlemau  quite 
sure  that  that  demand  will  not  be  made  ? 
If  the  cathedrals  are  to  be  preserved  at 
the   expense    of   these   funds,  which  he 
calls   national  funds,  as  national  monu- 
ments, and  if  that  demand  is  made  how  is 
he  prepared  to  meet  it  ?  Let  me  tell  him 
how  Mr.  Gee  would  advise  him  to  meet 
it.     Mr.  Gee  has  a  very  delightful  little 
proposition    on    this    matter.     He  pro- 
poses  that  the  churches  shall  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  Parish  Councils,  that  the 
use  of  them  is  to  be  granted  to  the  new 
Church  body,  but  that  the  parishioners 
shall  be  empowered  to  withhold  them  in 
case  doctrines  are  taught  or  ceremonies 
introduced  which   they  consider    incon- 
sistent with  the  Protestant  character  of 
the  Church.     Tiie  parishioners  and   the 
Parish  Councils,  if  the  proportions  given 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  are  correct, 
will  be  mainly,  if  not  entirely,  composed 
of  those  who  do  not  believe  in  the  teach- 
ing  of  the  Church.     And  this  is  what  is 
called  in  Wales  religious  liberty.  That  is 
the  proposal  actually  made  by  those  who 
support  a  society  that  has  been  founded 
for  the  liberation  of  religion  from  State 
patronage  and  control.     Well,  Sir,  I  con- 
gratulate the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that, 
although  he  has  been  obliged  to  borrow 
from  Mr.  Gee  to  some  extent  with  regard 
to  the  cathedrals,  he  has  not  gone  so  far 
as  his  teacher  with  regard  to  the  parish 
churches.    Then  I  come  to  the  advowsons, 
I   have    no    very    great    opinion    of    a 
person  who  would  sell  an  advowson  and 
put   the  proceeds   into  his  own  pocket. 
But     I    will     say     this.      Advowsons 
have    always    been    recognised   in   thia 
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country  as  property.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  both  last  year  and  this  year 
recognised  advowsons  as  property,  and 
to  tell  a  person  that  you  will  take  his 
property  away  and  give  him  in  return  at 
some  distant  date  one  yearns  purchase  of 
that  property  is  very  like  confiscation. 
But  I  will  go  to  a  more  impoitant 
matter.  This  Bill  differs  from  the  Irish 
Church  Bill  in  one  very  important 
respect.  As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
pointed  out,  the  Irish  Church  Act  had  a 
great  and,  as  I  think,  proper  and  just 
regard  to  the  position  in  which  the  dis- 
established and  disendowed  Church  would 
be  left  by  the  Act  coming  into  operation. 
It  did  its  best  to  provide,  so  far  as  could 
be  done  with  full  recognition  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  disestablishment  and  disendow- 
ment,  that  the  services  of  the  Church 
might  be  carried  on,  no  doubt  at  great 
sacrifices  on  the  part  of  those  who 
were  interested,  after  the  process  of 
disestablishment  and  disendowment 
had  taken  place,  and  therefore  it  pro- 
vided for  a  scheme  of  commutation  of 
life  interests  coupled  with  a  bonus  of 
12  per  cent,  where  three-fourths  of  the 
whole  clergy  in  any  diocese  were  willing 
to  commute,  which  enabled  the  new 
Church  body  in  Ireland,  by  the  voluntary 
sacrifices  of  her  Bishops  and  clergy,  to 
raise  funds  for  her  future  mainte- 
nance without  trespassing  upon  the 
principle  established  by  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament. Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposes  nothing  whatever  of  this 
kind  by  his  Bill.  That  is  a  blot  in  the 
Bill  which  is  a  gross  inequity  as  against 
the  Church  in  Wales.  By  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  own  contention, 
— for  he  pointed  out  that  the  revenue 
of  the  Church  after  all  is  only 
£280,000  a  year— the  Church  in  Wales 
is  a  poor  Church.  He  knows  perfectly 
well  that  in  the  agricultural  districts  of 
Wales  the  Church  is  a  poor  Church,  and 
that  in  the  large  towns  the  growing 
populations  made  it  difficult  for  her 
to  keep  up  with  the  demands  upon 
her,  and  yet  he  will  not  take  the  pre- 
cedent ready  to  his  hand,  and  enable 
her,  by  a  fair  and  just  proposal,  to  secure 
the  continuance  of  her  services  and  pro- 
vide for  her  future  needs.  But  what 
about  the  curates  ?  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  really  think  that  his  proposal 
with  regard  to  curates  is  quite  fair  ? 
Suppose  an  unfortunate  young  man,  who 
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has  spent  considerable  money  in  his  edu- 
cation for  the  Church,  is  curate  to  an 
old  rector,  and  suppose  the  old  rector  dies 
before  the  day  arrives  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  fixes  as  the  commence- 
ment of  this  Act,  what  is  the  position  of 
the  curate  ?  He  gets  no  compensation 
at  all,  and  although  I  do  not  want  to 
dwell  on  this  matter  now,  yet  I 
must  say,  while  quite  admitting  that 
there  were  abuses  in  this  matter  in 
connection  with  the  administration  of  the 
Irish  Act,  against  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  have  done  well  to 
guard,  yet  I  do  not  think  he  has  gone  far 
enough  to  give,  I  will  not  say  generous, 
but  just  treatment  to  the  curates  in 
Wales  who  have  entered  the  service  of 
the  Church.  In  the  question  of  glebes, 
I  think  the  Home  Secretary  has  followed 
Mr.  Gee. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  have  never  seen 
Mr.  Gee's  proposals. 

•Sir  M.  hicks-beach  :  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  some  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  advisers  must  have  been 
cunningly  insinuating  into  his  mind  some 
of  Mr.  Gee's  ideas.  But  I  wish  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  take  the 
opportunity  of  stating  whether,  in  making 
over,  as  I  admit  he  does  most  fairly  and 
justly,  to  the  new  Church  body  the  par- 
sonages he  also  intends  to  couple  with 
these  parsonages  the  gardens  and  curti- 
lages, which  are  necessary,  of  course,  to 
the  enjovment  of  the  actual  residence. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  That  will  be  so. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH:  I  am 
very  glad  to  hear  it.  Now  I  come  to  the 
very  important  question  of  the  way  iu 
which  these  funds,  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  got  hold  of  them,  are  to 
be  dealt  with.  He  was  rather  hard,  I 
think,  upon  the  precedent  of  the  Irish 
Act.  He  said  the  funds  of  the  Irish 
Church  had  been  wasted  and  squandered. 
He  suggested  that  there  had  been,  on 
the  part  no  doubt  of  the  Government  on 
both  sides,  a  continued  species  of  Parlia- 
mentary bribery.  ["  No,  no."]  Well, "  wast- 
ing "  and  "  squandering  "  are  very  strong 
words,  and  those  words,  at  any  rate,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  used.  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  suppose  that  the 
funds  which  he  considers  to  have  been 
wasted  and  squandered  by  Parliament  in 
Ireland  are  considered  to  have  been 
wasted  and  squandered  by  those  who  re- 
present Ireland  in   this  House  ?     I  am 
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qtiite  sure  that  there  is  not  ono  of  the 
roatters  to  whiuli  the  Church  funds  in 
Ireland  have  been  devoted  wlaieh  the 
Iriah  Members  have  not  at  tlie  time 
accepted  witli  practical  nnaniniity  as 
a  benefit  to  Irehmd,  Wiiat  I  Irave 
beard  witJi  reg^anl  to  these  fiuak  from 
Irish  Members  is  thin — that  the  existence 
of  rhij?  Irii'b  Chnrcli  Fnnrl  hat^  on  more 
than  one  occasion,  perhaps  on  many 
occasions,  relieved  Parliament  of  rbe 
necessity  of  impojiiing  npon  Imperial 
taxation  that  which  in  all  fairnes!^ 
to  Ireland  ought  to  have  been  paid 
for  by  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  Now, 
the     right      hon.     Gentleman     proposes 

*to  hand  over  the  tithe  to  Parish  and 
County  CouneiLs,  Doph  he  think  thej 
will  waste  and  sr|nandi'r  these  funds  less 
tluin  Parliament  has  done  in  the  case  of 
Ireland  ?  Does  he  think  that  they  will 
always  be  incorrnptly  administered  in  a 
spirit  free  from  Pi^-ty  or  relij^ious  bias 
and  witli  a  sole  view  to  the  eommongood 
•of  the  whole  of  the  Welsh  people  ?  Nay, 
further,  to  what  purpose  are  they  to  l»e 
devotetl  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
gave  ns  a  list.  He  told  us  they  were  to 
)>e    devoted    to    jiarish    rooms,    libraries, 

^  labourers'  dwelh'ngs,  and  allotments. 
But  every  one  of  these  matters  has  been 
now  proviiled  for  liy  Act  of  Parliament 
as  expenditnre  which  might  properly  be 
imposed  by  the  Local  Authorities  on  the 
ratepayers,  lie  proposes,  in  regard  to 
the  central  fund.,  that  it  shonhl  be  devotetl 
to  technical  and  higher  ediiciitiiin.     That, 

'again,  is  a  matter  to  which  Parliament 
has  made  considerahle  contributions  in 
the  past,  and  is  h'kely  to  make  even 
greater  contributions  in  the  future.  What 
his  proposition  really  amounts  to  is  that 
the  funds  of  the  Chnrcb  in  Wales  are  to 
be  devoted  to  relieving  the  rjitcpayers  on 
the  one  side  and  the  taxpayers  on 
the  other.  So  far  as  relief  (o  the  rate- 
payers is  eoneerned,  we  have  argneil  con- 
tintihlly  that  those  who  now  pay  rates 
are  unfairly  burdened  by  the  present 
system,  under  whif^h  local  taxation  is 
really  charged  on  one  kind  of  property 
only.  But  the  reply  to  that  has  always 
been,  especially  from  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  **  Why,  you  are  asking 
relief  for  the  landlords."  Does  tlie  right 
LoD,  Gentleman  really  suggest  {\m\  it 
won  Id  not  be  wasting  and  sqnandering 
the  Church  funds  to  use  them  to  relieve 
the    rates    from    burdens    which    must 


eventually  come — although,  in  the  first 
instance,  they  will  be  paid  by  the  rate- 
payers—-upon  the  owners  of  real  property 
in  the  country  and  in  the  towns  ?  I  am 
quite  Bure  of  this— that  if  he  were  to 
put  it  to  the  owners  of  real  property  in 
Wales  whether  they  would  desire  that 
their  Churrli  shonld  he  rohl>ed  In  onlcr 
that  its  funds  might  be  devoted  to  their 
relief,  the  right  hun.  Gentleman  would 
receive  a  very  emphatic  reply  in  the 
negative,  I  maintain  tliat  this  proposal 
to  devote  the  Church  property  to 
what,  I  suppose,  the  Government  con- 
sider to  be  a  more  useful  antl  a  more 
valuable  ptir|K>se  tliati  that  to  which  it  is 
at  present  applied  is  a  mere  waste  and 
squandering  of  funds  which  ought  to  be 
applied  tti  the  pnrposes  to  which  they 
are  at  present  devoted,  which  yon  have 
no  right  to  take  away,  antl  which  you 
admit  are  nse<l  U>  the  great  advan- 
tage of  the  country.  These  fund.s  of 
the  Chtirch,  whether  looked  upon  as 
national  property,  or,  as  I  look  upon 
them,  as  property  which  the  Church 
holds  in  trust  for  the  performance  of  its 
duties,  are  in  either  case  a  portion,  and 
a  not  very  large  portion,  of  the 
wetLlth  of  the  country  saved  from  the 
grasp  of  individnul  selfishness  and  de- 
voted to  public  ends.  The  effect  of  the 
proposal  of  the  right  lion.  Gentleman 
will  be,  throngh  a  vsystem  of  Jobbery  and 
favonritisui,  \n  give  them  back  again  for 
the  benefit  of  individuals,  I  thank  the 
Honse  for  having  borne  with  me  so  long, 
I  will  only  say,  in  conclnsion,  that  I  can 
conceive  no  stronger  condemnation  of 
this  proposal  to  mutilate  the  National 
Church  of  our  country — a  Church  that 
has  borne  a  most  gl  or  ions  part  in  our 
history  for  generations — and  to  deprive 
it  of  the  furuls  necessary  for  its  work  in 
those  popnlons  towns  and  in  those  wideiy- 
spread  country  districts  where  no  otijer 
existing  religious  organisation  can  replace 
it,  than  the  fact  that  the  Government  can 
tind  nothing  better  to  do  with  those  funds 
than  to  devote  them  to  such  purposes  as 
those  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposes. 

•Sir  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN 
(Denbighshire,  E.)  said  that,  whatever 
difference  of  opinion  there  might  be  as 
to  this  Bill,  there  was  one  point  on  which 
all  would  be  agreed — namely,  that  it  was 
not  very  convenient  to  discuss  »t  any 
length  the  details  of  a    Bill  one  had  not 
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seen.  Of  course,  the  subject  was  a 
difficult  one.  It  bri^tletl  with  diffi- 
culties ;  but  he  bad  always  thought 
that  the  bueioegs  of  statesmeu  was 
to  overcome  difficulties,  and  he  hail,  be 
eonfossed,  great  coufidence  in  the  states- 
manship of  the  right  hoD«  Geutleuian  the 
Home  Secretary*  One  thing  was  certain, 
that  if  the  Bill  had  cuine  down  from 
Heaven  it  conUl  aot  have  beeti  made 
satisfactory  to  the  right  boii.  Baronet. 
He  (Sir  G.  Osborne  Morgan)  would  not 
for  a  moment  contend  that  the  Bill  did 
not  need  amendment,  but  there  ivould  Im2 
many  opportunities — ^too  many,  be  feared 
— for  proposing  and  discussing  Ameud- 
ments*  The  Bill  appeared  to  him  to  be 
a  just,  a  liberul^ — too  liberal  some  might 
call  it— and  a  i^tatesmanbke  measure. 
It  WHh  free  from  two  great  vices  which 
disfigured  the  Irish  Church  Act — immely. 
the  compounding  tdiiUHes  and  the  prepos- 
terous  mode  of  compeui^ating  curates. 
SiMiakiiig  for  himself,  he  believed  the 
propoealfi  for  the  iransfer  of  property  to 
Local  and  Paroebial  Bodies,  as  well  a.s 
for  the  ultimate  applicatiou  of  the  surpbLs, 
were  such  as  would  s^trougly  commeiul 
tb  em  selves  to  the  people  of  Wales.  More 
than  that  he  could  not  at  present  see  bin 
way  to  say  ;  but  if  be  might  venture 
upon  a  little  piece  of  advice  to  (he  frteuds 
of  the  CI  lurch  in  Wales,  he  would  say 
tiiat  they  would  do  wisely  to  think  twice 
before  they  rejected  tin*  Bill,  because  it 
was  possible  that  tiie  Cburch  might  go 
further  and  fare  worse.  Having  said 
that,  he  came  to  tbe  s^peetdj  of  the  riglit 
hon.  Baronet,  He  knew  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  thoroughly  iu  earnest  in 
this  matter,  and  be  imd  listened  to  his 
speech — ^as  be  always  did — with  the 
greatest  interest  and  attention,  but  be 
could  not  help  thinking  that  the  right 
hou.  Baronet  had  been  labourhig  under 
a  great  disadvantage^  I'he  right  hon. 
Baronet  appeared  to  bave  got  bis  facts 
at  second-hand,  and  those  who  spent  tbeir 
lives  iu  Wales  knew  bow  easy  it  was  for 
gentlemen  who  did  not  underataml  a  word 
of  the  Welsh  language  to  pa}  a  flying 
visit  to  some  fashionable  wateitng-place 
in  tbe  Priueipality,  and  collect  a  parcel 
of  facts  on  the  one  side  and  crossip  on 
the  other,  and  out  of  all  this  to  build  up 
a  mass  of  half-truths  which  we:T  really 
more  misleading  than  p<jsitive  fals«*bootJs. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  spoke  ti  tbe 
activity   the  Church  of   Wales   bad  dis- 
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played,  aud  ttwas  true  that  it  bad  shown  H 
great  activity.  It  bad  made  great  pro-  ™ 
gress,  it  bad  collected  large  smus  of 
money,  and  spent  a  great  deal  iu  building 
churches  and  |)arsonages»  All  credit  to 
it  for  tliat ;  but,  after  all,  it  was  not  to  be  h 
wondered  at,  for  although  the  Cburcb  in  H 
Wales  did  not  represent  more  than  A 
fourth  of  the  population,  it  certainly 
possessed  three-fourths  of  its  wealth,  But 
he  thought  that  when  they  came  to  a  future 
stage  of  the  Bill  he  should  bo  able  to 
show  tiiat  what  the  Church  in  Wales  bad 
given  out  of  its  abundance  to  tbe  support 
of  religion  was  as  nothing  to  what  the 
Nonconformists  had  given  out  of  their 
comparative  penury.  The  right  bon» 
Baronet  had  forgotten  one  fact — namely, 
that  tbe  zeal  and  activity  of  the  Cburch  in 
Wales  had  chiefly  shown  itself  in  what,  for 
the  want  of  a  liettcr  phrase,  be  would  calJ 
a  l*rick  and  mortar  progress.  ["  Oh  !  "] 
Hon,  Gentlemen  might  cry  **0h  !**  but  he 
would  give  tbcm  the  opinion  of  a  dis- 
tinguisbed  Churchman  on  this  matter^. 
At  a  Church  Congress  in  South  Wales 
the  late  Deau  of  Bangor  bad  said — 

"  The  Church  has  ma«ie  material  progress  of 
late ;  churehea,  pars^mages,  and  aehoolt  hare 
lieeobnilt.  Bat  how  many  of  (he  rh arches  are 
empty  ? " 

Those  words  were  used  some  years,  ago^ 
but  they  were  equally  true  tonlay.  On 
every  possible  occasion  when  ibis  sub- 
ject bad  been  debated  a  good  deal  bad 
been  said  at)out  the  jiarish  of  Brymljo — 
though  why  that  should  be  selected, 
except  as  a  tlelicate  compliment  to  him- 
self, he  did  not  know.  It  was  not  a 
typical  Welsh  place  at  all,  aud  it  bad  a 
very  large  Knglish  colony  residing  iu  it* 
It  was  a  great  industrial  centre,  aud  the 
principal  employer  of  labour  was  a 
fanatical  Cburcbmau,  Tbe  Vtcar  of  the 
parisb  bad  collei^ted  considerable  funds — 
suflicient  to  eual>le  him  to  build  one 
ehurr;h  ami  to  rc-huibl  another.  No 
iloubt  he  had  collected  a  good  deal  of 
rnouey  from  his  [)arishi oners,  but  in  addi- 
tion to  thai  he  had  sent  round  an  appeal 
to  people  outside — to  nearly  every  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament,  for  instance — ileclariug 
thai  this  parish  was  the  one  black  spot 
iu  Wales.  The  Vicar  stated  that  there 
was  only  one  parish  church  in  the  place, 
omitting  to  mention  tbat  th«re  wereniue  or 
ten  Nonconformist  cbapels.  In  this  way 
a  considerable  sum  of  money  had  been 
collected,  aud  one  church  bad  been  buiU 
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BDtl  another  re-btiilt.  But  what  hail  been 
the  result  ?  Why,  tbiit  the  parisli 
church  whi«h  he  attendetl  ittgnhirly 
was  uever  more  than  three-parts  full, 
while  every  Sunday  t-eeniiug  congrega- 
tious  might  be  seen  flowing  out  of  the 
Non  conform  is  t  chapel  i^.  He  was  here 
reminded  of  nome  lines  widi  which,  do 
doubt,  hi.H  Scotch  friends  wouhl  he 
fnmiliar — 
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"  TJie  wee  kirk,  the  free  kirk, 
The  kirk  wirhoui  the  Bteeplf, 
The  aultl  kirk,  the  eaulil  kirk. 
The  kirk  without  the  i^eople," 

The  right  hon.  Barouet,  wlien  be  spoke 
of  the  progress  of  the  Wcl»h  Clnirch, 
forji^ot  to  state  one  mo^t  inipr>rtant  fuut. 
The  placets  in  wbieh  the  Chiireb  had 
made  most  progress  had  been  exaetlj 
those  in  which,  to  all  intents  ami  pur- 
poses, it  wa8  ao  unendow^ed  Church — 
where,  in  faet,  she  had  to  do  what  of 
course  she  wotild  have  to  do  in  every  case 
if  the  Bill  passed— >that  was  to  my^  rely 
upon  the  voluntary  efforts  of  her  members. 
The  House  might  take  it  that  in  Wales 
the  progress  of  the  Church  was  in  exact 
inverse  proportion  to  the  assistance  which 
ehe  received  from  the  State,  Where  she 
depended  upon  voluntary  effort  she 
was  making  progre.sa  ;  where,  on  the 
contrary,  she  had  to  depend  upon 
tithes  and  endowments,  she  was  going 
hack  wards.  Was  tiot  that  the  strongest 
possible  argument  for  the  Bill  ?  Be- 
sides that,  he  won  Id  say  that  the 
progress  which  ibe  Cburcli  had  made 
was  absolutely  nothing  to  the  pro- 
gre88  which  bad  taken  place  in  what 
he  might  call  the  demand  for  disestablish- 
ment. He  did  not  hftsitate  to  say  that 
for  one  person  who  20  years  ago  was 
an  advocate  of  disestablishment  in  Wales 
there  were  at  least  100  now.  When,  24 
years  ago,  Mr,  Wat  kin  Williams  brought 
this  question  before  the  House,  seven 
Welsh  Members  voted  for  disestahlish- 
ment  atid  13  against  it.  Instead  of  the 
opponeutfi  of  disestablishment  being 
two  to  one,  they  were  now  only 
two  to  28,  and  if  tliey  took  Monmonth- 
fihtre,  they  were  three  to  31,  It  was 
easy  to  say  that  if  a  certain  number  of 
voters  had  voted  the  other  way  the  pro- 
portion would  have  been  much  decreasetl. 
Afl  a  matter  of  fact,  if  only  lOO,  or  to 
«peak  more  correctly,  only  109 — Con- 
servative voters  had  "  voted  the  other 
way/'  there    would    not    have  beeu  one 


single  Welsh  Representative  of  theCburcli 
Defence  Party  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, He  would  appeal  to  the  Liberal 
Unionists  to  hear  what  the  Duke 
of  Devonshire  bad  said  on  this  question 
of  disestablishment*  Speaking  of  the 
Church  of  Scothiud,  he  s^aid  he  thonght 
the  question  ivliether  the  Estahlishmeut 
m  Scotland  should  he  maintained  or 
not  was  ft  question  which  must  he  decided 
by  the  votes  of  the  Represeu tiitives  of 
the  people  of  Scotland,  Taking  that 
Hartingtimian  test,  he  thought  the  case 
of  Wales  was  much  stronger  than  the 
case  of  Scotland  or  Ireland  was — not  that 
he  was  opposed  to  the  disestablishment 
of  the  Church  in  Scotland;  he 
would  vote  for  its  disestablishment 
to-morrow  just  as  25  years  ago  he 
voted  for  the  disestublishment  of 
the  Irish  Church.  But  -if  they  com- 
pared the  proportion  of  Metnbers  of  the 
two  countries,  they  would  Hud  that  the 
proportion  of  Welsh  ilembers  w  ho  were 
in  favour  of  disestablishment  was  in* 
finitely  greater  than  the  proportion  of 
Scotch  Members  in  favour  of  Scotch 
disestaltlisbment ;  greater  than  the  pro- 
portion of  Irish  Members  who  voted  for 
the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church  ; 
and  it  was  even  greater  than  the  pro- 
portion of  Irish  Members  who  were  now 
in  favour  of  Home  Rule,  Now,  he  asked 
himself  what  had  produced  this  extra- 
ordinary  change  of  opinion  ?  Hon* 
Members  opposite  would  say  it  was  the 
result  of  political  agitation. 

8iu  R,  WEBSTER  t  Hear,  hear  ! 

Sill  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  said, 
be  was  going  to  state  that  such  an  asser* 
tion  was  nonsense  \  yet  he  did  not  want 
to  say  anything  offensive  to  the  lion,  and 
learne<l  Member,  yet  it  did  seem  a  super- 
ficial way  of  looking  at  the  matter.  Did 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  believe  that 
any  amount  of  agitation,  political  or 
otherwise,  could  turn  a  majority  of  two 
to  one  into  a  miuority  of  two  to  28  ?  The 
explanation  of  the  chaiige  which  ba<l 
taken  place  iu  public  opinion  in  Wales 
was,  that  the  matter  had  been  discussed 
over  and  over  again  ;  that  the  people  had 
been  edueatetl,  and  that  three  points  had 
clearly  come  otit.  Those  three  points 
were  :  That  the  Clmrch  in  Wales  was 
the  church  of  the  minority  ;  that  the 
Church  in  Wales  was  the  church  of  the 
rich  ;  and  that  the  Church  in  Wales  was 
the  church  of  the  stranger.     Tliose  three 
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propositions*  he  was  prepiired  to  Tnaiiitain 
agiiioat:  all-comers.     As  to  the  first  point, 
be    reiilly   did    not    think    that    aojlvotly 
serioualv  sdippoaed  that    tbe  Church    in 
Wales  was  the  ehureh  of  the   majority. 
He  hail  hearti  of    people   who  contended 
that  the    nienil>er:4   of  the   Chnreh   were 
more  nimierons  than  the  menihers  of  any 
denomination  taken  singly:   but  he  never 
heard    of     anybody    serionsly     argniiig" 
that    the    number  of    member,^    of    the 
Church       was     really     more     than     the 
inunbera     of    all   the    different     denoini- 
nations      put      together.     Two     autho- 
ritiet*,    indeed,    had    attempted    to    show 
that    there   wn^  actually   a    majority  for 
the    Church  in  Wales,  but  they  arrived 
at  tbii^conchision  in  rfither  peenliar  wayt*. 
A    right    rev.   Prelate,  who  seemeiJ    to 
l>e  tormented  by   a  vficotthes    scribendi^ 
and  would   probably  to-morrow  pour  out 
his    soul  over  as  nmiiv  colnmuK  of    Thr 
^fiint's  newpnpcr  as  the  editor  could  atfonl 
to  give  him,  had  alleged  tlmt  rlie  Cbiireh 
had    a    majority   in   Walen,    bnt    he    had 
arrived  at    the    conclusion   by  a   singular 
method.     He  had   gone  to   the   statistics 
of  three   leading    Nonconformist   Boilies, 
and    having  ascertained   the    number   of 
enrolled     or       registered     members      to 
be    800,000     or     90t},0(X>,    or    48     per 
cent,    of     the     popnlation,    he     jumpeJ 
to       tbe      couehision     that     tbe     other 
52  per  cent,  were  all  Churchmen.      The 
right    rev.   Prelate   might  as  well  have 
gone  to  the    liea(b|narters    of    the   Blue 
Ribbon   Army,    and,  having   ascertained 
that  a  certain  nmubcr  of  in  em  hers    were 
enrolled  as  wearers  of  the  blue  ribbon. 
have  pnt  ilowu  every  other  nnui,  woman* 
and   child    in    the    United   Kingdom^  in- 
cluding the  late    Attorney  (General,  who 
wa3,  he  believed,  a    total  abstainer,  ami 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Cocker- 
month,  as  habitual  drunkards.     Then  the 
hoD.   Member  fof  Oswostrv  arrived   at   a 
similar  result  by  a  diHe rent  process.     He 
went  to  the  St.  Asaph    Workhouse,  ami 
ascertAinc^d  that  of  the   134  panpc^r   in* 
mates  there,  9t>   were  Churehpeojde,  13 
Calviniat  Methodists,  9  Baiilists,  6  Inde- 
pendents,  5    Wesleyao«,    and   5   Koman 
Catholics- — in  all,  38,    Haviug  discovered 
that  in    the  workhouse   the  people  were 
as  96  to  38,  or  about  3  to  1,  he  treated  it 
as  a  microcoMu  of  ihe  whole  l*rincipality, 
and  came  to  the  conclusion   that  the  pro- 
portion of  Chnrrhmen  was  the  same  out- 
side.      A    clergyman — an    English  man 
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who  had  .spent  a  large  part  of  his  life  in 
inspecting  schools  in  Wales,  the  Rev. 
Robert  Temple  —  writing  a  ^hort  time 
ago,  (laid — 

"Now,  there  cannot,  I  think,  be  the  leaat 
doubt  that  the  Church  of  EoKlaiid  is  in  Wales 
greatly  oiitnuml»ered  by  the  Noncnnformigts, 
Ont:  of  the  atroageAt  oppooeat^  ot  disestablish* 
ment  h  rcportoil  to  nrnve  said  lately  that  the 
differeijce  was  three  to  one,  and  my  long  ae* 
quaintancc  with  the  Frincipality  and  my  ob- 
servation of  oioctioiiH  of  all  kinds^  and  most 
fftjMJciiilly  of  School  Board  elections,  lea*1  me 
to  the  same  conclusiou.  Montgomeryshire, 
where  I  inspected  schrx>lf<  from  October,  l«68,  to 
March,  1893,  is  by  no  meniii^  an  extremely  Non- 
codformist  country,  and  itn  borougfaB  retuni  a 
Conservative  Member ;  buteY«n  diere  the  Non- 
conformists hare  a  majority  on  every  existing 
SchcHjl  Boarfb  and  if  School  Boards  were  matie 
universftl  1  do  tif^t  believe  there  wonld  Ije  a 
f  luirch  majority  *n  five  jiarishes*,  at  the  outsidCt 
out  of  50." 

Jn  the  face  of  9uch  facts*  and  with  the 
testimony  of  one's  seuaesj  bow  oouid  aey- 
rhiug  he  gaiued  lij  a  religions  census  ? 
They  might  n8  well  say  that  a  man  con  id 
not  tf  II  whether  he  was  hot  or  cold  with- 
ont  looking  at  a  thermometer.  They 
objetrted  in  1 890  to  the  religious  census 
because  rtll  the  **  al>i*enters ''  would  be 
l>ut  down  as  Church  members,  and  thej 
knew  that  eveTv  o^aunt  Primrose  dame 
wonld  ^o  to  every  poor  dependent  over 
whom  she  had  influence  with  a  census  paper 
in  one  hand  and  a  notice  to  quil  in  the 
other.  ['*  Oh  I  "]  "  He  jej^ts  at  scars 
who  never  felt  a  wound,"  but  they  knew 
how  much  petty  perseciUion  of  that  kiud 
weni  on  in  Walesa.  Bnt  the  Church  in 
Waleii  was  not  only  theChnrch  of  the  few, 
but  theChujTh  of  tho:<e  who,  presumably, 
were  best  able  to  pay  for  thetr  own 
w^orahip.  They  all  knew  Sydney 
Smitii's  dictum  about  carriage-hordes 
driving  to  church.  lu  Wales  it  was 
?aitl  that  they  could  tell  whether  & 
man  was  a  Cliurchman  or  Noncon- 
form iat  by  the  hour  at  which  fje  dined 
and  the  number  of  servanr?s  he  kept. 
Over  and  over  agaiti  he  had  been  at  a 
church  attended  soleiy  by  the  suniro,  hU 
family,  and  hia  dependants,  ariil  he  meant 
by  that  those  people  who  waitetl  npon 
providence  and  hoped  to  j^ain  fiomethiug 
by  beiiig  inembens  of  the  Church.  When 
he  thottght  of  the  prizes  which  the 
Church  of  Englaud  ofTercd  in  bishoprics, 
deaneries,  canonries,  and  livingg,  flggre- 
galing  soraetbing  like  £270,000  a  year, 
and  !iow  until  lately  the  whole  disposi- 
tion of  local  charities  was  m   the  haiida 
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'of  the  parson,  be  was  literallj  aiuaseil 
that  so  nmny  Nonconformistn  had  re- 
raainctl  true  to  the  faith  of  their  futhurs. 
Let  them  recoUeL*t  the  wise  staying  of 
31n  Lecky — *' A  riehly-euilowed  Church 
may  mtike  many  ecu  verts,  but  It 
makes  more  bypocrites.'*  A  great 
deal  had  beew  Kahl  of  tbe  origin  of 
the  an 0 rent  British  Church  ns  fom* 
pared  with  tfie  Eiigltf^h  Church.  Mr. 
Justice  Vau«thfiti  Williuuit^  recently  de- 
li veretl  a  uiost  erudite  and  able  and 
iDterestiiig  lecture,  iu  which  he  showed 
that  the  old  British  Cbureb  hail  heeu 
altogether  dintiuct  \n  it»  origin^  ritual, 
and  eoustitiitiou  from  the  Auglicau  iu- 
troduceJ  from  Rome  by  St*  Augustiue. 
Tbut,  110  doubt,  froui  an  academical  poiut 
of  view,  was   au   exceed! ugly  iuteroatiug 

I  question,  but  he  couhl  not  help  ibiukiug 
that  what  they,  as  practical  legislatori*, 
ivanted  to  consider  was,  uot  the  relattoti 
of  the  W*.'lsh  Cbureb  or  the  British 
Church  to  the  English  Church,  in  the 
Tth  or  l.'3tii  ccirtury,  Init,  the  relation 
of  the  English  Church  to  the  Weli'b 
people  in  the  19th  century.  Looked  at 
from  that  point  of  view,  he  i«aid  deli- 
berately that  the  Cbureb  in  Wnle^  wtis  an 
alien  Church.  The  Church  of  EugliiiRb 
i"  with  its^tereotvpe*!  ritualand  bierarchi<!al 
constitution,  was  utterly  unsiiited  to  the 
geikins  of  the  Welsh  people.  In  otieword, 
it  was  to€>  cold  for  an  emotional  people^  too 
a rie toe ra t  i c  a n d  1 J i s  h o p - r i d den  f o r  a  d e m o- 
eratlc  people.  Professor  Goblwin  Smith 
bad  said  that  the  Celtic  peasant  might  be 
a  fervent  Catholic,  as  he  was  iu  Brittatiy 
and  Ireland  ;  a  fervent  Presbyterian,  as 
he  wa?^  iu  the  Highlands  ;  a  fervent 
Methodist,  as  he  was  in  Wales  ;  but  a 
staid  and  decorous  Anglican  never.  In 
Englaud^  as  the  Archbishop  of  Caiiter- 
bury  bad  said,  the  mission  of  the  Church 
had  beet]  to  guide  and  quicken  national 
Itfe.  Would  anybody  say  that  of  the 
Chiireb  in  Wales  ?  So  far  from  arousing 
national  life,  the  tendency  of  the  Church 
in  Wales  bad  been  to  deaden  national 
life.  If  there  had  been  one  thoroughly 
national  movement  in  Wales,  it  had  been 
the  movement  in  favour  of  higher  and 
intermediate  etlncation.  In  almost  every 
county  in  Wales  Schemes  had  been 
elaborated  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  for  intermediate  education. 
Thoae  Schemes  bad  been  most  carefully 
eonsidereil  and  adopted ;  but  what  had 
been  the  attitude  of  the  Bishops  and  clergy 


towards  the  Schemes  ?  Look  at  the  records 
in  the  House  of  Lords.  In  ^xb  cases 
Motions  had  been  made,  nhvays  by  a 
Bisbop,  to  set  eillicr  the  whole  or  a  vital 
part  of  the  Schemes  aside.  In  three 
fuses,  ho  was  sorry  to  say,  those  Motions 
iuvd  been  successful  x  m  two,  thank  God  I 
they  had  failed.  He  wns  not  going  into 
the  merits  of  these  Motions  ;  but  this  be 
did  say,  and  he  couhl  quote  the  Prime 
Minister  iu  his  support — that  they  showed 
H  deliberate  attempt  to  go  counter  to  the 
uxpi^ess  wishes  of  the  pcofde.  The  result 
of  tliut  bad  l>een  that  in  Wales  the  cause 
of  disestablishment  had  become  the  cause 
of  natitiuality.  They  nil  remembered 
tiuit  about  a  year  ago  a  very  remarkable 
mcotitig  was  called  to  protest  against  the 
Suspcuiiory  Bill  at  the  Albert  Hall.  It 
was  attended  by  19  Bishops,  34  Peers, 
itnd  a  perfect  army  of  rejected  Parha- 
mentary  candidates.  It  was  said  at  the 
time — and  lie  believed  with  truth — that 
so  many  dcffmted  candidates  liad  never 
been  gathered  together  under  the  same 
roof.  But  where  were  the  Hepresenta- 
lives  of  Wales  ?  Was  there  a  single 
Welsh  Member  present  ?  Was  there 
even  a  single  chairman  of  a  Welsh 
County  Council  ?  No;  and,  so  far  as  he 
could  gather  from  the  speeches  made  at 
that  tueeting,  which  wei*e  \^xy  able  atal 
eloquent,  not  a  single  man  showed  that 
lie  cared  ouo  red  cent  about  tbe 
w^ants  or  the  wishes  of  the  Welsh  people. 
They  were  as  much  ignored  as  if 
I  hey  had  been  Zulus  or  Hottentots.  That 
roused  indignation  down  in  Wales-^  even 
among  tbe  rank-a[id-file  of  tbe  Welsh 
clergy.  But  what  could  they  do  ?  Their 
promotion  depended  on  the  Bishops.  In 
one  diocese  it  was  an  understootl  thing 
that  men  were  promoted  to  ol!ices  of 
trust  and  profit,  not  for  preaching  the 
Gospel,  but  for  lighting  Dissent.  If  a 
clergyman  could  ouly  show  that  he  had 
from  his  pulpit  denounced  Dissent  as  the 
greatest  of  national  sins,  or,  failing  that, 
if  he  coitld  show  that  he  had  written  an 
insolent  letter  to  a  Welsh  Member,  be  was 
sure  of  promotion.  He  (Sir  G.  Osborne 
Morgan)  bad  listened  to  sermons  which 
made  him  doubt  if  he  lived  in  a  Christian 
coimtry,  but  he  would  not  quote  from 
sermons  or  from  speeches.  He  preferred 
written  or  printed  testimony,  like  the 
late  Mr.  Me  re  weather,  wbo  used  to  say 
that  he  believed  in  a  future  state  of 
pnnishmeut,  because  in  this  world  meti 
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were  not  made  accoimtable  for  %v hat  they 
saitl,  but  only  for  wtiat  they  wrote.  The 
Qtmrtcrbf  Hevicw  way  ii  ii  accreil  ite J  or^an 
of  the  Church  Pnrty.  It  \\n^  r^  up  posed 
to  he  written  by  i^eivtlemen  and  sohnlars. 
He  wished  he  con  hi  S4iy  that  of  the 
arti<de  on  The  Church  in  fVaies^ 
from  which  he  was  goin»x  to  quote.  If 
the  writer  had  been  roferriuj;  to  the  very 
lowest  and  nio;«t  degraded  type  he  could 
not  hwve  spoken  in  more  oifeusive  terms 
than  he  did  nhont  the  lead  in  j^  Welsh 
Noucouformir^tH.  Of  these  rneu — men  of 
tbe  purei^t  aud  mont  holy  lives,  wbo^e 
frtendship  lie  (Sir  (i.  Osborne  Morgan) 
valued — the  writer  .-^aid  that  their  daily 
livert  eommn tided  no  respect.  Theu  he 
went  on  to  .speak  of  "  a  hideous  travetsty 
of  Christ iau  life,"  and  of  the  interest 
whiidi  Welsh  congregations  took  in 
Church  matters  as  the  **  interference 
of  uneducated  vulgarity  in  .spiritual 
10  a  1 1  e  rs  ♦ "  U  n  ed  ii  cat ed  \'  u  1 1^  ar  i  t  y  w  as  l>a  d 
enough,  but  what  was  ten  times  wori*e 
was  educated  vulgarity,  and  for  geniuno 
vulgarity,  for  tlownright  jinobbihhuej;^,  he 
won  hi  commend  them  to  the  author  of 
this  article.  The  writer  also  j^aid,  what 
was  probably  true,  that  the  newsjiapers 
of  Walci*  were  almost  entirely  in  the 
hands  of  Nonconformists,  Why  was 
tb  a  t  ?  S  i  m  p  1  y  becau  s  e  the  pe o pi  e  w  I lo 
read  them  were  Nonconformists.  He 
believed  that  out  of  17  papers  printed  in 
the  vernacular,  only  two  were  can-ied 
on  by  Cburchmen,  and  they  w'ere  kept 
alive  partly  by  largo  subsidies  aud 
partly  by  abuse  of  liis  hon.  Frieutl  the 
Member  for  Carnarvon  Boroughs.  The 
writer  also  declared  that  the  old  spirit  of 
law  aud  order  was  almost  entirely  dis- 
appearing, and  "  irreligious  and  lawless- 
nes9  "  bad  taken  their  place.  Irrdigious 
aud  lawlessness  !  By  their  fruits  they 
would  know  them»  Surely  the  author 
of  thii  egregious  nonsense  knew  perfectly 
well  that  the  people  of  whom  ho  was 
speaking  were  people  in  whoso  country 
the  places  of  worship  aud  Sunday 
schools  were  always  full,  and  the 
gaols  were  almost  always  empty,  aud 
whose  amusements  were  the  purest 
and  the  most  elevating  in  the  whole 
world.  The  proportion  of  crime  to  the 
population  in  Wales  was  about  half  what 
it  was  in  Englaud,  and  at  the  last  Assizes 
it  took  four  or  five  counties  to  make  two 
prisoners.  A  Judge  recently  complained 
to  him  that  he  had  to  travel  50  milea  in 
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North  Wales  to  try  one  prisoner,  and  she 
was  un  Englishwoman.  It  was  often 
said  that  if  the  Church  were disestabli shod, 
religion  would  he  utterly  crnsbeil  in 
Wales  :  and  that  if  she  were  not  niaiu- 
tuiued  by  tithes  aud  endowments,  she 
C'onid  not  be  maintaiue^l  at  all.  All  he 
couhl  say  was  that  if  the  Church  could 
only  be  maintained  by  such  me-aus,  the 
sooner  she  ceased  to  be  maintained  the 
better.  It  was  an  extraordinary  thing 
tiuit  those  who  used  that  argument  did 
not  see  what  a  handle  they  were  putting 
in  the  bauds  not  only  of  the  enemies  of 
all  forms  of  religious  establisbmeuts,  but 
the  enemies  of  all  religion  whatever.  He 
would  quote  as  his  last  extract  a  passage 
from  Herbert  Spencer,  who  asked 

**  h  Chriatianity,  aft*r  so  many  centuries,  so 
little  riiQtod  in  mea'a  hearts  that  but  for  the 
Qoverninent    watering-pots  it    would    wither 

The  right  bou.  Gentleman  opposite 
said  ihat  the  Welsh  dioceses  were  dioceses 
of  the  province  of  Canterhury,  and  that 
if  they  tlisestabiisbed  tlie  Welsh  Church, 
they  were  bound  to  go  ou  aud  dis- 
establish the  English  Church*  If  so, 
so  much  the  worse  for  the  Established 
Church  of  England.  But  there  was 
nothing  more  absurd  than  to  say  that 
Wales  was  not  entitled  to  be  treated  as  a 
stfparate  nationality,  when  Parliament 
had  over  and  over  again — Parliament, 
led  even  by  the  Government  of  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  a  Member — ^had 
acknowledged  their  right  to  be  dealt 
with  as  a  separate  nationality.  Nothing 
would  be  more  unjust  or  a! nurd  than  to 
say  that  they  in  Wales  who  were  ripe  for 
disestablishment  ought  to  wait  till  they 
in  England  who  were  not  ripe  were  ready 
for  it.  But  he  did  not  think  that  that 
argument  of  the  right  bou.  Gentleman  was 
likely  to  make  niuch  impression  on  the 
Liberal  Members.  They  had  come,  rightly 
or  wrongly,  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
qnestion  of  disestahlishraeut,  even  in 
Englaud,  was  only  a  question  of  time. 
How  could  it  be  otherwise  ?  If  there 
was  anything  certain,  it  w^as  that  the 
whole  tendency  of  the  age  was  toward 
perfect  freedom  of  opinion  in  religion, 
aud  it  was  absurd  to  speak  of  re- 
ligious free*lom  when  one  set  of  religious 
opinion  was  hedged  round  by  arti- 
ficial reverence  aud  exalted  aud  pro- 
tected at  the  expenao  of  the  rest^ 
Look  back  on  the  kst   60   years ;  th 
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repeal  of  the  Test  and  Corporation  Acts, 

LCathoIic  Emancipatian,  the  admission  of 

I  Jews  to  Farliameiit,   Cliiireh  rate  aboli- 

Ition,  Burial  Law  reform,  the  admij?sion  of 

iNonconformiifts  to  tho    Universities — ail 

lihoae  measures   were  liotly  resisted,  hut 

[they  had  all  been  carried  ;  and  what  were 

IthftV  hilt  80  many  stages  which  marked 

■the  progre«*s  they  were  making  towards 

perfect  religious  freedom,  aud  they  could 

not  have  perfect  religions  freedom  without 

perf ec  t  re  1  Ig i  o  u  s  eq nal  i  ty ,   He  w  o u  I  d  o  u  I  y 

ay,  io  conclusion,  that  he  had  too  ranch 

Dofidence  in  the  sense  of  justice  which 

listioguished  Englishmen  to  believe  that, 

Iwhen   all    these    facts   were  laid   before 

bem^  they  wotild  any  longer  turn  a  ileaf 

ftr  to  the  all  but  unanimous  demand  of  the 

lepreaentatives  of  a  peo]>le  who,  despite 

lieir    poverty,   despite    tlielr  d  is  courage- 

aent,  despite  the  frowns  of  the  wealthy 

^»nd   the    sneers    of    the    educated,    had 

managed  to  make  for  Iheir  own  spiritual 

tueeds  a  provision    which  might    put   to 

ihame  the  richest  and  the  firondest  Church 

Ustahlislmieot  in  the  woihL 

•Mk.  BCCKNILL    (Surrey,    Epsom) 

fcid,    that    those    who    had    taken    tho 

rouble  of  studying  the   Debates  which 

for  a  long  series  of  years  had  taken  place 

the   House  of  Commons  in  regard  to 

)i8establishment  most  have  been   much 

stonished  at  the    two    modern    or    new 

rguments  which   had    bceu   put  forward 

by  the  present  Government.     Those  two 

Irguments  were  first  heard  in  the  speech 

'  made  by  tho  Home  Secretary  last  vSession, 

and  they  had  lieeu  repeated  to -day.     First 

of  all,  the  Home  Secretary  t*aid  that  the 

proposed  diae^tablishment  and  disendow- 

Dent  of  the  Church  in  Wales  was  for  the 

|ood    of    the    Ciiureh    in    Wales,  and, 

Bcondly,  be  said  that  the  Irish  case  was 

I  exac  t  precede u  t  f o  r  d  i  se  n  do  w  me n  t .  I  f  i  t 

rere  the  fact  that  disestablishment  and 

liseudowment     would     ^strengthen     the 

Church,  was  it   not  passing  strange  that 

lie  great  Radical  Party,   the  araenders 

abuses     and     righters     of     wrongs 

rhich   they  posed  as  herng^  had  taken 

long   a   time    to     find    out   that    by 

[isestablishiijg     and     disendowing     the 

Jhurch  they  were  playing  the  part  of  her 

est  friends  ?     At  the  beginning  of  the 

Botury  it  was  said  that  the  abuses  of 

epoiism   and   absenteeism   were  in  cx- 

Btenceinthe  Church  in  Wales.   Was  not 

that,  then,  the  time  for  the  great  Radical 

p^to  come  forward  and  generously  offer 


to  hold  out  its  helping-hand  to  the  Church  ? 
But  nowadays,  when  nU  men  knew,  and 
all  men  who  were  honest  won  Id  admit 
that  the  Church  in  Wales  was  doing  its 
best,  was  full  of  vigour  and  vitality,  an<l 
was  honestly  working  side  by  side  with 
its  Nonconformist  brethren,  in  |>eace  and 
with  benefit  to  those  who  received  the 
administrations  of  both,  how  odd  it  wa«, 
how  strange  that  at  such  a  time  the  Go- 
vernment, for  the  first  time  as  a  Govem- 
ment,  should  step  forward  and  seek  to 
disestablish  and  disendow  that  Chnrch. 
It  strained  the  imagination  to  think 
that  those  who  put  forward  such 
an  argument  could  be  really  serious. 
But  it  did  not  stop  there  ;  they  had 
another  excuse,  which  was  that  they 
Avere  impelled  to  do  that  wbicli  tlioy  were 
seeking  to  do  in  obedience  to  the  mandate 
of  national  sentiment.  National  senti- 
ment might  be  a  goml  dictator  ;  he  could 
understand  a  mandate  of  national  senti- 
ment which,  for  the  benefit  of  our 
country  and  fatherland,  would  be  a 
dictator  which  they  would  be  bound  to 
obey,  but  he  could  also  conceive  a 
national  sentiment,  so-called,  that  it 
would  be  unwise  to  h'sten  to.  Of  what 
stuff  was  this  national  sentiment  made  ; 
was  it  a  national  sentiment  found  m 
Ireland  or  Scotland  ?  Lot  tliem  take 
Ireland.  He  would  like  t^  know  how 
many  of  the  ordinary  Irish  voters  ever 
beard  about  the  Protestant  Church  Id 
Wales  at  all  in  their  lives  ;  bow  many 
times  they  had  been  addressed  from  the 
pulpit  or  by  candidates  who  asked  for 
tlieir  support  to  help  disestablish  the 
Church  in  Wales  ?  There  was  no 
such  national  sentiment  in  Ireland,  and 
he  ventured  to  say,  thongh  here  he  was 
not  on  such  strong  ground,  it  was  very 
uncertain  whether  there  was  any  such 
national  sentiment  in  Scothmd.  In  Eng- 
land the  Government  knew  too  well  how 
the  matter  stood.  If  there  was,  therefore, 
a  national  sentiment  it  was  amongst  the 
Welsh  people  only ;  and  was  that,  he  asked, 
a  sentiment  springing  from  an  objection 
on  principle  to  the  religions  principle  ? 

Mr,  W.  ABRAHAM  (Glamorgan, 
Rhondda)  :  Hear,  hoar  ! 

Mr.  BUCKNILL  said,  very  well, 
if  it  was,  all  he  could  say  was 
that  he  could  quote  a  very  strong 
authority  to  ahow  that  the  aflirroation 
given  by  the  hon.  Member  below  tho 
Graogway  waa  not  correct.  He  would  take 
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the  wonl:^  of  a  ttmu  who,  hebeliev&d,  kuew 
more  abaut  tbo  history  of  the  Church  id 
Wiiles  than  iiuy  other  Meoiber  of  lliL^ 
Hoii:se — he  ineiiiit  the  right  hou,  Gentle- 
rmiii  the  Member  for  M idiot liiuu  (Mr. 
W.  E.  GliuUtouej.  Whcju  he  heard 
Mr.  Wutkid  Willijims  fsay  lu  this  Hoiii^e 
m  1870  that  the  Scriptures  tleelared 
aguhit^t  the  priuciple  of  Xittional  Estab- 
liijluneut,  wliat  tlid  the  right  hoji*  Geu- 
tloinau  say  ?       He  said — 

"If  my  hon.  Friend  will  perniit  me  to  nay 
BO  vvilhout  totending  him  any  ili^respect,  I 
must  Biiy  he  hae,  ia  ray  opinion,  entirtil}^  failfd 
t<%  prove  that  fiucli  h  the  catie.  Sufficient  i^roof 
of  what  1  say  is  to  be  fi>iind  in  this — that 
althoagh  it  is  true  that  Welsh  Nonconformity 
hafl  taken  root  and  Ixjcome  a  national  seuti- 
ment  ill  the  country  more  than  half  a  uenlurj 
ago,  be  would  have  fouud  it  diftiuult^  if  not 
im|«.>ssible,  to  cliHeover  the  slightott  traee  cd 
t'utitroversy  with  reganl  to  ilij^efitahlishment. 
It  liaK  not  been  a  qucRtion  with  regard  t«> 
uational  establishment  of  religion.  That  has 
rvothinjr  to  do  with  the  growth  of  Welsh 
ilisscnt.'* 

He  preferred  lliat  statemaat  of  the  rii^ht 
hon.  Gcutleinati  to  the  assertioii  he 
heard  just  now  from  the  hon.  Member 
below  tlie  Gangway. 

Uiu  \y,  ABliAHAM:  Twetity-four 
yearH  ago. 

Mk.  BUCKNILL  ;  Yes  ;  and  he  was 
obliged  for  the  intcrruptioi).  If  the  prin- 
eipie  laid  down  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
tnan  was  ^rood  then,  it  was  gooil  now. 
The  Home  Secretiiry  did  not  pretend 
HuU  there  waa  any  goo<l  eaa»e  for  assert- 
ing there  were  any  Huch  abuses  in  the 
Chnreh  lu  Wales  now  as  exititcd  m  tiie 
early  part  of  the  century  ;  therefore,  if 
the  uniy  cause  for  objection  to  the 
Establishment  was  by  reaiion  of  the  short- 
comings that  were  said  to  exist  then, 
bow  about  18fM,  when  they  knew  they 
bad  diHappeared,  and  that  the  Chiircli 
was  working  with  the  utmost  of  its 
ability  to  do  that  which  was  righl  anti 
proper  ?  [**  No,  no  I  **]  The  hoo,.  Meoi- 
bcr  might  say  "  No,  no  P'  but  he  chal- 
lenged him  to  get  up  afterwards  and  draw 
attention  to  a  single  cireutiistaiiee  that 
justified  his  saying  the  Church  wa» 
not  doing  its  duty  in  the  Principality  of 
Wales  at  the  present  moroent.  There- 
fore, be  Wft8  jui^tified  id  saying  that  ob- 
jection oo  principle  to  the  establiMhment 
of  a  National  Establishtneut  wat«  not  a 
good  one,  and  they  must  look  fur- 
ther for  a  valid  objection  to  support 
those  who  were  desirous  of  disei^tabiiBb- 

vWr,  Bucimil 


lug  and  disendowing.  He  wondered  if 
it  had  anything  to  do  with  money  ?  What 
did  Mr.  Watkin  William.^,  whi»  was  one 
of  their  liestand  foiettiostuf  iheir  speakers^ 
say  tuj  this  sitbject  f  He  said  that  if  he 
could  not  procure  the  disendowment  of 
the  (.!hurch,  he  wouhl  prefer  to  see  her 
uumulcstcHl ;  in  other  woidii,  he  ilid  not  care 
about  her  being  disestahlished  unless  he 
could  get  her  disendowed  ;  if  he  coubl  do 
that,  atid  could  get  hiifi  hands  on  the 
money,  he  would  do  his  be»t  to  dis- 
establish tiie  Church,  If  that  was  a 
principle  of  whicli  anyone  was  proud» 
all  he  con  hi  say  was  tliat  he  begged  to 
diiier.  Then,  might  he  quote  the 
hiugtiage  of  a  statesman  of  long  ugo, 
but  who  was  once  a  Leader  of  the 
Whig  Party,  and  who  spoke  in  the 
presence  of  the  tight  hon.  Geutieniau  the 
Member  for  Midlothian,  who  snpporte<l 
him  afterwards — he  meant  the  opinion  of 
the  late  Lord  Paimerstun  with  regard  ta 
the  Irish  Church  ?  It  was  in  the  year 
li5ot>,  and  it  was  theu  thought  that  a 
Uesolutiou  was  an  easy  way  of  getting 
an  opinion,  without  much  coming  of  it^ 
as  to  the  disestablishment  of  the  Irit*h 
Church.  During  the  Debate  Lonl 
Palmerston  said — 

*' I,  for  oue.  am  deciileiUy  of  opinioo  that  a 
Chiireh  estj^bli^hrnent  it*  a  proper  i)art  of  the 
organisation  of  a  eivili»ed  e<juiitry»  Entertain- 
ing a  deep,  a  seltle«l.  a:id  a  rooted  conviction 
that  a  Church  establishment  la  e^sj^ential  in 
every  country  in  which  it  U  thought  rlet«irablo 
that  reli^nun  should  be  diffut>e<l  ami  inculcated 
un  the  minila  of  the  populaticm^  b4.ing  perfectly 
determined  uover  to  agree  to  the  substitution 
of  the  voluntary  syntera  for  that  of  an  et^tablisli- 
ment,  1  fttel  compelled  to  vot«  against  the  t>ro* 
position/' 

Then  in  the  necessities  of  the  ca!!»e  they 
must  Hud  some  precedent  for  disendow- 
ment. The  Home  Secretary  was  equal 
to  the  occasion,  for  lie  had  Raid  time 
after  time  that  the  disendowment  of  the 
Irish  Church  was  an  exact  precedent  for 
the  disendowment  of  the  Church  in 
Wales.  Well,  the  ri;^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Midlothian  did  not  agree 
with  him,  for  he  had  said  time  after  time 
in  this  House  there  waiiu  great  difference 
between  the  two.  On  the  24th  of  May, 
1870,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

**  The  c&ae  of  the  Welsh  Church  ib  certainly 
widely  different  to  that  of  the  Irish  Church/* 

Now  they  got  to  an  odd  state  of  things. 
Those  who  chose  to  study  the  question 
would  find  in  the  epeechea  of  those  who 
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proposed  tLedisei^ialiliE^limeQtof  the  Irisli 
CUurch  Iq  1868,  wbei)  the  questiou  first 
Arose,  that  thoy  tolij  the  English  and 
Scotch  people  that  tlitjy  need  uot  l)e 
Afraid  that  the  Eiit^Hsh  Church  or  the 
Establbhed  Church  in  E upland  won  hi 
suffer^  beeaiiae  there  was  a  great  diffbreiife 
between  the  EiiglUh  nnd  the  Irish 
Church  ;  but  when  thej  wanted  a  prece- 
dent and  the  Irii^h  Clmreh  had  been  di.s- 
€fltabliahed,  it  was  easy  enongh  to  say 
the  two  were  alike,  and  the  Irlsli  Chtirch 
waa,  they  said,  an  exact  precedent  for  what 
tliey  desired  tn  do.  LetJiim  ask  again  on 
what  prioeiplc  they  were  going  to  dis- 
endow this  Church  ?  Could  li  he  asserted 
by  any  honest  man  that  the  funds  of  the 
Church  werebenig  misused  to-day  ;  eonhl 
it  be  asserted  by  any  boiiG.st  man  that 
these  eadowmcnts  wlien  given  were  not 
properly  given,  %vere  not  properly  bestowed 
for  a  particular  object  ;  and  was  it  any 
reason  to  say^  in  support  of  their  argn- 
meot  for  disetidowment  to-day,  that  in 
the  early  part  of  the  reutury,  in  day??  long 
gone  by — thank  God  for  it !— tlt«»6cundoW' 
meats  were  not  always  adniiiiij^tered  in 
the  best  possible  manner  ?  The  aluises-j 
if  they  existed,  had  gone  ;  and  if  the  abuse 
had  disappeared  and  the  endow- 
meuts  were  being  properly  adtnin- 
idtered,  was  it  not  ridiculous,  abnurd.  and 
dishonest  to  say  that  beuanse  the  property 
wag  national  therefore  the  property  was 
to  be  taken  away  and  divided  amongst 
all  parties  ?  He  hoped  be  should  not  he 
using  too  strong  language  in  expresf^ing 
the  opinion  that,  though  it  might  be 
Constitutional  for  the  House  to  take 
the  property  away  —  and  anything 
Farliatnent  did  was  Constitutional — it 
was  immoral.  He  ventured  to  say, 
further,  that  if  this  property  was  taken 
away  for  no  t>etter  reaj«on  tlutn  those 
which  had  already  been  given,  it  would 
cause  some  people  outside  this  House  to 
«ay  that  the  House  had  disgraced  itself. 
There  was  another  point  he  would  like  to 
put,  aud  that  was  that  if  it  was  for  the 
gooil  of  the  Church  that  the  Chnri'h  be 
disestablished  and  disendowed,  wliy  take 
three  bites,  as  it  was  called,  at  a  cherry  ; 
why  not  disendow  the  lot  together  ;  why 
not  offer  the  iame  high4iauded  generosity^ 
to  the  Church  in  Scotland  and  the  Church 
iu  England  ?  If  it  was  for  their  good,  it 
waa  for  their  good  in  England  and  Scot- 
land ;  and  if  it  wa^^  good  for  the  Church 

VOL.  XXIIL  [focrth  seiiies.] 


in  England  and  the  Church  in  Scotland 
to  1«e  disendowed,  wh}'  hesitate  at  all  ? 
Why,  because  the_v  did  not  dare  try  it. 
That  logically  they  otight  to  do  it  waa 
perfectly  clear  from  a  statonient  made  by 
the  present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
who  sard  on  the  J)th  of  Maich,  1886— 

*'The  CUarch  in  Wales  is  so  much  an  integml 
part  of  the  Cimrch  of  Eiigkind  that  it  is  not 
only  Hi fficult  hut  impossible  to  raise  the  ques- 
tion without  disendowfn^  the  other;  if  you 
raise  the  question  of  the  Church  in  Wales  you 
raise  the  whole  question/' 

And  yet  they  were  quite  prepared  to  try 
to  do  it,  even  though  they  thought  that 
by  doing  so  they  were  conferring  a  bene- 
tit  and  a  blessing  on  the  Church  that 
they  were  going  to  split.  He  had 
diseovered  a  prophecy  in  the  pages  of 
Hansard  which  might  throw  i^ome  little 
li^ht  on  the  reason  for  tlie  proceed  in  gi*  in 
thiw  House  to-day »  A  Member  wlio  was 
not  known  to  him,  but  who  might  he 
known  to  some  hon.  Members,  Dr.  Ball, 
used  in  this  House  on  the  9th  of  Mav, 
18^1,  these  remarkable  wordn.  Dr.  Ball 
Raid — 

**  For  the  preeent  the  Church  ia  safe ;  the 
Church  will  be  dqfcnde*!  no  lonj^  n^  itjj  defence 
does  not  iDjperil  the  eiipitencc  ot  t)ie  Adminis- 
tration >  Vmt  it  will  Im  abandoned  jh  h?oon  as  ever 
their  existenw  in  at  stake  upon  this  rjueation," 

Was  it  qnite  certain  that  the  present 
Administration  would  ever  have  come 
into  existence  if  it  had  not  pledged  itself 
to  bring  forward  thin  question  ;  was  it 
i|uite  certain  that  the  present  Ad- 
ministration, tottering  as  some  thonght, 
wonld  have  been  able  to  linger  on  even 
afl  it  was  if  it  had  not  bronght  forward 
this  question  ?  In  this  he  thought  they 
bad  the  fnltibnent  of  Dr.  BalTs  prophecy. 
Tlie  Administration  was  in  danger,  and 
they  knew  that  if  they  did  not  bring  for- 
ward this  c|uefltion  they  would  not  exist, 
or,  existing,  they  wonld  not  long 
continue.  National  sentiment  had  been 
talked  of  as  the  mandate  which  coin- 
pelleii  the  Government  to  bring  forward 
this  Motion.  Shonld  nothing  be  said  of 
atiother  sentiment  which  they  claimed  to 
Imve ;  was  no  attention  to  he  paid,  no 
respect  whatever  paid  to  that  feeling 
wbieb  they  all  had  for  the  Church  (bey 
were  born  in  and  brought  up  in  ?  They 
might  succeed  in  dragging  her  down  from 
her  traditional  platform  ;  they  might  suc- 
ceed in  making  her  compete  for  ber  very 
eiistonco    in    the  market-place  of   indi- 
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Yitliialbm  ;  they  migbt  oven  succeed   m 
set^'m^  her  humiliated,  mid  perhaps  for  a 
fim^  impoverished,  and  then  when  all  the 
damage  wa^  done,  and  could   fiot   be  tq- 
merlied,  the  reflection  might  come  to  aorne 
of  them  that  they  had  done  a  great  wrong, 
and  injured  a   Chareh  that  wai  doing  a 
good  work.  They  would  resist  them  to  the 
beet  of  their  power,  because  they  believed 
and   knew    that  their   Church    was    the 
Church   of  moderation  and  liberty.     To 
borrow  a  figure  that  had  been  used,  they 
saw   in  this  thai   the   Government  were 
doing    not    only    the    burning    of    their 
neighbour's  house,  but  their  own   party 
walls  in   flames,  as  they  believed  that  it 
wag    untrue,    as    stated    by    the    Homo 
Secretary  to*day»  that  her  existence  was 
a    constant    source    of    bitterneas     and 
animosity.      If  that  existed],  it  was  not 
caused    by    the    Chtirch.       He  did    not 
believe    it    existed    to   any    extent  ;     he 
believed   if  they  threshed  the  matter  out 
they  would  And   politics    to    be    at    tbe 
bottom  of  it,  and  jea lousy  of  the  endow- 
ments of  the  Church.     He  did   uot    be- 
liove  thai  this  bitterness  and  animosity 
was  found  apart  from  politics.    He  hoped 
he    had     not    spoken    too    warmly,    but 
they  were  accused  of  being  weak-kneed 
supporters  of  the  Church,  and   he  knew 
that    to    be    untrue,    and,    for  hie    part, 
Le     would    not     only     resist     the     Bill, 
but   if  he  had   his  way   he   would  even 
diTide  the  House  upon  the  First  Read- 
ing   of    it.       To    his    Roman    Catholic 
friends  and  to  his  Nonconformist  friends, 
who    bad    the    same   sentiment   and   the 
same  love  for  their  Churches  as  Church- 
men of  the  Established  Church,  he  said 
that  to  britig  abont  this  disestablishment, 
diseudowment,   and    humiliation    of    the 
Church  was  neither  just  nor  generous, 
•Mr.    BAHLOW    (Somerset,    Frome) 
said,  that   though  he   was  not  a  Welsh- 
man nor  a  Welsh  Representative,  he  had 
lived    a    substantial     portion     of    nearly 
every  year    of    his    life    in  Whales,   and 
had  had   occasion  to   take  some  part   lu 
political  matters  in   the  rriucipality,  and 
ho  said  without  doubt  and  without  hesi- 
tation  that   the  W^elsh  people  had  made 
up  their  tninds  that  it  was  fully  time  that 
they  saw  an  end  of  the  establishment   of 
the  English  Church  in  Wales.     This  was 
at  tho  last  Election,  and  for  some  Elections 
before,    the     one     important     and    most 
burnwg   topic  in    Wales.      It  had  been 
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stated  that  it  was  not  before  the  English 
constituencies  ;  but  he  could  only  say,  at 
any  rate  in  the  constituency  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent,  he  referred  to  the 
question  again  and  again,  and  there 
was  no  doubt  at  all  what  the 
views  of  his  couatituency  were.  The 
Welsh  people  hnd  decided  that  the 
English  Church  did  not  suit  them,  and 
they  had  provided  chapels  for  themselves, 
which  they  supported  with  ^  generosity 
and  enthusiasm  hardly  equalled  and  never 
excelled  in  any  part  of  the  world,  MTben 
they  returned  nine-tenths  of  their  Ropre- 
scntatives  pledged  to  detnand  that  the 
establishment  of  the  English  Church  in 
Wales  should  cease  they,  at  any  rate^ 
who  believed  in  government  by  the 
|ieople  were  bf*und  lo  pay  some  atten* 
tion  to  thut  demund,  It  had  been  stated 
that,  although  there  was  a  vast  majority 
of  Welsh  Representatives  who  were  \u 
favour  of  this  measure,  there  were 
not  so  large  a  proportion  of  Welsb 
people ;  but  he  had  never  yet  heard 
anyone  who  had  the  hardihood  to 
state  that  the  majority  of  the  We1*l> 
people  were  opposed  to  diseatablishmeut- 
He  had  frequently  attended  the  English 
churches  in  Wales.  On  one  occasion  be 
al tended  where  the  service  was  in  Welsh, 
and  there  were  exactly  19  people  in  the 
church,  counting  everybody.  He  subse- 
quently attended  the  English  service, 
and  he  counted  over  190  people,  nnd  any- 
one who  attended  that  church  and  waited 
outside  the  chapel  doors  would  see  that 
the  Welsh  people  did  not  go  to  the 
church,  but  went  to  the  chapels*  The 
people  of  Wales  had  decided  that  they 
did  not  believe  in  a  religion  which  was 
subject  to  State  patronage  and  control. 
They  believed  they  could  manage  their 
own  affairs  l>efter  for  themselves  than 
others  could  manage  them  for  thero, 
and  he  believed  the  instincts  of  the 
Welsh  people  a*?  regarded  this  matter 
w^ere  absolutely  right.  They  were 
told  that  the  case  of  Wales  was 
not  parallel  with  the  case  of  Ireland* 
It  was  not  contended,  however,  that 
Irish  disestablishment  had  been  a  failure, 
and  much  as  disestablishment  was 
wanted  in  Ireland,  when  it  was  enacted 
it  was  wanted  far  more  in  Wales 
to-day.  The  establishment  of  the 
English  Church  in  Wales  was  a  griev- 
ance  to   the   Welsh   people  ;  it    was  a 
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tbiii^  wbicb  rankled  in  their  miotle^  a»  an 
iu justice  and   b8  an  aUeu  inetittition  ;   It 
was  the  cause  of  ununosity  Aud  bitterness 
and,  he  woyld  almost  say,  of  class  hatrcnl 
which    it   liiui^r    be    the   dtity   of    every 
Legislature  to  try  and  put  to  a  jn»t  end. 
He  appealed  to  the  Houne  most  earnesstly, 
because    lie    thoroughly  believed  in   the 
justice  of  the  claim  of  the  Welsh  people, 
to  pad«  the  Firnt  lieiidiug  of  thin  Bill,  &o 
that  they  might  discuss  the  details  Iiere- 
after.     He  heartily  hoped  timt  this  great 
lefiire  of  the  Welsh  people  would  not  he 
lenied  to  them,  and  that  they  would  be 
IJowed   to   »ee   that   the  Parliament  of 
thig  country  did,  at   any   rate,  pay   aome 
attenttou    to    their    wisheB,   which    were 
almost    unanimously  expressed    through 
their  constitutioually-olected  Representa- 
tives, who  were,  iu  many   cases,  elected 
Imost  entirely  with  a  view  to  this   sulj- 
t.     He    thought,   therefore,   the  least 
ey  eoulil  do  was  to   give   consideration 
lo  this    Bill,  and  see  if  they  could  not 
meet  the  wishes  of  the  vast  majority  of 
lihe  Welsh  peopJe,  and  then   he  believed 
'   ley    ahould    have  done  far  more    than 
ey  coiihl   do  by  any  one  single  other 
easure  to  convince  them  that  they  were 
illing  to   govern  them  npon  principles 
"equity, of  Justice,  and  of  right. 
Mr.  ADDISON  (Aehtou-under-Lyne) 
t,  they  were   told  by  the  right  hou. 
aroaet,     who     especially     represented 
ebb  opinion  iu  this  matter,  that  there 
u  a  great  feeling  of  bitterness  ou   the 
t  of  the  Church  in  Wales  towards  the 
onconformiat  Body  there,  and  certainly 
at  feeling  in  aome  way  or  other  seemed 
have    influenced  a  good   deal  of  the 
debate  they  had  heard  that  night.       It 
ight,  therefore,  be  ueeful    if  he  asked 
le  House  to  consider  this  question  from 
[Other  point  of  view  -  namely,  that  of 
ocashiro    Conservatism    and    Church- 
nship,   where  such  a  feeling  as   this 
as  quite  unknown.    They  in  Lancashire 
ere  always  ready  to  appreciate  at  its 
best  the  good  work  done  by  Noncon- 
irmr^t  Bodies,  and  to  give  them  every 
lit  of  social  and  politica!  equality  con- 
stant with  the  existence  of  the  Estab* 
^hed  Church  and  the  national   profes- 
aon  of  religion,  and  they  believed  that  in 
otiug  this  harmony  and  good  feeling 
ey  were  defending  by  the  best  meaus 
le  Church,   which  was  nowhere  more 
ulftf  than  iu  that  county.     From  their 


point  of  view,  however,  they  were 
astonished  to  find  the  question  of  the  dis- 
establishmeut  of  the  Church  in  Wale« 
treated  in  this  way,  because  they  looked 
at  it  from  a  practical  point  of  view,,  and 
asked  what  good  result  of  a  religious, 
,  moral,  or  other  kind  was  to  come  from 
I  this  Bill  ?  The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
I  G.  Oi:^  borne  Morgan)  said  that  even  if  a 
I  disestfiblishment  Bill  were  to  come  from 
I  Heaven  they  (the  Opposition)  should 
oppose  it.  Ho  thought  they  would  wait 
i  until  that  happened.  At  present  they 
I  hiui  a  strong  feeliug  that  that  was  hardly 
the  source  from  which  Bills  which 
I  attacked  the  Church  emauated.  There 
were  two  separate  questions  involved 
iu  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  and  the  prin- 
cipal one  was  that  of  diseudowment. 
A  great  deal  Imd  l>een  said  about  the 
Church  Ijoiug  in  a  minority,  and  abotit 
the  numbers  of  the  Chnrch.  The  right 
hou.  Baronet  seemed  to  think  that  num- 
bers  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with  this 
matter,  but  in  reality  as  regarded  disen- 
dowment  numbers  had  nothing  to  do 
with  it.  Assuming  for  a  moment  that 
the  Church  in  Wales  was  the  Church  of 
even  a  minority  of  the  Welsh  peopk, 
bow  couid  they  deal  with  its  endow- 
ments ?  They  asked  the  House  to  con- 
sider and  deal  with  the  property  in 
possession  of  the  Church  as  it  would 
deal  with  property  in  jiossession  of  other 
Religious  Bodies,  or  charities,  whether 
educational,  eleemosynary,  or  religious^ 
What  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissionern 
and  Charity  Trustees  would  inquire  into 
was  whether  the  property,  properly  ad- 
ministered, was  in  excess  of  the  wants  of 
the  body  that  held  it,  so  as  to  constitute 
an  abuse,  and  if  it  were  found  that  that 
was  noL  so  there  would  be  no  case  made 
out  in  any  shape  or  form  for  attacking 
the  property  so  held.  It  might  be  said 
that  tithes  were  not  property.  Un- 
doubtedly, if  tithes  could  be  said  to  be  a 
tax  there  might  be  something  in  the 
argument  derived  from  numbers,  because 
a  tax  could  only  be  imposed  on  everybody 
when  it  was  for  the  benefit  of  the  entire 
comnuinity,  but  the  whole  foundation  of 
the  ease  in  Ireland  and  of  the  Bill  of  that 
day  was  that  tithe  was  property  like  any 
other  property.  It  had  been  enjoyed  by 
the  Church  for  several  centuries  at  least, 
and  one  inquired  what  abuse  there  was 
in  that  enjoyinent  ?     But  the  case  which 
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could    not   be    coDtnidicted     wa.n    tiiisi  : 
tbat   so  fnr    from   the    pmportj   of   the 
Cburoh  in  Wales   being   in  excess  of  its 
requirements  it  was  not  enouo:li  ;  that  it 
was  a   poor    Churrli    wbicli    had    aboiu 
£279,000  a  year  which  wai^  aotuallj   iti- 
6ufficient,  the  best  proof  of  this  hein^  thnt 
the  vokiDtary  contribntions  iiuide  in  aid 
€f  tbat  Church  were  in  excess  of   its    in- 
oome.     So  that    if   they   went   upon  the 
every -day    g:rouudi*    upon    which    tiii=i 
House  received  even^  scheme  of  charities 
of   all   kinds,  they   were  not  entitled   to 
touch  the  property  of  any  Cburch  or  iiv 
BtitiUion,  whether  it  bad  .500/>00  peojde, 
40,000,  or  only  10,000,  when  they  found 
it  was  not  in  excess  of  its  recpiirements, 
and  that  it  was  well  and  ably    adminis- 
tered.    Members  opposite   attacked    the 
property    of   a   vi^>roii8   Church,   which 
was  making  conversions  and   great  pro- 
gress,  and  asked  tbat    they  should  take 
away    its    property    oo    grounds     which 
would    not   apply   to   Spurgeon^i^  Taber- 
nacle or  any  other   property  held  by  the 
Noocouformist  community.    It  was  upou 
the  ground — w-ithout  stopping  to  argue 
as   to  the   rights  of  Parliament  to  inter- 
fere  wif  h   charities  or  endowments  of  all 
kinds  where  they  amounted  to  an  abuse — 
that  there  was  no  abuae  at  all  ;  tbat   the 
property  w^as  houourably   held  and  pro- 
perly administered  ;   that  they  said,  whe- 
ther thenuml>ers  l>e  small  or  great,   that 
BO  case    had    l>een     made   for  touch iag 
these   endowments.       As    regarded   dis- 
establishment, hon.    Members  sometimes 
spoke  as  if  disestablishment  w^aa  tn  itself 
something    which     would    oppress    the 
Nooconformist    Bodj.       But    even    the 
right    hon.  Baronet    himself  bad  shown 
that     during     the   last  100    years     the 
English    people      had     done     all     they 
eould    to    remove    from  the    Establisb* 
mont   anything    which    interfered    with 
the    social    and    equal    rights    of    other 
bodies,  and  if  anything  remaine*!  which 
a  Nonconformist  was  entitled  to  say  was 
a  grievance,  he  wa8  sure  no  one  would  be 
more  ready  to  remove  it  than  the  great 
bulk  of  English  Chiirebmen.    There  were 
some    small    matters,    such  as   Marriage 
Laws,  which  required  amendment ;    l>ut 
when  hon.  Members  talked  of  the  Estab- 
Jiahment  in  the  way  they  did,  they  literally 
argued  tbat  the  Establishment  inilieted 
certain    disabilities    upon    others.     But 
EstabUshm ent,  as  at  present  understood, 
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'  inflicted    no    injury   whatever  upon    the 
'  freedom*  or  progress,  or  position  of  any 
I  other  religious  denomination  in  England. 
If  that  be  so,    how  eon  Id   they  account 
!  for  this  spirit  of  bitteniess    in   Wales  ? 
'  There  was  no  ilonbt  it  was  foutided  upon 
I  the  notion  that  the  fain  that  one  ReJigious 
j  Body  was  recognised  by  the  State,  was 
connected  WMtli  the  State,  tbat  its  Courts 
'  w^ere  State  Courts,  and  that  it  had  State 
*  rights,     inflicted    a    certain     Mmoiint     of 
social  inequality  and  prejudice  npon  those 
who  were  not  memV»ers   of  this  Church. 
He  could  not  help  thinking  that  that  was 
a   very    exaggerated    notion.     He  could 
not    help    thinking    that    the    notiun    of 
Nonconformist    congregations   and    their 
ministers,   that   tbey    were    in    any  way 
looked  down  upon  or  treated  with   less 
consideratiou    than    tbe   clergy   of    the 
Established  Chnrch,  was  a  good  deal  a 
matter   of    their   own    feeling.     All    he 
could  say  was  tbat  in  tbe  town  he  repre- 
sented, and  generally  in  Lancashire,  any 
of   the    Nonconformist    clergymen    who 
was  an  able  man  and  did  his  duty  to  his 
congregation    was     as    much    respected 
as  any  elergymen  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land   by    the   members  of  that   Church. 
But,  whether  that  were  so  or   not,  there 
I  could  be  no  doubt  that  disestablishment 
j  won  Id  not  do  away  with  any   grievanceg 
of  wiiich  the  hon.  Members  from  Wales 
complained.     If  tbey  were  to  disestablish 
I  the  Church   to-morrow,  there  still  woiiM 
remain  certain  matters  which  would  give 
it  that  social  prestige  which  no  disestab- 
b'shment  could  take  away  from   it.     The 
right  hon.  Baronet  complained  that  the 
Church  was  tfie  Church  of  tbe  wealthy. 
It  was  impossible  to  prevent  by  any  Bill 
the  sort  of  feeling  the  people  had  towanls 
the  Church  that  it  was  the  Church  of  the 
w^calthy.     The  right  hon.  Baronet  said  it 
was  snobbishness.       Whether  it    was  or 
not  it  was  human   nature  ;   it  was  what 
the  people  liked — to  frequent  the  Church 
which   was  regarde^i    as  the   Chnrch  of 
the   wealthy,    and  what  the    right  hon. 
Gentleman     called    the    education     and 
culture  of  tbe  country,  an<l   no  disestab- 
h'shment  would  prevent   tbat  for  a  single 
moment.     If  tbe  Church   in  Wales  were 
disestablished  to-morrow^  all  these  com- 
plaints of   which  they  had    heard  wonld 
exist  in  an  aggravated  form.     When  the 
great  religious  movement  was  started  by 
Whilfleld   and    Wesley,   had   the/    this 
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notioa  about  going  to  cbapel  in  carriages 
and  being  thought  iuferlor  to  the  people 
that     went      iu      carriageB     and    being 
looked  down  upon   by  tlie  gentry  as  not 
good  euough  ?     No  ;  tliey    were  sturdy 
religious    men,    and    they    knew,    how-  i 
ever  important  it  was  to  belong  to  large  \ 
Religious     Bodies,    there    were    certain  j 
advantages    in     belonging    to    a    small 
Religious  Body,  and    they   had   none  of  i 
that    feeling    which    seemed    to     have  | 
descended  to  their  descendants j  and  which 
ehoweil  that  snoltbisbness   might  not  be 
on  one  side  in  this  matter.     He  entreated 
hoD,    Metnbers   from   Wales  to  remember 
that  they   would  aggravate  any    sort  of 
feeling  of  thiis  kind,  rather  than  diminish  ^ 
il,  by  disestablishment.    Did  it  not  strike  | 
Welsh    Noneoidormistfl  to    consider    all  | 
ihey  owed    to  establishment,  to  tbe  sort  i 
of  semi-establishment  which  they  enjoyed  | 
in  their  own  conn  ties,  and  to  the  national 
profession  of  religion  ?  Let  him  remind 
hon.  Members  from    Wales    that   so  far 
from  being  independent  of  the  State  as 
they  supposed,  tiiey  were  really  deriving 
most  euormou£^ advantages  from  establish- 
ment.    If   they  wanted   to    know    what 
establishment  was,  let  them  read  some  of 
tbe  pamphlets  and  speeches  lately  made 
in  France  by   those   who  desired  to  see 
tbe   Concordat  aboli.shed    and    uu    State 
recognition   of  religion,  and  they  would 
see  that   such   advantages    as   tbe  Non- 
eonforraiat  Bodies  in  Wales  and  England 
enjoyeil   would   l»e  considered   establisL- 
ment  in  the  highest  degree  by  many  Con- 
tinental nations.     What  did  they  enjoy  ? 
Nonconformist  Ministers  in   Wales  were 
freed  from  personal   i  mm  unities,  such  as 
freedom  from    serving    on   juries,    as    a 
reeoguitiou  of  their  position  by  the  State. 
Their  chapels  were  free  from  taxation — 
a  recognition   by  the   State.     Tbey  cn- 
joyeil  lequally    with   tbe  denominational 
schools    of    the     Church     of     England 
grautii    for    education  ;     but,   above   all, 
they    enjoyed    that    which    no     private 
individual  could  enjoy — they  enjoyed  the 
perpetual   succession    to    their    property. 
Anybody   might  give   them    pr<jperty  or 
endow   them    with    land    and    buildings,  | 
which   w*ould   be  preserved  to  them   for 
ever-     That  was  au   enormous  privilege  , 
which    tbe  State  could  only  give  because  | 
it  recognised  the   imparlance  of  religion  , 
and   refused   to  be  neutral  in  the  matter.  | 
Not  only  wae  this  the  ease,  but  the  law 


waa  careful  to  preserve^  according  to  the 
religious  foundation,  the  doctrines  taught 
ill  that  chapel  and  to  preserve  them  for 
that  particular  form  for  ever,  AU  these 
ailvantages  were  enjoyed  by  the  Non- 
conformists of  this  country,  who  practi- 
cally enjoyed  the  gre^it  advantages  of 
establishment  equally  with  the  members 
of  the  Church  of  England.  There  were 
very  few  privileges  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land had  which  Nonconformists  did  not 
enjoy,  and  this  exceptional  and  useful 
position  of  ihcir  own  they  would  very 
uiueh  endanger  if  they  began  to  attack 
the  holding  of  proper iy^  where  property 
was  not  in  excess  of  the  lequirementa  by 
any  Religious  Body  whatever.  He  could 
not  conceive,  apart  from  any  grievances 
of  their  own,  why  Nonconformists  could 
not  see  that  this  natural  profession  of 
religion  was  for  them,  as  for  the  Church 
of  England,  a  great  boon  and  blessing  to 
this  country.  Indeed,  he  did  not  know 
upon  what  grounds  they  could  justify 
even  the  reliLfious  observance  of  Sunday 
if  the  State  were  to  declare  Itself  neutral 
and  had  no  religion  whatever.  He 
had  ventured  to  lay  these  observa- 
tions in  a  moderate,  and  he  hoped  a 
sensible,  light  before  the  House.  What 
struck  h'mi  and  every  moderate  and 
sensible  Churchman  anxious  for  the 
prosperity  and  peace  of  all  Religious 
Denominations  in  this  country  was  the 
mischievous  and  wanton  character  of  an 
agitation  of  this  kind  ;  wanton  because 
it  was  no  good  to  anyone  in  this  world, 
and  mischievous  because  it  brought 
bitterness  where  there  was  nothing  but 
good  feeling,  and  tended  to  destroy  that 
religious  peace  and  concord  on  which, 
more  than  on  uuythiug  else,  depended  the 
prosperity  of  the  nation. 

Mii.  ALFKEU  THOMAS  (Glamor- 
gan, E.)  remarked  that  if  bitterness  had 
been  imjK>rted  into  this  controversy^as 
it  had  been — it  was  mainly  because  of  the 
conduct  of  many  of  the  Church  clergy- 
men who  went  about  with  Petitions 
against  the  Welsh  Suspensory  Bill  to  iu- 
duce  Nonconformists  to  sign  them,  and 
niisre presenting  the  object  of  the  mea- 
sure  and  of  those  who  supported  the 
national  claims  of  Wales.  In  face  of 
such  facts,  how  could  anything  else  but 
bitterness  prevail  ?  That,  however,  was 
not  the  case  generally*  They  could  dla- 
criiniuate  between  men  and  the  system. 
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The  other  day  he  had  the  opportunity  of 
a  how  ill  g  that  ia  hh  own  person.  The 
members  of  the  council  of  the  South 
Wales  College  were  called  together  to 
nominate  a  President  of  the  College. 
Some  five-si xthi  of  the  members  were 
NoDCOuformiatB,  and  what  did  thej  do  ? 
He  httd  the  honour  of  proposing  that 
great  man  who,  thank  God  I  was  now 
recovering,  the  Dean  of  Llandaif,  as 
President,  a  proposition  which  wa« 
seconded  by  another  Noncotiformist 
and  carried  unanimonaly.  There  was 
a  reason  for  that,  l>o cause  tlie  Dean 
never  did  anythin^^  of  the  character 
they  complained  of  other  members 
of  the  Churcli  of  England  dohig. 
The  hon.  Member  bad  said  that  the 
clergymen  of  the  Establis^hed  Church 
treated  the  Nonconformist  ministers 
kindly  in  a  social  sen  Be,  So  they  did,  of 
course ;  but  he  would  tell  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  they  had  to  thank  the 
Nonconformist  ministers  of  the  past 
for  the  religious  state  in  which  Wales 
was  to-day  ;  and  yet  those  men  did  not 
stand  ao  high  socially  in  the  eye  of  the 
law  as  the  most  insignifieant  citrate.  That 
was  what  the  Nonconformists  of  Wales 
ComplaintHJ  of  and  wanted  to  have 
cbangetl.  So  far  ws  he  could  learn, 
Church  property  in  this  country  was 
created  by  a  King  who,  having  cotn- 
mitted  murder,  m  expiafion  of  his 
offence  commanded  one-tenth  of  the  land 
to  be  given  to  the  Church.  Tliey  were 
now  going  to  devore  the  money  to  a  far 
better  purpose  than  that  King  intended. 
In  the  United  States  and  in  our  Knglish- 
apeaking  colonies,  not  only  did  tbey  do 
very  well  without  tithcs»  but  very  much 
bettor.  Something  had  lieen  said  as  to 
the  progress  of  the  Church  of  England 
in  Wales,  He  admitted  that  in  some 
cases  the  Church  of  England  did  very 
well  indeed  ;  hut  under  what  ci renin- 
fttanccs  ?  Just  where  the  Church  of 
England  received  the  least  in  tithes  she 
iucceeded  the  most.  lie  lived  near  a 
large  town  which  he  thouglit  afforded 
the  greatest  example  of  the  progress  of 
the  Church  of  England  in  Wales.  There 
were  some  21  places  of  worship  and 
nearly  30  clergy.  All  tbey  had  in  the 
way  of  tithes  was  £250  a  year.  From 
Qtieen  Anne's  Bounty  and  tithes  together 
they  received  about  £1,<X>0  a  year  to 
catTj  on   that  great  work.     They  had, 
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however,  during  the  last  10  years  raiaed 
in   that  place  by  voluntary  subscription* 
some  £60,000.      Wbeuev'er   the  Church 
followed   the  example  of    the  Noncoii- 
formiets  and  trusted  to  the  generosity  of 
her  sons  and  daughters  she  did  well.     He 
was  glad  and  proud  to  lie  in  the  House  • 
of     Commons    that     evening     on      the 
introduction  of  such  a  Bill.     The  Weluh 
people    wore    under    an    undying    debt 
of    gratitude    to    the    Home    Secretary     m 
for     the     able     manner    in     which     he   •■ 
had  brought  in  the  Bill.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  spoken  in  the  spirit  of  the 
great  majority  of  the   people  of  Waled. 
Personally  speaking,  he  did  not  think  the 
rjuestion    was    one    of    numbers.      They 
would    leave  statistics   aside  ;    they  did 
not  want  them  at  all  to  pnive  their  caae. 
He  maintained  that  if  every  man»  womao» 
and  child  in  the  Principality  were  within 
the  pale  of  the   Established   Church  the 
case    for  disestablish  men  t    would   l>e    as 
strong  then  as   it  was  at   present.     The     h 
(piestion  was  not  one  of  statistics,  but  one    ■ 
of  principle.     But    disestablishment  had 
'  made  great  progress  in  the  minds  of  men 
\  since    tiic    franchise    had    been    lowered.    ■ 
The    great    majority    of    people    in    the    fl 
Principality  looked    upon  the  Church  as 
nothing  else   than   a  badge  of  servitude, 
and,  for  his   own   part,  he    was  proud  of 
sitting  in  a  House  of  Commons  in  which 
a   Bill    for    the   disestablishment    of  the 
Church  in  Wales  had  been  introduced. 

•Mr.  <;R1FF1TH  -  B08CAWEN 
(Kent,  Tuniiridge)  said,  he  was  afmid 
he  could  not  follow  the  bon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down  into  his  historiciil  H 
researches.  In  his  reading  he  had  been  ^ 
unable  to  come  across  the  King  who, 
according  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  had  in- 
stitutetl  tithes  in  this  country.  He 
tloubted  that  the  hon.  Member  could  tell 
the  name  of  that  King,  liecause  tithes  had 
lieen  the  growth  of  years,  and  had  been 
given  bit  by  hit  by  the  great  Lords  and 
landowners  of  the  country  to  the  Church  ^ 
'  for  Church  pur|H>ses.  Neither  the  Go-  H 
I  vernment  nor  the  State  bad  endoweil  the 
Church  as  a  whole^and  to  talk  ofaKing» 
whether  foreign,  English,  or  Welsh,  as 
having  estahlishe*!  tithes,  was  to  revel  ia 
the  realm  of  imagination,  which  was 
far  distant  from  the  realm  of  history. 
He  confessed  that  the  friends  of  the 
Church  who  4at  upon  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  Houfle  and  who  were  detennined 
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CO  defend  the  Church  must  cougratulate 
Ihemselvea  upoa  the  fact  that  they  at 
last  knew  what  the  Government  pro- 
posals with  regard  to  disestalishmetit  m 
Wulea  were.  The  Goveniment  propoged 
to  take  awaj  all  the  Chiircb  eudowmeata 
io  Wales  provioualj  to  1703,  aud  tlie 
right  hou.  Gentlemau  the  Home  Secre- 
tary appeared  to  think  that  tbey  hm\ 
been  verj  lenient  to  the  Church  in  not 
ftxing  the  date  at  1820,  The  ftict  was, 
however,  that  there  were  very  few 
Church  CDdowmenta  betweeo  1703  and 
1820,  while  most  of  the  Nonconformist 
endowments  in  Wales  had  been  given 
eince  the  beginning  of  the  present 
eentury.  Therefore,  by  taking  the  date 
1703  the  right  lion.  Grentleman  very 
cleverly  took  away  nearly  everything 
that  belonged  to  the  Chtirch  at>d  left 
nearly  everything  that  belonged  to  the 
Nonconformists.  The  tithes  and  eudow- 
roents  were  to  be  taken  away,  and  how 
were  they  to  be  used  ?  They  were  to  be 
used  for  allotments,  for  National  Art 
Mu»eumd— he  wondered  the  right  hoii. 
Gentleman  did  not  add  for  village  music- 
halls — for  everything  except  religion, 
the  purpose  for  whi(*Ii  they  were 
originally  given*  Not  only  the  endow- 
menta,  but  the  fabrics  in  some  cases  were 
to  be  taken  away,  and  the  calhedrab 
were  to  be  declared  to  be  national  nionn- 
meota,  vested  in  a  purely  secular  body 
which  wastogivo  a  permit  for  their  use  for 
religious  services.  And  yet  the  Home 
Secretary  got  up  and  declared  that  no  in- 
justice would  be  inflicted  on  the  Church, 
It  was  said  that  all  this  was  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Cburcb,  and  that  it  would 
remove  religious  hitterneHS,  as  it  had 
been  removed  in  Ireland,  But  had 
religious  bitterness  been  entirely  removed 
in  Ireland  by  the  ilisestablisbmenl  of  the 
Church  in  Ireland  ?  Had  there  been  no 
religious  quarrels  in  Ireland  since  1870  ? 
Had  the  Home  Secretary  never 
heard  of  the  Belfast  riots^  or  of  the 
religious  quarrels  in  Cork  Avithin 
the  past  month  ?  To  say  that 
the  Irish  Church  Act  had  removed  all 
relig^ious  bitterness  and  settled  the 
religious  question  in  Ireland  was  to  state 
what  was  not  true  historically.  If  they 
took  away  the  Clinrch  iu  Wales 
aaauredly  ihey  would  have  happening  in 
Wales  w^hat  had  happeued  in  Ireland, 
From  attacking  the  Church   hon.  Mem- 


bers from  Wales  would  proceed  to  attack 
the  land,  and  from  a  demaud  for  separate 
treatment  in  respect  to  the   Church  and 
land    they    would    next    demand    Home 
Rule  for    Wales.       In    fact,   the  Welsh 
Radical  Members  were  going  to  play  the 
same  game  that  the    Irish   Nationalists 
had  played.    First,  to  destroy  the  Church ; 
j  then  to  plunder  the  landlords,  and  next 
'  to  have  a  sepfirate  Parliament,     He  had 
[  never  known  a  Bill  introduce<l  to  Parlia- 
ment with   so  few   reasons  advanced  in 
support  of  it.     The  right  hou.  Gentleman 
I  the  Home  Secretary  had  said  that  it  was 
I  not  oecessary  to  go  into  the  reasons  why 
j  this  attack  should  be  made  on  the  Church 
io  Wales,  and  he  referred  to  the  fact  that 
'  the  right   hon.   Gentleman   the   Member 
I  for  Midlothian  had  not  done  so  in  regard 
ti:j  the  Irish   Church    in    1869.     But  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman    the   Member  for 
'  Midlothian  bad  pointed   out  in  1869  that 
it  was  not  necessary  to  go  into  reasons,  be- 
cause the  question    had   h^m  discussed 
during  the  whole  of  the  year  in  the  House 
j  of  CommoDS  aud   in  the  country  ;  that  a 
'  General  Election    had   taken  place  upon 
;  it  ;   that  it  luid  led    to  the  overthrow  of 
a   Government,   and   that,  consequently, 
as  the  arguments    for    ami    against   the 
'  measure  were  w^ell  known   to  every Iwdy, 
1  there  was  no  necessity  to  discuss  the  Bill 
"  fully  in  the  House  of  Commons.     Could 
I  the  right   hou.  Gentleman  really  pretend 
that  there  was   auy  parallel    between  the 
Welsh  case  and  the  Irish  case  ?     They 
Ijad  not  bad    the  discussion    which   pre- 
i  ceded  the  Irish  BilL     Last  year  they  had 
had  the   Suspensory  Bill,  and   they  had 
had   the   matter    discussed    iu    a  certain 
sense  in  the  country,  but  entirely  by  the 
Church  Party,  with   the   result  that  that 
Bill  had  beeu   petitioned  against  by  one- 
quarter  of  the  whole  adult  population  of 
Wales.     Wuii  the  Home  Secretary  certain 
that  his  plundering    policy  was  popular 
even  among  the  Welsh  Nonconformists  ? 
At  a  Nonconformist  meeting  held  in  Car- 
j  uarvon  on   March  28   last  year  speeches 
I  were  made  against  the  Bill,  and   it  was 
pointed    out    that    disendowment    might 
next  be  applied  to  other  denominations 
and  institutious.      Mr.    E.    H,   Owen,  a 
j  Presbyterian,  said  at  that  nice  ting — 

I  "  If  spoliation  commcnceu  br  tbe  rijrhts  and 
I  privilegpa  of  one  Church  being  distnrbed  by  the 
1  Welsh  Suapeosory  Bill,  what  is  there  to  prereut 
I  it  from  being  extended,  and  perhaps  in  a  short 
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old  men,  and  youug^meii,  chiklren,  auy- 
body  who  even  weot  to  a  chapel — and  he 
tlared  saj  he  himself  had  been  inftuded 
hecuuge  he  had  often  been  to  Welsh 
chapel  meetiDgs^ — and,  all  told,  thej;^. 
amounted  to  832,^57,  In  other  worda^ 
on  their  own  showing  the  Nonconforini&te 
hi  Wales  who  asked  tbeni  to  disestablish 
and  disendow  the  Chnreh  were  lesB  than 
one-half.  Snpposiag  the  Churehpcople 
were  only  one-qnarter,  what  followed  ? 
At  least  one- quarter  of  the  people  hi 
WaleH  did  not  go  to  auj  place  of  worship 
at  all ;  hut  if  they  took  the  fignres  of  the 
hou.  Member  for  Carnarvon,  then  42  per 
cent,  of  the  people  did  not  attend  places 
of  worship.  Yet  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site would  get  up  and  say  that  Wales  waa 
the  mo.^t  religious  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  The  figures  he  had  quotetl 
proved  that  the  statements  which  had 
been  made  as  to  the  weakness  of  the 
Chnreh  in  Wales  were  absolutely  un- 
'  founded.  Churchmen  wore  anxious  to 
]  bring  this  matter  to  the  test  of  figure?!, 
and  were  prepared  to  abide  by  tbe  result 
of  a  religions  Ccustis,  but  they  had  been 
preveutetl  from  having  it  hy  tbe  action  of 
the  Nonconformists,  It  was  further 
alleged  m  tbe  case  of  Ireland  that  tbe 
Church  waf*  not  progressing.  The  right 
bon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid- 
very  small  minority  in  Ireland  ;  secondly,  '  lotluan  bad  stated  that  at  tbe  rate  tlic 
because  the  Chnreh  in  Ireland,  far  from  '  Church  of  Ireland  had  converteil  the 
being  progressive,  wan  positively  going  Roman  Catholics  during  the  last  50 
back.  years  it  would  take  1,500  or  2,000  years 

Mk.    MAC  NEILL    (Donegal,    8.)  :    to   complete    tbe    conversion.      lie  con- 

teudcdj  from  knowledge  be  bad»  tluit  tbe 


time  to  all  tbe  different  sects  ?  Money  has  been 
collected  for  Bala  Colfe^.  Wbat  ^aratitee 
have  we  that  it  will  not  be  uicd  for  purpoees 
difTeicmt  to  that  for  which  it  Is  kiteodetL  /  I 
certainly  protest  agaiiiit  tbe  tliin  end  of  the  wedge 
being  driven  in  by  the  passing  of  the  Welsh 
Sttfipensorj  Bilk'* 

And  Mr.  R.  W.  Williams,  an  Independent, 
gaid — 

"  It  was  a  Bill  the  apirit  of  which  was  that 
until  Augafit.  1894,  all  the  emoluments  of  the 
clergy  in  Wales  were  to  be  held  subject  to  the 
pleftBure  of  Parliament.  He  would  like  to  put 
It  to  those  labt>uring  in  the  vineyard,  whether 
they  for  a  mcinient  would  like  to  have  their 
emoluments  and  salaries  place<l  at  the  dispoi^al 
of  the  BtatCf  or  to  be  held  subject  to  the 
pleasure  of  Parliament  "  / 

Tbere  wap,  tberefore,  CTidenco  that  even 
amongst  the  Welsh  Noncotiformists  tbe 
Suspensory  Bill  was  not  so  popular  as 
the  riglit  bon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  sup- 
pose. If  tbe  analogy  of  tbe  Irish  Cbnrclj 
was  to  be  carried  out,  wbv  was  it  not 
earned  out  in  every  detiiil  ?  There  were 
two  reft<?on?  which  ope  rated  in  the  case 
of  Ireland,  How  far  were  fbey  applic- 
able in  tbe  present  ease  ?  The  right 
lion.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid- 
lotbian,  in  stating  the  case  with  reference 
to  Ireland,  said  there  were  two  great 
reasons  why  tbe  Church  ought  to  be  dis- 
established and  disendowed — first,  be- 
cause the  Church   was  the  Clmreh  of  tbe 


That  i.H  not  true  now, 

Mr^GRIFFITII-BOSCAWKX  asked, 
bow  far  these  argumcnt^  applied  to  the 
Weli^h  ease?     Tlic  right  hon.  Gentleman 


Churcb  in  Wale^  at  the  present  moment 
was  nnikin^  most  extruDrdiiiary  and  rapid 
progress  in   every^  "^vay,  and  not  oidy,  as 


the  Member  for  Midlothian  had  proved  the  right  horu  Baronet  the  Member  for 
that  the  Irish  Church  was  the  Churcb  of  -  Denhight*hire  Imd  said,  in  the  matter 
only  one-tenth  of  the  population.    Would    of  fabrics.    He  himself  had  been  to  mauy 


any  hon.  Memlier  assert  that  with  respect 
to  the  Welsh  Churcli  ?  Ilr^wdid  tliatfirgu- 
ment  apply  in  the  present  case  ?  The  iion. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Carnarvon  had 
put  tbe  population  belongiog  to  the  Churcb 
in  WaleH  at  on'e-tontli,  and  the  Member 
for  Flititsiiire  put  it  at  ono-fourtb.  Well, 
he  took  the  four  leading  Nonconformist 
»ect£ — the  Independents,  the  Wesleyane, 
the  Baptists,  and  the  Calvinlstic  Metbo- 
distg — and,  all   fold,  including  adherents 


places  where  newly -built  churches  were 
not  liig  enough  for  t!ie  peo]ile  who 
wisibwi  to  go  to  them,  [**  Where"?} 
He  would  n)ention  Brymho,  the  place 
where  the  right  hon.  Baronet  used  to 
live.  The  tncrea.se  in  tlie  church  there 
had  been  so  great  that  he  h^?lieved  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  had  left  the  place, 
lind  lives  there  no  longer.  If  they  wished 
to  know  who  were  not  progressing,  but 
were   falling  hack,   it   wus  the  Noucon- 


who  bad  beea  described  in  the  Con*  .'  formists.  He  made  that  statement  not 
gregational  Year  Book  ai  men  who  were  '  on  his  own  responsibility,  but  on  thai, 
meroberiR,  meu  who  were   not   member}?,  !  of    the    Welsh    I^oriconformist    journals^ 

Mr.  Griffith- Boicuwtn 
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The  Goleuad^A  celebrated  ^s'oncouformist 

(per,    in    Februiiry,    1888,    made    tbe 
bllowlug  statemeot; — 

**  Ther«  luus  beeu  a  fearful  falling  off  duriug 
the  pefit  year.  Scarcely  one- third  of  tlje  inem- 
bers  all  end  the  Church  raeetinj^B.  The  iiumtier 
of  camHdates  under  the  charge  of  fhe  miniRferf 
.11  small  and  Ijecoming  Icmi.  It  h  useless  to 
'  onceal  the  fmil  that  the  aUite  of  the  ASit^oda' 
ion  i»  verj  unsatisfactory. 
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Two  jeara  later  the  same  paper  had   the 
'  following : — 

One  matter   we  have  to   complain   of  iu 

diganshfre  is  the  weakness  of  many  of  our 

Lurches.     The  chief  erile  that  afHict  \m  are 

ichaetity.  drunketineia,  and  a  spirit  of  dlecputa- 

>n.     The  churchcii  have  gnulmilly  sunk  into  a 

etate  of  indifference." 

The  Banner^  another  Welsh  Noncon- 
form lat  paper,  wrote  these  auggesti^^e 
eeotetices — 

**  One  of  the  greatest  gifta  of  Gocl  is  a  true 
leader.  The  abgcnci;  of  Mti^8  was  a  serioua 
riorl  to  the  laraelites,  and  it  was  sihowu  that 
on  Could  not  take  his  place.  We  do  not 
geat  for  one  moment  that  oiir  Connection  irt 
^Without  a  leatler  ;  we  believe  that  there  are  a« 
Ifoott  leaders  sla  we  ever  hatL  But  there  arc 
Itimes  when  a  Icailer  is  s^iecially  wanted  :  and 
Iwe  are  in  that  rondirfon  now.  'We  have  many 
|pD  Aaron  glib  of  tnnpue ;  we  do  not  alleg^e 
we  have  not  a  Moriea  ;  hut  we  aak  the 
|nestion  lest  he  may  be  among  uu  and  we  cannot 
'  him  " 

They  had,  tliL-refure,  the  NoncouformistK 
1  muting  thut   it   wan    they    themselveij 

rbo  were  in  danger  in  W^i^bs.  He  would 
ftow  ijuote  the  evidenee  uf  a  leading 
"Jbnrehnian  to  islioxv  ibc  great  progress  of 

be  Church   h\   Wiilcs.     Tlie  Bishop  of 

[^landaff    iiaid    at   lihy!,  on   the    9tb    of 

)crol>er,  1891  — 

**  During  the  eight  y^arB  I  have  l>een  Ri»hop 
'  Lltitidaff  1  have  ordainetl  20(}  deacons  agalnitt 
1  by  my  predecessrir  in  the  wiine  number  of 
Heventy  additional  euratus  have  been 
in  my  diocese  during-  the  jiast  eight 
I  ami  the  salary  of  each»£120,  repreiientH 
au  aflditioualoutUy  of  £H,OUU  per  annum  going 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  Church  laity  in  my 
diocese.  Upon  church  buildings  and  rentoni- 
tion*  £2.<IO,CMK)have  been  spent  during  the  eight 
and  a-half  years  of  my  episcopate,  against 
£G0,O(M)  during  the  eight  ycju-B  my  predecessor 

ur..   ;..  ..fVw^ Another  c^mvincing  proof 

revival  ih  to  be  found  in  the  fact 
ti  L' the  firftt  three  years  of  my  episco- 

paie  1  ouiifinDett  10,300  candidates^  a«  against 
1^00  by  my  prenleeebeor,  whilst  during  the  past 
three  yeartj  the  candidatcM  confirmed  iu  my 
diooQK  numbere*!  12^400.  I  have  received  the 
returns  of  the  baptism  of  l,ftOO  ailultfj,  the  great 
majorit  J  of  these  being  Baptists  tielonging  to 
one  Nonconf i^mibt  denomination^  1  have  with 
me  a  lidt  of  the  namee  of  eight  Noucoofomiist 


niiniBters  who  haw;  written  implonng  me  to 
necei^'c  them  into  the  Church.*' 

He  ventured  to  aay  the  Cburcb  in  Wales 

waa  not  a  dying  Cburcb,  but  a  living  and 
progressive  Cburcb,  That  way  a  reason 
against  this  Bill  being  passed  into  law. 
There  wa.^  no  cause  for  intervention, 
except  it  was  that  bou.  Members  who 
promoted  this  legiftlatiou  wanted  to 
strike  at  ouce  for  fear  tbat  the  Cbureh 
would  grow  so  strong  that  afterwards 
they  could  not  attack  her.  So  mncb  for 
the  argument  that  tlie  case  of  the  Cburcb 
ill  Wales  was  parallel  with  the  case  of 
the  Cburcb  iu  Ireland.  Now  be  came  to 
another  argument.  They  were  told  tbat 
the  Cbnreh  iu  Walen  waa  an  alien 
Church.  He  waij  very  much  surprised 
to  bear  tbat  old  argument  brought  up 
again,  for  he  thought  tbat  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
hud  dispelled  tbat  argiimont  when  be 
proved  time  after  tiuie  that  the  Cluirch 
in  Wales  was  the  lineal  descendant  of  the 
old  British  Cburcb.  The  Chureh  of 
Wales  had  existed  for  centuries.  [Mr* 
W.  Jo  HX  ST  OK  :  Even  before  the  Church 
of  Rome]  Yes,  the  Church  of  Borne 
was  brought  over  by  St,  Augustine  in 
the  6tb  century,  whereas  the  Cburcb  in 
Whales  existed  iu  the  2ud  century.  He 
would  like  to  point  out  tbat  this 
argument,  that  the  Church  in  Wales 
wa:^  an  alien  Cburcb,  would  not  be^ur 
examination  by  the  light  of  history.  Tbey 
were  told  last  year  by  the  late  Member 
for  Montgtjuierysbire  tbat  it  was  an  alien 
Cbureii  becaui^e  it  was  a  Cburcb  of  con- 
quest. Mr.  Watkin  Williams,  in  intro- 
ducing bis  Motion,  did  not  go  8o  far  baek 
a»  the  right  liou.  tientlemau  the  Member 
for  Midlothian.  But  even  be  said  tbat  the 
Union  took  place  in  the  12th  century— 
that  was  to  say,  lot)  years  before Kd ward 
L  conquered  Wales.  How,  then,  could  it  be 
a  Church  of  Conquest  ?  If  they  exainitied 
into  the  history  of  that  lime  il  became 
clear  that  the  two  Chui*ehes  were  so 
mixed  up  {ogether  then  tbat  it  was  im- 
possible to  difitinguisb  them.  During  the 
time  of  Edward  the  Confessor  the  diocese 
of  Hereford  was  ud ministered  by  a  Welsh 
Bishop,  but  he  did  not  know  wbether 
bon.  Members  opposite  would  regard  this 
a,*i  ail  English  eoin[uest  or  a  Webb  con- 
quest. The  fact  was  thut  tbe  Cb*ircb©s 
bud  grown  together  for  their  mutual 
advantage,  and  :iow  for  over  1,000  years 
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at  least  tlie  Church  m  Wales  and  the 
Church  in  England  had  been  one  Church. 
To*nigbt,  without  a  single  reason  being 
adduced,  they  were  asked  to  tear  the 
two  Churches  asiinder.  tie  should  op- 
pose the  Bill,  not  merely  becauee  the 
Church  iti  Wale^  wa^  the  National 
Cburuh,  and  to  destroy  it  would  be  to 
destroy  the  finest  National  Institution  in 
the  Principality,  but  because  the  Church 
in  Wales  could  not  lie  destroyed  without 
the  Church  in  Enghmil  being  destroyed 
also.  The  Home  Secretary  trie<l  to  draw  a 
line  between  the  two  Churches.  In 
doing  that  he  must  settle  with  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  who,  in  1886, 
said — 

**T!ie  Church  of  En^lAini  in  Wales  is  «>  mudi 
an  integral  part  of  the  EstaWinhed  Cburt^h  of 
England  that  it  ia  not  oi>ly  difficult  but  imjiOrt- 
aible  to  raise  the  que»tjon  as  a  separate  one  or 
to  deal  with  the  one  wirhout  involving  the 
other." 

He  would  like  to  know  bow  the  Chan- 
celbr  of  the  Exche<|ucr  reconciled  his 
position  with  that  of  his  colleague. 
There  was  not  an  arti;uiijent  which  applied 
to  the  Church  in  Walei*  in  tliij^  matter 
which  did  not  apply  equally  to  the 
Church  in  England.  The  twn  Churches 
were  jho  hotind  together  by  law,  consti- 
tution, and  history  that  they  could  not 
lie  sopariMed.  Were  they  1o  regard  this 
Bill  as  leading  up  to  thedisestahH?ibment 
of  the  Church  in  England  ?  He  main- 
tained that  tlie  reasons  brought  forward 
in  support  of  the  Bill  were  allogethor 
nnsatit*factory  and  iui^uthcient.  The  Bill 
wffcs  inopportune^  there  was  no  popular 
demand  for  it,  and  it  had  never  been  dis- 
cuflsed  either  at  the  polls  or,  to  any  ex* 
tent,  ill  that  Honae.  To  amldeuly  ank 
the  House  to  pass  thi8  Bill  was  to  ask  a 
task  of  tlie  House  of  Commons  which 
tlie  House  he  hoped  would  refuse  to  take 
upon  itself.  He  hoped  ibe  House  woidd 
eee,  lief  ore  they  destroyed  and  pinndered 
this  national  ancient  Church,  that  its 
opponents  nbould  have  some  better 
reasouB  to  adduce,  and,  moreover,  that 
they  nhould  have  the  country  behind 
them. 

Mn.  ABEL  THOMAS  (Carmarthen, 
E.)  »aidj  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
told  them  that  this  queation  of  Webb 
dij*et*tablishment  had  not  been  discu^^sed 
at  Ibe  polls.  He  wontiered  if  the  hon, 
GentlemRu  had  hee«  ia  Wales  during  the 

J/r.  Griffith- Boscawen 


General  Election^  or  during  »ny  bye-elec- 
ttOQ  within  the  lant  15  years.     If  he  bad 

been  there,  he  would  have  found  that 
tins  matter  had  been  very  largely  dis- 
cussed. In  fact,  it  seemed  to  him  that 
the  Welsh  Members  bad  bad  hut  one  crj 
for  a  very  long  time  past,  ami  that  was 
disestabliBbmcutand  diseudowmentof  the 
Church.  Tbe  reason  for  this  was  obvious. 
The  Welsh  people  were  a  Radical  people, 
hut  the  Church  people  in  Wales  were 
strong  Tories.  The  clergyman  in  nearly 
every  case  was  a  Tory^  and  when  the 
Church  and  the  great  body  of  tbe  people 
were  in  strong  antagonism  there  seemed 
to  him  in  that  very  fact  a  strong  reason 
for  the  disestabiisbment  of  the  Church. 
The  people  were  dissattstied  with  the 
present  state  of  thing^!,  and  therefore  it 
was  tbe  duty  of  the  House  to  go  to  the 
root  of  the  evil  and  to  put  it  right.  The 
ordy  way  in  which  you  could  get  good 
government  was  to  govern  the  people  in 
the  way  in  which  they  wished.  When 
the  Cbnrcb  of  a  country  was  opposed  to 
the  wishes  of  the  people  it  was  not  a 
National  Church.  They  had  heard  of  a 
little  meeting  in  Carnarvon,  and  they 
were  told  it  was  a  representative  meeting 
of  the  people  of  Wales,  but  he  must  say 
he  wan  a.stonuded  that  auy  bou.  Mem- 
bers wbo  bad  been  in  Wales  should  have 
the  courage  to  come  there  to-night  and 
make  such  atalements  as  they  had  beard. 
Any  man  wbo  bad  lived  in  Wak^a  knew 
that  with  the  exception  of  s^mall  districts 
in  the  country  and  small  centres  in  the 
large  towns  tbe  people  were  nearly  all 
Noucouformists^ — tbe  Itthourers,  and  the 
shopkeepers,  and  all  the  rest  were  Non- 
conformists—it  was  oniy  the  aquire,  aod 
the  clergymen^  and  their  dependents  who 
were  Church  people*  That  was  evident 
to  every  man  who  had  lived  ia  Wales. 
He  knew  of  one  district  which  was  not 
so  Radical  as  other  districts  where  there 
were  only  one  or  two  families  going  to 
the  church,  while  there  were  two  Non- 
conformist  chapels  almost  full  every 
morning  and  evening.  Within  four  miles 
of  that  place  there  was  acburcb  in  ruins, 
and  tbe  services  were  held  in  tbe  national 
schoolroom,  while  in  that  same  parish 
there  were  two  or  three  rdnipels  well 
attended — that  was  in  Pembrokeshire^ 
which  was  not  so  Radical  as  his  own 
county,  Irt  his  own  county  there  did  not 
appear  to  be  a  man  against  discstablisli- 
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iiiQQt^  and  actual  1 J  wheo  a  caudiJate  was 
broujg^bt  dowQ  there  to  oppose  him,  his 
opponent?  knew  it  was  no  use  to  put  np 
ftoybody  who  was  not  in  favour  of  die- 
edtabltshmeDt^aud  the  candidate  had  losay 
that  he  would  vote  for  disestablishment. 
The  result  all  the  tame  was  that  he  (Mr 
Thomas)  had  a  raajority  of  pretty  nearly 
foar  to  one  ;  and  that  was  the  position 
10  nearly  every  eonuty  in  Wales  at  tfie 
present  moment,  and  for  hon.  Members 
to  say  that  disestabltshment  and  dinen- 
dowment  of  the  Chnrcli  in  Wales  warn 
not  demandetl  hy  the  people  showed 
either  that  they  hail  not  been  in  Walesi 
St  all  to  judge  for  themaelves,  or  if  they 
had  been  there  they  mu,'*t  have  closed 
their  eyes  to  what  was  going  on  about 
them,  and  to  the  evidence  of  the  feeling 
of  the  people  upon  this  matter.  With 
regard  to  titheflf  he  main  failed  they  were 
original fy  given  for  three  purposea^ — the 
relief  of  the  poor,  ediicutioo,  and  religion. 
They  were  to  be  devoted  to  these  three  | 
objects,  and  not  to  one  of  them  only,  and  I 
he  rejoiced  to  tbink  that  the  ultimate  I 
effect  of  this  Bill  would  be  to  restore  | 
these  funds  to  their  old  uses  for  the 
benelit  of  the  nation,  and  take  them  otjt 
of  the  hands  of  those  who  had  been 
using  them  lor  so  many  years  merely  for 
the  purpose  of  increasing  the  power  of 
the  Conservative  Party^  especially  in  the 
country  districts  where  the  Church  had 
no  hold  on  the  people.  [.4  rry  of\ 
**0h  ! "]  Yes,  he  was  literally  accnrate 
in  BO  speaking  of  the  connfry  di.stricts. 
Althongh  ho  agreed  that  in  the  hirge 
towns  like  Cardii!"  and  SwatiHea,  where 
there  were  largo  poptihitions,  a  propor- 
tion of  which  were  dependent  upon  the 
Church  as  it  were,  the  Clnirch  had  siic- 
ceede«l  very  well,  he  contended  that  in 
the  country  districts  the  Church  waa  now 
what  it  had  been  for  many  years  —  a 
total  failure*  The  hon.  Gentleman  ended 
up  his  speech  by  telling  Members  that  the 
Church  in  Wales  was  the  fine.st  national 
institution  that  Welshmen  ever  had.  He 
did  not  mean  to  say  that  that  was  not  the 
honest  opinion  of  his  hon.  Friend,  but  his 
own  view  was  that  Welshmen  were  the 
beet  jndges  as  to  what  were  their  best 
institutions,  and  Welshmen  had  come 
to  an  emphatic  conchmion  abont  the 
National  Church  in  Wales,  which  was 
that  it  was  a  failure.  There  was  no  man 
in  the  House  who  could  say   it  was  not 
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a  failure  if  he  conceded  the  fact  that 
there  were  not  one  -  quarter  of  the 
inhabitants  of  Wales  who  believed  in  the 
Church  as  the  Church  of  the  people. 
This  was  not  the  first  time  they  had  had 
a  diseusaion  upon  this  subject  in  the 
House,  He  remembered  two  or  three 
discussions,  and  they  had  had  speeches 
to-night  from  hon.  Members  which  they 
had  heard  any  time  before  duriog  the  last 
five  or  six  years.  All  the  Welsh  Mem- 
bers bad  made  np  their  minds  about  this 
measure  ;  in  Wales  the  minds  of  the 
people  had  been  made  up  for  a  long  time. 
In  order,  as  he  had  said,  to  secure  good 
government  they  must  give  the  people 
what  they  wanted.  The  Welsh  people 
wanted  disestablishment  and  disendow* 
ment,  and  the  Government  would  satisfy 
iheni  by  giving  them  this  meaaure,  and 
the  sooner  their  legislation  became 
etlective  the  better  it  wouht  be  for  all 
concerned — for  the  Church  and  for  the 
people.  He  was  convinced  that  the 
result  of  the  measure  would  be  this  ; 
When  the  Church  In  Wales  was  dis* 
established  and  disendowed  she  would  Ije 
a  successful  Heltgious  Body,  which  she 
was  not  at  the  present  time.  That  was 
not  a  view  that  he  was  giving  to  them 
for  the  first  time  that  night,  but  one 
which  he  bad  always  given  to  his  con- 
stituents. Most  of  bis  constituents  were 
Koncimformists,  and  they  believed  with 
him  that  the  Church,  once  free  from  the 
trammels  of  the  State,  would  be  success- 
ful, and  ver)'-  successful,  throughout:  the 
whole  of  the  more  thirkly-poptjtatcd  dis- 
tricts of  Wales,  and  they  hoped  she  might 
even  succeed  more  than  hitherto  in  the 
country  districts.  With  regard  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary,  he  desired  to  say  that 
he  for  one  hail  never  had  the  pleasure  of 
listening  to  a  clearer  explanation  of  a 
Bill.  At  the  same  time,  he  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  this  measure  satisfied  all  his 
aspirations.  He  could  have  hoped  for  a 
little  more  ;  but  he  won  hi  not  go  into 
that  now,  because  he  did  not  think  that 
the  occasion  of  the  First  Heading  of  a 
Bill  was  one  for  picking  boles  in  it.  Ho 
believed  that,  speaking  generally,  it  would 
satisfy  his  constituents  as  it  satisfied 
him.  It  was  his  belief  that  the  Bill 
was  the  beginning  of  a  better  coudltion 
of  things  in  Wales,  When  it  had  done 
its   work,   they  would   find   Churchmen 
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ttttd  Xoucooforraiets  in  Walee  approach- 
mg  eacU  otber  iu  a  kiuder  spirit,  staoij- 
iug  on  the  same  platform,  iuBtead  of  im  at 
present  staudiug  the  oue  oa  one  Bide  and 
the  other  ou  the  other  Bide,  He  was 
afraid  th.4t  perhaps  one  of  tlie  results  of 
this  might  be  that  the  Welab  would  not 
be  BO  Radical  as  tbe/  were  now.  Dises- 
tablish meat  and  disendowmeut  would  tead 
to  make  them  more  Conservative,  but  it 
would  he  better  for  thecouutry  when  thia 
evil  was  removed,  when  Nonconformists 
and  Churchmeu  would  meet  aa  equals,  and 
not  as  men  one  of  whom  thought  bimBelf 
superior  to  the  other,  and  when  the 
Religious  Bodies  of  the  Principality  would 
all  be  placed  on  the  same  footing, 

♦Silt  R.  WEBSTER  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  be  did  not  tbiiik  that  tbe  House 
would  expect  an  apology  from  him  for 
intervening  in  the  present  Debate*  At 
any  rate,  he  was  not  oue  of  thoae  who 
was  open  to  the  accusation  made  by  hifi 
lion,  and  learned  Friend  who  had  just 
spoken  of  witJ^hing  to  say  again  what  he 
had  said  on  a  previous  oecaaion,  for  he 
had  uever  addressed  the  House  on  that 
subject  before.  The  subject  was  oue  to 
which  he  had  for  many  yearri  given  a 
great  deal  of  close  attention.  He  had 
had  an  intimate  knowledge  and  acquaint- 
ance with  the  state  of  things  that  existed 
in  South  Wales,  and  was  more  intimately 
acquainted  than  perhaps  bon.  Gentlemen 
might  think  with  the  affairs  of  the 
Church  in  the  rrincipalitj.  He  must 
admit,  however,  that  he  bad  not  the 
same  knowledge  of  North  Wales.  Before 
going  furthtir,  be  should  like  to  add  hie 
respeclful  tribute  to  the  speech  of  the 
Home  Secretary.  It  was  not  possible 
for  him  to  agree  with  tbe  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  views,  but  be  felt  that  tht* 
whole  Hou?>e  must  be  indebted  to  him 
for  the  clear  and  well-arranged  statement 
he  put  before  the  House,  wliicb  had 
enabled  them  all  to  appreciate  what 
the  propossUs  of  the  Government  were. 
There  were  one  or  two  speeches  which 
followed  the  Home  Secretary's  which  he 
thought  worthy  of  notice.  He  won  Id 
refer,  lirst,  to  that  of  ibe  bou.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down.  Some  time  since 
they  heard  an  exposition  from  the  Prime 
Minister  as  to  the  conditions  which  would 
induce  him  to  vote  for  or  againnt  dis- 
eatablishmeut.  He  thought  the  candour 
of  bis  ho II.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 

Mr,  Abel  Thomas 


her  for  East  Carmarthen  would  have  led 
tbem  to  the  couctusiou  that  his  main 
reason  for  voting  for  disestablishment  was 
that  the  majority  of  the  members  of  the 
Church  which  they  were  a^iked  to  dii*- 
estahlieb  and  disendow  were  opposed  to 
him  in  their  political  views,  [Mr*  Abel 
Thomas  :  No.]  It  was  difficult  to  put 
any  otber  consfcrnetioa  upon  the  hon. 
Member's  langxiage.  All  be  cotjtld  say 
with  regard  to  that  was  tbat  he  did  not., 
think  it  lay  in  the  moutba  of  Radic 
Members  for  Wales  to  criticise  any' 
political  agitiuion  proceetling  from  the 
Church  of  England.  U  it  were  the 
right  time  and  tbe  proper  opportunity  to 
quote  tbe  language  of  the  Welsh  verna-J 
cular  Press  lie  could  quote  passage  aft^ 
passage  to  show  that  the  Welsh  Press, 
nine- tent  lis  of  tbe  newspapers  of  which 
were  controlled  by  Nonconformists,  had 
been  doing  its  utmost  to  make  this  a 
political  question,  Tbe  bon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  that  the  Cburch  in 
Whales  was  not  the  church  of  the  poor  or 
of  the  labouring  class.  He  was  not 
going  to  understate  any  argument  or 
suggest  any  figures  as  to  majorities  or 
numbers,  but  he  was  going  to  state,  and 
would  lie  preparetl  at  rhe  proper  occasion 
to  substantiate  with  details,  tbat  if  any 
person  suggested  tbat  tbe  Church  of 
England  in  Wales  was  not  becoming  more 
and  more  the  Cliurch  of  the  labourer  and 
of  the  poor  he  was  wholly  ignorant  of 
what  the  work  of  the  Church  in  Wales 
had  been  and  of  what  the  Church  was 
now  doing.  Now  he  won  Id  come  to  the 
speech  of  the  Home  Secretary,  and  be 
confessed  that  he  shared  the  opinions  of 
hia  right  lion.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bristol  (Sir  M.  Hicks-Beacb)  and  his 
astonisbment  at  the  way  in  which  this 
Bill  had  been  presented  to  the  House. 
There  was  no  fault  to  find  with  the 
lucidity  of  statement  or  with  the  exposi- 
tion of  details.  But  with  regard  to  this 
Bill,  with  regard  to  this  Debate,  the 
most  important  Debate  initiated  in  this 
during  this  Sessiou  —  be- 
this  was  practically  the  first 
proposal  bad  been 
by  the  Government 
to  disestablish  tbe  Church  of  England — 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman  bad  thought 
it  enough  to  initiate  it  in  a  few  general 
tcrma,  with  a  few  general  propositions, 
without  venturing  to  give  the  House  the 
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fitighteat  arguments  in  Ub  stipport.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  that  wuii  cotitrary  to 
all  Parlittmentan^  prccedetit.  He  would 
not  refer  to  the  precedent  of  the  Irish 
Church  Debute,  for  attention  had  already 
been  ealled  to  that ;  but  he  would  venture 
to  observe  that  the  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian thought  tir  to  introduce  the  Bill 
which  they  all  remombereit  so  well — the 
Home  Rule  Bill  of  1886 — in  a  speecli  in 
which  he  spent  an  hour  and  a  half  la 
6xponnding  the  necesftitj  for  tiie  clmuge. 
His  complaint,  therefore,  was — and  it 
was  a  complaint  which  the  House  was 
entitled  to  make— that  no  Minister  of 
the  Crown,  no  Government  was  entitled 
to  come  down  and  propose  a  scheme  for 
each  a  vast  change,  and  to  assume  kb 
the  basis  of  his  argument  proposition s 
which  he  knew  were  seriously  contested 
by  practically  e\'ery  one  of  hi«  opponents. 
It  was  all  very  well  to  **ay  that  the 
House  had  expressed  an  opinion  on  the 
queetioD  of  fact.  It  was  not  enough  to 
say  that  because  32  or  33  Members  for 
Wales  were  in  favour  of  it  that  was 
sufficient  to  justify  the  proposal.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  understand 
that  he  (Sir  R.  Webster)  did  not  impute 
anything  which  he  was  not  prepared  to 
justify  in  argument*  B tit  what  were  the 
propositions  which  ih©  right  hon»  Gentle- 
man had  told  them  he  was  prepared  to 
justify,  and  which  he  would  assume,  and 
which  would  only  occupy  a  moment  or 
two  in  expounding  ?  The  first  was  that 
the  Church  in  Wales  was  the  Church  of 
a  comparatively  small  minority.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  bad  followed  the 
Debates  on  this  question — if  he  bad 
listened  t^  the  Debate  initiated  by  the 
Member  for  Flintshire  (Mr,  S.  Smith) 
two  years  ago  and  the  Debate  on  his  own 
Suspensory  Bill  last  year^he  would 
know  that  not  only  was  that  statement 
not  accepted  by  the  opponents  of  Dis- 
6«tablishment,  but  was  disputed  by  them» 
iind  that  they  showed  that  the  Noncon- 
formists did  not  dare  to  take  a  census  on 
the  question* 

•Mr.  ASQUITH  :  Then  may  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Geutlemau  whether  he 
asserts  that  the  supporters  of  the  Estab- 
lisbment  in  Wales  are  not  a  minority  of 

[-the  people  of  thai  Principality  ? 

Sir    R.    WEBSTER   said,   that   the 
right   hon.  Gentleman  had  left   out  the 

iinost  important  words,  for  be  bad  said 


that  not  only  was  that  Church  the  Church 
of  the  minorityi  but  of  a  com  pa  rati  rely 
small  minority,  and  he  knew  qnite  well 
that  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  Oppo- 
sition that  was  n  very  material  distinction. 
It  was  all  very  well  to  bring  in  Calvinists, 
Baptists  and  Wesley ans,  hut  they  bad  to 
look  at  the  Church  as  a  body — at  its  work 
for  good,  for  the  spread  of  education,  for 
\  the  spread  of  religion— compared  with 
other  boilies  ;  and  if  he  affirmed  they  were 
to  take  all  the  combined  Nonconformist 
bodies^  and  put  them  together,  and 
even  include  the  Roman  Catholics, 
which  on  a  question  of  this  kind 
they  had  no  right  to  do,  it  would  be 
found  that  the  English  Church  in  Wales 
and  the  Nonconformist  bodies  would  be 
very  nearly  equally  divided.  {^Cries  cf 
*'  Oh  I  '*]  He  eareil  not  for  jeers  or  sneers 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House.  They 
I  would  not  prevent  him  saying  what  was 
,  bis  distinct  conviction  from  the  investi- 
I  gation  he  had  been  able  to  make  into 
I  this  matter.  If  the  figures  which  Mr. 
Gee  had  so  carefully  suppressed  for  years 
had  been  brought  out  the  Church  would 
have  been  found  to  embrace  among 
its  members  something  approaching  one- 
half  of  the  population  of  the  country. 
The  right  bou.  Gentleman  must  imt  mis- 
understand him.  Ho  (Sir  R.  Webster) 
might  be  right  or  he  might  be  wrong,  but 
the  Home  Secretary  had  no  right  to 
assume  for  the  purposes  of  this  Debate 
that  the  Church  only  represented  a  com- 
paratively small  minority.  He  gave  all 
credit  to  his  right  hon.  Friend  for  sincerity 
of  purpose ;  but  the  next  proposition 
which  he  had  asked  the  House  to  assume 
was  one  which  ought  never  to  have  been 
mide  to  the  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  tbat  the  Church  in 
Wales  was  associated  with  injurious 
and  humiliating  memories.  Did  he 
refer  to  the  period  when  ciergymen  who 
were  appointed  had  not  sufficient 
knowledge  of  the  Welsh  language  ?  No 
one  regretted  that  more  than  bo  did.  Or 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  refer  to  the 
time  when  there  was  a  great  deal  of 
absenteeism  from  cures  both  in  England 
and  Wales  ?  No  one  deplored  those 
periods  more  than  he  did.  But  speaking 
of  the  history  of  the  Cburch  of  Wales 
and  its  leading  events,  not  for  the  last  20 
or  30  years,  but,  as  he  had  traced  them, 
for  centuries,  it  was  untrue  to  say  that 
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there  were  aoj  more  injuriouB  or 
humiliating  niemories  ftssoeieted  with  the 
Church  in  Wales  than  with  the  history 
of  the  English  Church,  or  any  other 
Church.  Every hcnly  had  to  lament  the 
conditiou  of  things  which  existed  in  the 
1 8th  century  with  regard  to  Church  life. 
But  that  was  happily  long  past,  and  to 
found  the  present  action  towards  the 
Church  on  that  state  of  thingi*  was  as  ju»t 
as  to  condemn  a  mau^  against  who&e 
character  nolhiog  coulil  be  said,  hecause 
in  his  youth  he  had  committed  indig- 
cretions.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  the  Welsh  Chnrch  was  the 
ttynibol  of  national  discord.  What  did  he 
mean  ?  When  had  national  discord  arisen 
in  any  other  seu«e  than  it  arose  wherever 
there  were  establisheil  and  dominant 
churches  for  which  bodies  bad  from  time 
to  time  broken  away  ?  Did  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  suggest  that  because 
there  were  Methodists,  Calviniste, 
Baptistfl,  and  Congregationalists  in 
Wales,  the  Church  was  a  symbol  of 
national  discord  ?  Did  he  pretend  that 
those  persons  who  belonged  to  the  Non- 
conformist bodies  were  more  or  less 
Welsh  ilran  those  w4io  adhered  to  the 
National  Church  ?  The  fact  w*as  that 
the  work  ingclasses,  who  in  large  nurabera 
were  members  of  the  Church,  would  be 
found  to  be  as  devoted  to  the  Dational 
language  and  literature,  and  to  possess  the 
oaCional  seutintent,  just  as  strongly  as  the 
Calviniets,  or  Baptists^  or  Wesleyans, 
He  said  that  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man came  to  prove  before  this  House 
that  the  existence  of  the  Church  in  Wales 
was  a  symbol  of  national  discord,  he 
would  find  himself  unable  to  divide  the 
two  classes  into  one  opinion  or  the  other. 
All  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  do  was 
to  say  that  the  Church  in  Wales  in  years 
gone  by  had  been  so  conducted  that  there 
were  now  greater  signs  of  dissent  in 
some  parts  of  Wales  than  there  would 
be  in  coi responding  districts  of  England. 
It  w^as  a  proposition  that  he  denied  that 
the  existence  of  the  Church  in  Wales 
was  a  symbol  of  national  discord.  The 
next  proposition  of  the  right  boo.  Gea- 
tiemaD  which  they  were  asked  to  assume 
was  that  the  Church  wa«  an  aggressive 
sectarian  power.  What  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  mean  ?  Wai  the  desire 
to  build  churches  and  to  go  among  the 
poor  work  which  the  right  hon.  Geotle- 
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man  would  deprecate  ?  Was  the  desire 
to  bring  men  into  the  fold  of  the  Church 
work  which  the  right  hon*  Gentleman 
would  endeavour  to  prevent  ?  What  right 
had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  speak  of 
the  aggressive  sectarian  power  of  the 
Church  unless  he  applied  those  epithets  to 
the  activity  of  the  Church  ?  The  activity 
of  the  Church  was  the  activity  of  her 
ministers  and  Bishops,  and  it  bad  led 
men  to  go  out  into  the  bills  and  valleys 
of  Wales  and,  with  no  great  remunera- 
tion for  themselves,  to  pass  their  day» 
in  endeavouring  to  sprejid  what  they 
believed  was  true  religion  among  the 
people.  There  was  no  more  aggressive 
sectarian  power  in  the  vitality  of  the 
Chnrch  than  in  timt  of  any  other  Church 
w^hich  desired  to  spread  its  doctrines  and 
enlarge  its  membership.  What  hod  the 
Baptists  and  Calvinists  and  Methodists 
been  doing  all  over  the  country  except 
to  endeavour  to  spread  their  own  teach- 
ing ?  It  was  not,  in  his  opinion,  a  just 
way  of  dealing  with  the  question  to 
attribute  to  the  Church  such  a  descrip- 
tion without  telling  the  House  what  was 
meant,  leaving  them  to  asBume  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  language  that 
such  epithets  w^ere  a  proper  description 
of  the  Churches  work.  They  w*ere  told 
that  the  Church  had  been  singled  out 
because  it  enjoyed  from  the  State  a 
patrimony  which  the  Nonconformists  re- 
garded as  theirs.  In  his  view,  the  Non- 
conformists had  been  most  improperly 
led  by  inisrepreseutations  of  history  ami 
of  justice  and  equity  to  believe  that  pro- 
perty which  had  been  dedicated  to  re- 
ligious purposes  was  theirs  in  the 
sense  that  tliey  were  entitled  to 
devote  it  to  other  purposes  thau  that 
to  which  it  was  originally  dedicated* 
It  was  in  that  sense  that  the  Noncon- 
formists of  Wales  had  been  taught  1o 
believe  that  the  Church  revenue  was 
their  property  and  patrimony.  He  CM>iild 
not  hope  within  the  limits  of  time  at  bis 
disposal  to  deal  exhaustively  with  the 
propositions  of  the  Home  Secretary,  but 
there  was  one  reasou  why  he  wished  now 
to  make  his  protest  against  the  assump- 
tion that  these  propositions  would  not 
permit  of  any  denial  or  any  refutation. 
He  thought  it  was  extremely  doubtful 
whether  they  would  ever  have  another 
opportunity  of  dealing  with  the  question. 
He  did  not  know  whether  hou.  Memberf^ 
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from  Wales  were  altogether  sati^iied  witli 
tbe  pOBittoQ  of  umttere.  It  was  tiol 
necessary  for  him  to  ti^urinLBe  whether 
they  were  Hatie«fied  with  the  detailfl  of 
the  Bill.  He  iiuderstooil  the  right  hoti. 
Gealleraao  the  Home  Secretary  to  aay 
that  he  had  never  heard  of  Mr*  Gee, 
Probably  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
meant  was  that  hig  proposal  a  were  not 
taken  from  Mr*  Gee's  paper. 

MR.ASQUITH:  1  eaid  I  bad  never 
seen  his  scheme. 

Sir  li,  WEBSTER  said,  be  hod  read 
that  sebemc  very  carefully,  and  it  looked 
aa  if  the  language  of  the  Bill  had  been 
drawn  by  some  person  who  had  a  moHt 
intimate  kuow ledge  of  Mr.  Gee,  There 
was  a  marvelloya  running  together  of 
ideas  and  phrases  and  expressions.  With 
regard  to  the  way  in  wbieli  it  was  pro- 
posed to  deal  with  departures  from  the 
Irish  Church  Bill,  there  was  a  remarkable 
family  likeness  between  the  Bill  which 
the  Home  Secretary  had  presented  and 
the  sebeme  wbicb  was  fully  discussed  in 
Wales  under  Mr.  Gee^s  auspices.  He 
desired  the  House  to  appreciate  the  posi- 
tion of  matters  and  the  number  of  persons 
affected  by  the  liilL  They  were  dealing 
with  a  religious  establishment  miuistering 
to  a  population  of  1,780,000  people.  It 
had  1,010  bene lices  and  1,488  clergymen. 
It  was  a  very  remarkable  circumstance 
that,  speaking  of  the  period  of  this  cen- 
tury, the  number  of  clergymen  had  in- 
creased from  700  to  1,488.  He  thought 
it  was  fair  to  say  that  that  was  a  direct 
indication  of  the  vitality  of  the  Church, 
One  of  the  charges  brought  against  the 
Church  in  Wales  was  that  unnecessary 
churches  had  been  built  and  money  un- 
necessarily spent,  having  regard  to  the 
requirements  of  the  people,  but  he  did 
Dot  think  the  charge  bad  ever  heea  made 
that  the  Church  had  too  many  clergymen.  . 
Certainly  the  stipends  of  the  clergy  were 
not  such  as  to  attract  the  clergy.  The  ' 
average  stipend  in  the  Principality  was  | 
only  about  £143,  and,  in  view  of  endow- 
ments iu  some  cases,  it  was  clear  that  a 
large  proportion  of  the  clergy  in  Wales 
were  working  for  a  mere  pittance — under  . 
£100  a  year^and  yet  were  doing  good 
work  for  the  Church  in  which  they  be-  , 
Heved,  and  were  certainly  not  doing  it  for 
the  mere  sake  of  the  stipend.  He  would 
like  iu  justice  to  refer  to  the  money  > 
spent    upon  the   cathedrals,    which    the  , 


I  Home  Secretary  proposed  to  take  en- 
I  lirely  out  of  tlie  care  of  the  Church  and 
I  to  hand  over  to  a  body  constituted  they 
I  knew  not  bow,  Iti  tiie  restoration  of  the 
!  three  cathedrals  of  Llandaff,  St.  Asaph, 
and  St.  DavidX  no  loss  a  sum  ttian 
I  £450,000  had  been  spent  during  the 
present  century  ;  and,  although  some 
portion  had  uo  doubt  been  the  money 
of  No Mconfor mists,  who  recognised  the 
vahie  of  the  treasures  tbcy  posses sed» 
most  of  that  sum  bad  been  conirihuted 
by  Churchmen.  If  the  Bill  reached  a 
later  stage  he  hoped  an  opportunity 
would  be  aiforded  for  bringiug  before  the 
House  what  amount  bad  been  voluntarily 
expeuded  upou  churches  and  parsonages, 
Cliurch  schools,  and  kindred  establish- 
ments— and  this,  too,,  at  a  time  when  it 
was  asserted  by  the  Home  Secretary  and 
others  that  the  Church  had  not  beeu  ful- 
filling her  responsibilities.  Another 
point  he  wanted  to  touch  upon  was  the 
suggestion  put  forward  that  the  Church 
in  Wales  was  not  tbe  Church  of  the 
poor  but  of  the  rich,  not  the  Church  of 
the  many  but  of  the  few.  He  hod  uo 
wish  to  overstate  tbe  work  of  the  Church. 
Tberealtestofthe  work  which  the  Church 
was  doing  was  to  be  found  iu  those 
places  where  there  was  a  growing  popu- 
latiou.  In  the  Rhondda  Valley,  which 
was  almost  entirely  a  working-class 
population,  the  Bishop  of  LlandafF,  who 
had  been  in  the  See  for  10 or  H  years,  bad 
during  the  past  three  years  consecrated 
five  new  Churches,  and  before  that  he  had 
consecrated  six  others.  Those  Churches 
bad  been  built  almost  wholly  out  of  con- 
tributions by  working  men,  and  the 
astonishing  part  of  the  matter  was  that> 
even  tUiring  tlie  periods  of  strikes  and 
depression,  workiug  men  liad  still  come 
forward  with  their  contributions  to 
the  Church,  [Mr.  Asc^dith  ;  Hear> 
bear  I]  Tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman 
cheered  that  statement,  but  there  wan 
no  indication  of  it  in  his  speech.  The 
Leader  of  the  Welsh  Party  bad  come 
forward  aud  spoken  of  the  Church  as  tbe 
Church  of  the  wealthy.  There  was  one 
fact  which  had  not,  perhaps,  come 
within  the  knowledge  of  tbe  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  had  no  personal  kncw- 
ledge  of  the  matter,  but  it  was  given  to 
him  on  gooil  authority ^ — it  was,  that  in 
the  diocese  of  St.  Asaph,  although  he  was 
not  personally  acquainted  with  it,  there 
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were  uo  less  then  90  parishes  in  wliich 
the  clergyman  of  tlie  Chur*!h  of  Eri^lainl 
was  tlie  only  minister  of  religion.  It  was 
by  the  examination  of  such  details  as 
these  that  the  real  work  of  the  Ciiurch 
eouhl  be  appreeiated.  It  v^ha  not  just  or 
right  to  t?ay  that  the  Clnireh  wa?*  **  the 
symbol  of  national  diseord,"  The  right 
hoQ.  Gentleman  had  spoken  as  thong h 
the  CI  Hire  h  had  not  been  increasing  its 
intluetiee  over  the  people.  He  re^illy 
thought  if  they  were  diaeussing  this 
matter  ontside  the  House  hon.  Members 
from  Wales  woukl  not  deny  that  the  In- 
fluence of  the  Clinroh  had  been  increasing. 
But  there  was  one  other  aspect  of  the 
ease  which  should  not  he  lost  sight  of, 
and  that  was  that  the  prosperity  of  tlie 
Nonconforraiat  Churelies  was  not  in- 
creasing. ["Ob  I**]  He  hoped  he  shovihl 
be  permitted  lo  atate  his  case.  He 
conrteii  investigation  of  the  matter.  He 
would  take  the  Calvin  is  ts.  From  188-1 1  o 
1886,  according  to  their  own  Returns, 
tliere  was  a  decrease  of  4,214  comnmiii- 
cantg.  There  was  a  decrease  in  the  Bame 
period  of  £6,051  in  their  collections,  and 
what  was  more  important,  there  was  an 
increase  of  debt  upon  the  chapels  of 
£76,192.  With  regard  to  the  Baptists,  there 
Tvas  a  decrease  in  three  years,  frora  1883 
to  1886,  of  o6  clergymen,  and  there  w^as 
a  decrease  between  1884  and  1 886  of  432 
members  of  the  Baptist  community. 
These  figures  might  he  supplemented 
with  others  relating  to  various  denomi- 
nations, though  he  did  not  say  to  tlie 
same  extent.  Therefore,  be  contended 
that  the  state  of  the  Nonconformist 
Chnrch  at  the  present  time  was  not  as 
prosperous  as  it  w^as  five,  or  six,  or  eiglit 
years  ago.  This  led  him  to  think  that 
probably  the  NonconfoTmists  thought 
this  was  an  opportune  time  to  attack  the 
Church  in  Wales.  What  was  the  testi- 
mony of  a  Nonconformist  as  to  the  work 
of  the  Church  ?  Perhaps  one  of  the  most 
<liBtinguished  Nonconformists,  speaking 
on  this  subject,  said  that — 

"  In  the  whole  history  of  Christendom  there 
is  oo  such  reraarkable  religious  progress  as  that 
made  by  the  Church  of  England  in  Wales  in 
the  Uftt  50  jeana.*' 

And  this  was  the  time  that  was  chosen 
by  the  Nonconformist  bodies  to  put  in 
array  their  forees  against  the  Chureb  of 
England.  Perhaps  they  thought  that  if 
they  were  to  have  any  chance  they  bad 
Sir  B.  ff^ehsier 


better  make  the  atrnggle  before  the 
Cburcb  ftirtber  strengthened  her  positron; 
before  the  Nonconformists  ceased  to  be 
able  to  say,  as  tlie  Nonconformists  on 
the  whole  had  some  claim  to  say,  that 
they  represented  the  majority  of  the 
Welsh  people.  Now  he  came  to  that 
which  was  the  most  important  point, 
W  hat  was  this  pro  per  ty  w  h  I  c  h  t  h  ey  were 
intending  to  divert  from  the  purposes  to 
which  it  was  now  devoted  ?  They  were 
not  standing  there  as  lawyers,  so  far  as 
the  purposes  of  this  argnment  was  con- 
cerned. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ad- 
mitted that  the  property  was  the  pro- 
perty of  each  individual  benefice.  Upon 
that  extraordinary  argnment  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  contended  that  he  was 
justified  in  diverting  the  property  to 
parochial  and  other  purposes.  Tbey  had 
hoard  that  niglit  of  some  King  who,  be- 
rause  lie  had  committed  a  murder, 
t!irected  thnt  the  tithe  should  be  appro- 
priated to  the  purposes  to  which  it  was 
appropriated.  He  believed  that  no  one 
who  had  ever  iuvestigatc<l  the  origin  of 
the  tithe  had  ever  given  that  account  of 
it.  He  did  not  nnderstand  what  the 
Home  Secretary  and  others  who  bad 
spoken  meant  when  they  spoke  of  tithe 
as  national  property.  Ho  knew  of  a 
national  literature,  of  nationnl  poetiy^ 
and  of  the  National  Debt,  hut  he  could 
only  understand  national  property  to  mean 
property  legally  or  equitably  contributed 
t>y  the  nation*  It  was  well  known,  as 
far  as  the  Chnrch  of  England  was  con- 
cerned, that  the  only  direct  contribution 
made  to  it  by  the  State  was  the 
£2,500,000  contributed  at  the  beginning 
of  this  century.  He  respectfully  sub- 
mitted that  no  one  had  ever 
been  able  to  establish  the  proposition 
which  justified  the  suggestion  that  tithes 
were  national  property.  He  said  this, 
because  he  thought  it  was  one  of  the 
cardinal  points  upon  which  the  reason 
for  this  attempted  spoliation  rested. 
Ignorant  persons  had  been  led  to  believe 
that  the  tithe  was  something  that  the 
State  had  diverted  from  other  purposes 
to  the  purposes  of  the  Church.  Even  so 
eminent  a  lawyer  as  the  bon.  Member  for 
Carmarthen  had  said  that  the  tithe  was 
originally  appropriated  to  the  poor,  or  to 
chanty,  or  to  education.  He  did  not 
believe  that  to  be  an  accurate  statement. 
Whatever  might  have  been  the  original 


I 
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aGcording  fo  the  Cbri^tiau  faith.  He 
CQiild  iioderstaud  a  proposal  liiat  tiie^e 
funds  should  be  tukeu,  and  under  the 
directioD  of  wise  raeo  distributed  among 
bodies  t  bong  lit  to  be  carrying  ori  the 
same  work  in  a  hotter  way.  Bnt  this 
proposal  was  not  made  upon  any  sueJi 
jjTouiuh  The  Caivinist,  Methodis^t,  and 
Wesley  an  Bodies  in  Wales  did  not  dare 
to  aek  tbat  these  fnudw  shonid  be  diverted 
directly  to  tbeir  own  purposes,  for  they 
knew  that  that  would  be  dowuright 
spoliation  and  robbery.  No;  tbey  did 
not  make  tbat  claim,  but  they  were  trying 
to  do  indirectly  wbat  tbey  dared  not  do 
directly.  They  could  not  ask  for  eou- 
tribuliotis  from  the  funds  of  the  Cbureli 
towards  the  maintenimee  of  their  own 
ebapels  and  fhet^tipends  of  fiinir  ministers, 
but  they  asked  for  contributions  towards 
the  parish  room,  the  public  library*  and 
other  purposes,  and  thus  hoped  to  spare 
tbenijicdves  expenditure.  But  It  was 
scarcely  less  unjust,  if  at  all,  to  strive  to 
appropriate  fiinda  indireelly  than  to  ask 
for  them  directly.  lie  wished  tbat  boo. 
Members  opposite  could  Tore  upon  this 
measure  u  neon  I  rolled  by  Party  tics.  Ho 
should  then  appeal  conhdentiy  to  many 
of  them  to  support  him  in  his  oppositiou 
to  the  Bill.  Because  he  believed  tbat  in 
the  end  national  disaster  resulted  from 
uujust  deeds,  and  tbat  wrongs  conmijrted 
by  a  nation  did  uoi  renuiin  unpunished, 
bt?  asked  the  House  to  reject  this  scheme, 
vvbich  was  contrary  to  every  principle  of 
right  and  equity. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
**That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned/' — 
{Mr*  Llot/d-  George.) 

Motion  at^reed  to. 


ppropriatiotj,  it  was  au  appro priution  by 

le  State,    It  was  an  appropriation  mado 

oiu    time   to    tiino    by    the    indivithml 

tate.     There  was  no  justice  or  warrant 

the  suggestion  that  any  appropriation 

made  by   the  nation    in  respect  of 

;tOtial   property  bein^  devoted  to  this 

lurpose.     His  point   with    regard  to  the 

alter  was   that   for  a  great   niiml>er  of 

ears  the  tithe  had  been  devoted  to  piir- 

ses*  for  which  it  was  ori^ijinally  appro- 

iriated    by   the    dedication    and    at    the 

will  of  those  who  mivht  have  appropriated 

it   to  other   purposes.     It    could  uot  im 

denied    that    this   property   had   hitherto 

n  empioyed  in  the  cause  of  religiou  ; 

id  this  waa  uot  a  scheme  of  refonij  by 

hich  it  was  proposed  to  do  the  religious 

Wi»rk  better.     The   proposal  was  to  take 

the  money  away  from  I'eligions  andap]»ly 

it  to  secular  purposes,  and  those  pur  poses 

were  iDconsisteat  with  the  origin  of  the 

roperty    aud    its     historic    use.       The 

heme    laid    the    Governmeiit   open    to 

rious  accusation.    The  secular  purposes 

icludeil  the  provision  of  trained  nurses  ; 

d     then    came    district    halls.       They 

lew   wbat   balls  were   to  be  used  for  ; 

at   came  out  in  the  discussions  on  the 

Wish    Councils    Bill.     They  would  be 

le  aceuc!*  of  ugitatcd  pobtical  meetings, 

rii^alry  between  competing  candidates. 

lould  that  be  reeouciied  with  the  original 

tention    with    which    the    money    was 

ven    to  Churcli   purposes  ?     The  jiur- 

SGS  also  included  educHtion  and^ 

Any  other  purj^^iie   of   !t>cal   and   general 

IHcy  Dui  provi4ui  for  out  of  the  rates/' 

es,  but  most  of  these  objects  could  be 

•ovided    for  out   of    the  rates.      It  was 

vious  ignorant  peo^ile  would  he  led  to 

ippcjse  that  disestablishment   would  re- 

ve  their  own  pockets.      The  intention 

ight   l>e  disclaimed,  luit  not  the  eifect, 

rauslations  from   the  vernacular  Press 

ad   been   qut^teil   m   the   House  by  Mr. 

Byroti    Reed    wbicb    indicated  that    the 

m] locates     of  disestabliabmeut   di«l    not 

heBitate    to    put    this    view    before    the 

people.      No  one   who  had  studied  the 

imbject    even  superficially,  no    one   who 

bad    made  himself   acquainted   with   the 

history  of  the  Welsh  Church,  could  have 

the    slightest   doubt   tbat   for   centuries 

private    benefactors,    witli  large-hearted 

charity   and   great  benevolence,  had  set 

Epside   funds    for   the   greatest  and   most 
itticred  purpose  that  man  could  conceive — 
namely,  the  worship  of  Almighty  God 
VOL.  XXill.    rKOCUTH    SEUIE3.] 
i 


Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 
ORDERS    OF    THE    DAW 

WILD   BIRD^^    PliOTECTIOK    ACT    (1880) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— (Nu.   134.) 

COMMITTEE. 

[^Progress  33rd  AprilJ] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  agreed  to. 
Clause  2. 

Viscount    CRANBORNE    (Roches- 
ter) moved  the  omiasion  of  Sub-section  1, 

3   S 
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He  said,  it  appeared  to  bim  that 
after  the  discussioDS  that  took  place  last 
Session  in  both  Houses  it  would  not  be 
well  that  the  County  Council  or  any 
other  body  should  have  power  to  forbid 
the  collection  of  all  eggs.  Sub-section  (1) 
dealt  with  eggs  of  every  species,  whilst 
Sub- section  (2)  proposed  that  the  power 
of  protection  should  extend  only  to 
particular  species.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  would  gain 
all  they  desired  by  Sub-section  (2),  and 
that  Sub-section  (1)  gave  unnecessarily 
large  powers. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
14,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (1.) — {Vis- 
count Cranborne.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  Sub-section 
(1)  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Sir  H.  maxwell  (Wigton)  said, 
he  thought  his  noble  Friend  could  not  be 
aware  of  the  origin  of  the  sub-section. 
When  the  Bill  left  the  House  last  year  it 
contained  only  the  proviso  for  the  protec- 
tion of  eggs  of  different  species.  It  had 
been  found  on  consultation  with  various 
learned  bodies  that  great  difficulty  in 
many  if  not  in  most  cases  existed  in  identi- 
fying the  eggs  of  different  species.  Some 
authorities  went  so  far  as  to  say  that 
no  conscientious  ornithologist  would 
be  prepared  to  swear  to  the  identity  of 
any  egg  unless  he  had  seen  the  bird  lay 
it.  Of  course,  it  was  only  under  very 
exceptional  circumstances  indeed  that  this 
security  would  be  obtained.  The  first 
sub- section  was  the  proviso  substituted 
by  the  iLords  last  year  for  the  proviso 
agreed  to  by  the  Commons,  and  it  had 
now  been  inserted  as  an  alternative  to 
the  original  proposal.  He  was  aware 
that  both  provisos  were  subject  to  the 
same  objection.  It  would  be  extremely 
difficult  for  any  body  like  the  County 
Council  to  decide  what  eggs  were  capable 
of  identification  and  what  areas  should  be 
protected  in  order  to  secure  the  eggs  of 
certain  species  that  vested  within  those 
areas.  On  the  whole,  it  had  seemed  to 
those  who  took  an  interest  in  the  Bill 
that  the  best  course  was  to  give  Local 
Authorities  the  alternative  of  the  two 
proposals  of  Sub-section  (1)  and  Sub- 
section (2). 

Viscount  Cranborne 
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Viscount  CRANBORNE  said,  the 
argument  of  his  hon.  Friend  had  not  con- 
vinced him.  It  appeared  to  him  to  be 
absurd  that  any  little  boy  who  took  a 
bird's  egg  within  a  particular  area 
should  be  liable  to  be  brought  before  the 
Magistrates  and  fined. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
the  proposal  made  in  the  clause  was  a 
more  serious  one  than  it  seemed  at  first 
sight,  inasmuch  as  it  gave  power  to  a 
Local  Authority  to  make  that  a  crime 
which  was  not  a  crime  unless  they  made 
it  so.  He  thought  that  a  very  serious 
delegation  of  authority  to  make  to  a 
County  Council  or  any  other  local 
authority. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  As  this 
appears  to  be  contested  business  I  beg  to 
move  to  report  Progress. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr. 
Sexton.) 

Sjr  H.  MAXWELL  said,  the  pro- 
posals of  the  clause  might  appear  some- 
what extreme,  but  County  Councils  had 
been  set  up  and  entrusted  with  responsi- 
bility, and  if  they  were  not  the  autho- 
rity best  fitted  to  judge  of  the  local 
circumstances  he  wished  to  know  what 
they  were  to  be  the  judge  of.  He  would 
give  a  concrete  instance  of  the  desir- 
ability of  having  such  a  clause.  There 
were  two  islands  in  Scotland  on  which 
the  osprey  still  bred.  The  osprey  was 
perfectly  innocuous  except  that  it  preyed 
upon  fish.  It  surely  would  not  be  un- 
reasonable were  the  County  Councils  of 
Ross  and  Inverness  to  obtain  powers 
from  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  to  pro- 
hibit all  egg-taking  upon  these  two  small 
islands,  which  did  not  occupy  more  area 
than  the  precincts  of  the  House.  He 
would  give  another  instance.  Suppose  the 
County  Council  of  Surrey  were  actuated 
by  the  desire  to  preserve  nightingales 
upon  Wimbledon  Common.  Would  it 
be  unreasonable  for  the  Home  Secretary 
to  grant  the  County  Council  of  Surrey 
power  to  prohibit  all  egg-taking  upon 
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Wimbledon  Oommon  in  order  to  protect 
nightingales  ? 


Motion  agreed  to.  « 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Weduesday  30th  May. 

BUILDING  SOCIETIES  BILL.— (No.  27.) 
SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed* 
''That  the  Bill  bo  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Banbury.) 

•The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone,  Leeds, 
W.) :  There  is  no  objection,  I  tbiuk,  to 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  which 
is  practically  the  same  as  that  read  a 
second  time  a  day  or  two  ago.  There 
is  only  a  differeuce  as  to  oue  clause,  and 
that  would  be  a  very  proper  subject  to 
be  dealt  with  by  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  BYLES  (York,  W.R.,  Shipley) 
said,  the  Building  Societies  in  his  district 
took  exception  to  the  Bill,  and  he  must 
therefore  object  to  the  Second  Reading. 

Mr.  BANBURY  :  Under  the  circum- 
stances, I  move  that  the  Order  be  dis- 
charged and  the  Bill  withdrawn.  I  am 
mach  obliged  to  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  H.  Gladstone)  for  his  state- 
ment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Order  be  discharged,  and  the 
Bill  withdrawn." — {Mr.  Banbury.) 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

PIER  AND  HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  1)  BILL.— (No.  150.) 

Reported,  with  Amendments  [Pro- 
visional Orders  confirmed]  ;  as  amended, 
to  be  considered  To-morrow. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL    ORDER  (No.  4)  BILL. 

(No.  140.) 
Beported,  without  Amendment  [Pro- 

viflioDal  Older   confirmed]  ;  to   be  read 

the  tiiird  time  To-morrow. 


QUARTER  SESSIONS  BILL  [ZoreF*.] 
(No.    162.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Committee    report    Progress  ;    to    sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

PUBLIC    LIBRARIES  (SCOTLAND)    BILL. 
(No.  171.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Committee    report    Progress  ;  to    sit 
again  upon  Wednesday  next. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bills,  &c. — That  they 
do  propose  that  the  Joint  Committee  on 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation 
Bills  do  meet  in  Committee  Room  B,  on  Monday 
next,  at  Twelve  o'clock. 

M  0  T 10  X S. 


LOCAL    GOVERNMENT      (iRELANd)       PRO- 
VISIONAL     ORDER      (no.     6)     BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Bill  to  confirm 
a  Provisional  Order  ma<le  by  the   Local  Go- 
vernment   Boaid  for    Ireland,     nnder    "The 
Public  Health  (Ireland)  Act,  1878,"  relating  to 
the  rural  sanitary  district  of  TuUamore,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  J.  Morley  and  Sir  J.  T. 
Hibbert. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  191.] 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (iRELANI))    PRO- 
VISIONAL      ORDER     (no.     7)     BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Bill  to  confirm 
a  Provisional  Order  made  by  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  for  Ireland,  under  *'  The 
Public  Health  (Ireland)  Act,  1878,"  relating  to 
the  rural  sanitary  district  of  Roscrea,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  J.  Morley  and  Sir  J.  T. 
Hibbert. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  192.] 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT      (iRELAND)      PRO- 
VISIONAL   ORDER  (no.  8)    BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Bill  to  confirm 
a  Provisional   Oriler  made   by  the  Local   Go- 
vernment   Board    for    Irelan<l,   under    **  The 
Public  Health  (Ireland)  Act  1878,"  relating  to 
the  rural  siinitary  district  of  Ktrabane,  ordere<l 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  J.  Morley  and  Sir  J.  T. 
Hibbert. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  193.] 
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Aodover  District  of  Hampshire  and  the 
Maidstone  District  of  Kent  [by  Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

CONTAGIOUS    DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
ACTS,  1878  to  1893. 

Copy  presented, — of  further  Papers 
and  Correspondence  relating  to  the  land- 
ing in  Great  Britain  from  Canada  of 
Cattle  affected  with  Pleuro-Pneumonia, 
with  Appendices  (in  continuation  of 
[C.  7123])  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

BANK  OF  BRITISH  NORTH  AMERICA. 

Copy  presented, — of  Draft  of  a  Supple- 
mental Charter  for  the  Bank  of  British 
North  America  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

SUPERANNUATION  ACT,  1884. 
Copy  presented, — of  Treasury  Minute, 
dated  16th  April,  1894,  declaring  that 
George  Beetles,  Lineman,  Post  Office, 
was  appointed  without  a  Civil  Service 
Certificate,  through  inadvertence  on  the 
part  of  the  Head  of  his  Department 
[by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EAST  INDIA  FINANCIAL  STATEMENT. 
Return     presented, — relative     thereto 
[Address  24th  April  ;  Mr.  Buchanan]  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EMIGRATION  AND  IMMIGRATION. 

Copy  ordered,  "of  Statistical  Tables 
relating  to  Emigration  and  Immigration 
from  and  into  the  United  Kingdom  in 
the  year  1893,  and  Keport  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  thereon." — {Mr,  Burt) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  90.] 

IRISH  CHURCH  TEMPORALITIES  FUND. 
Copy  ordered,  "  of  Statement  respect- 
ing the  present  financial  position  of  the 
Irish  Church  Temporalities  Fund."— 
{Sir  J.  T.  llihhert.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  91.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 
Twelve  o'clock. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (no.  6)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Sir  W.  Foster,  Bill  to  confirm 
certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  relating  to  the  urban  sanitary  dis- 
tricts of  Bristol,  Heckmondwike,  Southampton, 
Sowerby  Bridge,  and  Stockport,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  W.  Foster  and  Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre. 

Bill  presentetl,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  194.] 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT     PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (no.  7)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Sir  W.  Foster,  Bill  to  confirm 
certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  relating  to  the  urban  sanitary  dis- 
tricts of  Bradford  (York)  and  Saint  George,  and 
the  rural  sanitary  districts  of  the  Belpcr  Union 
(two),  the  Wakefield  Union,  and  the  township 
of  Saddleworth,  oniered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Sir  W.  Foster  and  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  195.] 

COMMISSIONERS  OF  WORKS  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  H.  Gladstone,  Bill  to 
amend  "  The  Commissioners  of  Works  Act, 
1852,"  and  for  other  purposes  relating  to  the 
Commissioners  of  Works,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  H.  Gladstone  and  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  196.] 

LOCAL     COURTS      OF       BANKRUPTCY 

(IRELAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of   Mr.  M'Cartan,   Bill  to  amend 

the  Law  relating  to  Local  Courts  of  Bankruptcy 

in  Ireland,  ordered   to   be   brought  in  by  Mr. 

M*Cartan,Mr.   Wolff,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy,  Mr. 

Young,  Mr.  Knox,  and  Mr.  Flynn. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  197.] 


EAST  INDIA  (LEGISLATIVE  COUNCILS.) 
Return   [presented   23rd  April]  to  be 
printed.     [iSo.  86.] 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS  (No.  J)  BILL. 
Paper    [presented  25th  April]   to  be 
printed.     [No.  87.] 

ELECTRIC      LIGHTING      PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  2)  BILL. 
Paper  [presented  25 th  April]   to   be 
printed.     [No.  88.] 

PARLIAMENTARY  CONSTITUENCIES. 
Return  [presented  25th  April]   to  be 
printed.     [No.  89.] 

AGRICULTURE     (ROYAL    COMMISSION) 
(ENGLAND.) 
Copy  presented,— of  Report  by  Dr.  W. 
Fream  (Assistant  Commissioner)  on  the 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 

Friday,   21th   April    1S94. 


J 


AGRARIAN  CRIME  IN  IRELAND, 
QiTESTION.      OBSERVATIOXeJ. 

•The     Marquess      of     LONDON- 

jj      DERRY  asked   Her  Majesty's  Govern- 

•g      ment  for  further  iuforiimtion  with  regard 

3>      to    the    taariler    of    James    Donovan,   at 

^      Glenhara,  Comity  Cork  ;    whether    Tier 

*§      Majesty's    Governraetit    m  any  way  at- 

;^     tributed  the  murder  to  the  apeeehen  of  cer- 

"*       laiu  of  their  Irish  supporters  denounciug 

^^       the  so-ealled  sy:stoui  of  **  iEud-grahhirig  ;  ** 

^       whether  in  eonaideration  of  such  apeoehes 

g      and  the  recent  brutal  murder,  tliey  woidd 

•b       not    reconsider   thoir   avowed    poliey  of 

^       repenliug  the  only  Aet  eapable  of  dealing 

•1       with    aj'raritin    crime    in    Ireland  ?     He 

^      said,  it  was  ty[)3eal  of  thy  attitude  of  the 

^       Government     with     regard     to     cvcry- 

8      thing     connected     with     Ireland,     that 

S.     when    a    questioa    of    considerable    itii- 

^      partance    affecting    that    country     was 

^      raised   in    their    Lordships'     House,    the 

^     only  occupant  of  the  Front  Bench  should 

e      be    its    most    recent    aequisition    (Lord 

g      Tweedtnouth).      The   only   regard     the 

§       Govern  men  t  had  for  Ireland  was  as  to 

_  8       how  they  could  best  manage  to  manipu- 

■5      late     Irish    votes,    and    he    proposed    to 

g      address  some  remarks  of  a  straightforward 

«)      character  to  its  Moml>ers,  espeebiily  to 

^      the  noble    Lord,  whoever  he  might  be, 

a      representing    the    Irish    Government    in 

J^     that  House,  and  more  espoeially  still  to 

^      the  Prime  Minister,  who  in  all  matters 

,g      connected  with    Ireland   up  to  now  had 

^      diaphiyed  the  most  marvellous  policy  of 

<M       mystery  and  ambiguity  ever  yet  shown 

-J      by  any  Prime    Minister  ivitli   regard   to 

^      any  part  of    Her  Majesty's   Dominions. 

He    would    therefore   say    in    the    noble 

EarPs   absence    what    he    should    have 

8aid    to    bis    face,    and    leave  it   to    the 

noble  Earl  to  make   his    reply    in    that 

Hinse    or   olsowherc.      [Earl  Si'i^nceu 

entered    the    House   and    was    followed 

by    the    Earl    of    Kosebery    and    the 

Earl   of  Cork,]     He  was   glad    to  see 

the  arrival  of  some  Members  of  the  Go- 

vernmeut.    The  question  of  ivhioh  he  had 

given  notice  raised  three  separate  points 

of  considerable  importance.     He  said  ad- 
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visedly  that  the  murder  in  question  was  an 
agrarian  crime  of  the  most  brutal  character. 
It  w^as  curious  that,  this  agrarian  murder 
should  have  followed  ahnost  immediately 
on  the  statement  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
in  another  place  a  few  days  ago,  that  no 
agrarian  murder  had  occurred  in  Ireland 
since  he  had  been  responsible  for  its  atl- 
ministration.  The  statement  of  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Cork),  in  reply 
to  his  question  of  Monday^  was  of  a 
somewhat  cnrious  character.  The  noble 
Earl  seemetl  to  wish  their  Lordships  to 
imagine  that  Donovan  had  been  murdered 
not  becanse  he  was  the  caretaker  of  an 
evicted  farm,  but  because  he  had  taken 
part  in  the  seizure  of  cattle  on  another 
estate.  He  should  like  the  noble  Earl  to 
give  some  reason  for  that  statement,  be- 
cause personally  he  had  no  doubt,  and 
anyone  who  knew  Ireland  wouhl  enter- 
tain the  same  opinion,  that  the  nnfortn- 
nate  man  was  murderetl  lie  cause  he  was 
a  caretaker  of  an  evicted  farm.  The 
speeches  that  had  been  delivereil  in  de- 
nunciation of  hind-grabhersmost  certainly 
lent  colour  to  that  opinion.  In  passing, 
he  would  explain  that  *Mand-grabbor '* 
was  the  term  applied  to  a  man  who  de- 
sired to  enjoy  the  rights  of  [jruperty  sup- 
posed to  belong  to  k^s^v-^  Brittsii  subject. 
Ho  could  only  snppose  that  the  sweets 
of  Otfice  had  blinded  the  noble  Earl,  and 
that  he  desired  to  say  and  do  ordy  what 
was  agreeable  to  the  leading  Members 
of  the  Government.  He  could  only  re- 
gret that  the  noble  Earl  apparently 
looked  at  the  matter  from  a  stamlpoint 
not  far  removed  from  that  of  his  Nation- 
alist allies*  He  must  ask  the  noble  Earl 
to  explain  his  position^  which  was  ineon- 
grnous,  seeing  that  he  was  a  Member  of 
a  Goveroraent  who  were  in  power  by 
the  votes  of  men  who  on  every  occasion 
denounced  land -grabbing  \\\  the  most 
violent  terms.  At  the  same  time,  ho 
was  an  Irish  landlord  who  was  abso- 
lutely jnstiiied  in  that  assertion  of  his 
rights  which  necessitated  the  employment 
of  such  men  as  the  unfortunate  Donovan, 
No  otm  knew  better  than  the  noble 
Earl  (Spencer)  that  in  the  past  crime 
had  followed  speeches  of  a  denunciatory 
character.  If  the  noble  Earl  required  corro- 
boration of  that  statement  he  would  see  it 
in  the  finding  of  the  Judges  on  the 
Parnell  Commission,  During  the  past 
few  months,  in  various  parts  of  Ireland, 
violent  speeches  had  been  made  and  re* 
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solutions  passed  ia  deQUuciation  of  laud- 
^rabbiug.  Speaking  at  Neoagh,  Mr.  A. 
C.  O'Connor  said  — 

•*  I  8ay  that  the  man  who  takes  a  farm  from 
which  the  tenant  has  been  evicted  for  non-pay- 
ment of  an  impossible  or  unjust  rent  is  not  to 
be  morally  distinguished  from  the  receiver  of 
stolen  goods.  Now,  speaking  for  myself,  I 
mean  to  say  that  wherever  I  meet  such  a  man, 
be  he  high  or  low,  rich  or  poor,  I  will  boycott 
that  man.  I  will  have  nothing  to  do  with  him  ; 
I  will  treat  him,  in  the  words  of  Parnell,  as  a 
*  social  leper,'  and  other  people  may  say  what 
they  like  about  my  action." 

Similar  words  were  used  by  Mr.  Parnell 
in  a  speech  delivered  on  the  20th  of  Sep- 
tember, 1880,  at  Ennis  ;  and  between  that 
date  and  December,  1880,  there  were  no 
less  than  22  murders  and  attempts  at 
murder  ;  in  1881  there  were  552,  and  in 
1882  there  were  64.  This  showed  what 
the  lawless  population  in  Ireland  under- 
stood by  shunning  a  man  as  a  leper.  At 
the  Nenagh  meeting  Mr.  Dillon  said — 

"  I  say  it  is  comparatively  easy  now  to  keep 
an  evicted  farm  empty.  You  can  boycott,  you 
can  keep  it  empty,  you  can  reduce  it  to  the  con- 
dition which  a  priest  described  to  me  when  he 
said  that  when  a  crow  flying  along  sees  an 
evicted  farm  he  turns  aside  for  fear  he  would 
fly  over  it.  You  can  do  all  that  to-day  without 
anybody  interfering  with  you.'* 

The  late  Prime  Minister,  in  speaking 
of  a  former  speech  of  Mr.  Dillon's, 
said — 

"  What  is  boycotting  ?  It  is  combined  in- 
timidation made  use  of  for  the  purpose  of  de- 
stroying the  private  liberties  of  choice  by  fear 
of  ruin  and  starvation." 

He  hoped  the  noble  Earl  (Rosebery) 
was  not  going  to  leave  the  House,  for 
he  should  have  something  to  say  to  him 
directly. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  I  will 
return. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDON- 
DERRY :  Mr.  Gladstone  went  on  to 
say — 

*'  The  creed  of  boycotting,  like  every  other 
creed,  requires  a  sanction,  and  the  sanction  of 
boycotting,  that  which  stands  in  the  rear  of 
boycotting  and  by  which  alone  boycotting  can 
in  the  long  run  be  made  thoroughly  effective, 
is  the  muiSer  which  cannot  be  denounced." 

Therefore,  according  to  the  late  Prime 
Minister,  the  gentlemen  who  in  their 
speeches  advocated  boycotting  advo- 
cated murder,  and,  if  so,  why  not  the 
murder  of  this  unhappy  caretaker  whose 
life  was  brutally  taken  on  Saturday  last  ? 
Mr.  Dillon  then  proceeded  to  say — 

TAe  Marquess  of  Londonderry 


•*  After  the  remarks  I  have  made,  you  can  do 
all  that  to-day  " 

— that  was,  boycotting  evicted  farms — 

"  without  anybody  interfering  with  you.  I  say- 
that  if  evicted  farms  in  some  parts  of  Ireland 
are  to  be  taken  to-day  that  is  not  the  fault  of 
the  Government." 

That  was  the  most  serious  statement 
that  bad  been  made  among  the  many 
speeches  of  the  Nationalist  Party.  It 
was  one  he  particularly  drew  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Prime  Minister  to.  If  Mr. 
Dillon's  statement  were  correct,  the  Go- 
vernment were  virtually  sanctioning  the 
boycotting  of  evicted  farms.  They  were 
doing  even  more — by  sanctioning  it  they 
were  assisting  to  keep  boycotted  farms 
evicted.  If  it  were  true,  the  action  of  the 
Government  passed  any  expression  he 
could  find  to  describe  it ;  if  it  were  not 
true,  the  Prime  Minister  should  take  the 
first  opportunity  of  contradicting  the 
words  of  his  Nationalist  Irish  Leader. 
He  knew  well  that  the  Prime  Minister 
was  singularly  reticent  with  regard  to 
addressing  their  Lordships  on  Irish  sub- 
jects. He  bad  only  heard  the  noble  Earl 
deal  with  Irisb  matters  in  two  speeches^ 
both  of  which  were  associated  with  either 
misfortune  or  with  mystery.  The  last 
of  these,  delivered  on  the  first  day  of  the 
present  Session,  was  of  a  very  broad 
character,  and  he  straightway  rushed  off 
to  Edinburgh  and  contradicted  the  state- 
ment he  made  on  that  occasion.  The 
other  speech  was  when  the  Home  Rule 
Bill  was  before  their  Lordships'  House, 
and  that  was  a  speech  of  the  most  mar- 
vellous character.  It  exemplified  a  policy 
of  mystery  and  ambiguity,  interlarded 
with  a  series  of  jests  which  struck  him 
as  being  of  a  ponderous  and  rather  Joe 
Miller-like  character.  There  were  two 
lines  of  Pope  which  aptly  described  it — 

"  Such  laboured  nothings,  in  so  strange  a  style. 
Amuse  the  unlearned,  and  make  the  learned 
smile." 

It  might  be  that  mystery  and  ambiguity 
were  favourite  characteristics  of  the 
noble  Earl.  In  all  probability  no 
one  cared  if  he  cultivated  those  character- 
istics as  Lord  Rosebery,  but  in  the  Prime 
Minister  of  England  with  regard  to  the 
policy  of  himself  and  his  followers  mys- 
tery could  not  for  one  moment  be 
tolerated.  He  would  ask  the  noble  Earl 
whether  he  as  Prime  Minister  was  as  ua- 
enthusiastic  with  regard  to  the  safety  and 
welfare  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  in  Ire- 
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laud  as  he  hud  stated  he  was  with  regard 
10  Home  Rule  ?  Partsiagto  tlie  third  part 
of  his  question,  he  miiiiitniiied  thii^iii  view 
of  such  speeehei^  and  the  recent  l>rntal 
murder,  tbo  Govern metit  ought  to  reeoti- 
sider  their  avowed  policy  of  repeal- 
ing the  Crimes^  Act,  He  ehallei^ged 
noble  Lords  opposite  to  say  that  auy  law- 
abidiug  persou  suftered  under  ^^the  aii- 
miiibtratiou  of  that  Aet,  The  uoUe 
Earl  opposite  (Earl  Speneer),  who  hail 
had  cousiderable  experienee  hi  the  ad- 
aiiuistratiou  of  such  Act?i,  knew  that 
crime  in  Ireland  rose  and  fell  witl*  ahnost. 
Imrometer-like  accuracy,  when  a  Crimes 
Act  was  in  force  and  when  it  \va,s  uo(  ;  and 
be  maintained  thut,  owing  to  the  relaxing 
of  important  elau^en  relating  to  secret 
iuquiry  and  the  cliaoge  of  %'eune,  crime 
of  ati  agniriao  character  ha<l  increased, 
The  relaxing  the  power  to  change  the 
venue  was  at  this  moment  holdiug  out 
hopes  to  every  law-breaker  in  the  co»u- 
try,  while  there  was  not  the  slighte^il 
ehaoce  of  an  ordinary  jury  in  Cork 
convicting  the  murderers  of  Donovan, 
however  clearly  his  guilt  might  be 
brought  home  to  them.  The  Govern- 
meDt,  therefore,  should  give  some  good 
reason  for  their  actiou  in  dropping  an  Act 
which  hurt  noboily  but  law-breakers. 
The  reason,  he  supposed,  would  he  that 
when  Mr.  Morley  succeeded  to  tbe 
Irish  Office  Ireland  was  in  a  satisfactory 
condition  as  regards  law  aud  order,  except 
in  a  certain  part.  This  was  entirely  due 
to  the  administration  of  the  Crimes  Act 
by  Mr.  Balfourj  assisted  by  one  of  the 
Hkost  brilliant  Law  Officers  that  any  Go- 
rerntiieut  had  possesse«L  Mr.  Morley 
aUo  w^as  fortunate  in  the  fact  that  while 
Qoder  the  Unionist  Goverument  the  Irish 
Leaders  did  the  utmost  to  render  the 
government  of  Ireland  under  the  ordinary 
law  impi*ssible,  now  tbey  were,  for  Party 
and  political  purposes,  zealously  en- 
deavouring to  make  the  administration  of 
the  la  w  as  easy  as  pos s  i  b  1  c ,  B  u  t  M  r .  M  o r  I  ey 
had  a  further  advantage.  He  was  face<l 
by  a  loyal  Opposition,  who  sought  to 
place  no  obstacle  in  his  way.  How 
differeut  was  the  action  of  Mr.  Morley 
and  his  friends  when  Mr.  Balfour  was 
responsible     for     the     Government     of 
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Irel  and  I  They  did  ih c i  r 
hamper  the  administration 
law  in  every  possible  way. 

Earl  SPENCER :  No. 
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The  Marqcess  ov 
DERRY  asked  them  how  did  noble 
Lords  account  for  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre 
parading  the  Plan  of  Campaign  estates, 
makiug  wihl  promises  which  he  bad  no 
idea  of  redeeming  ?  He  would  ask  the 
iiohle  Earl  who  shook  his  head. 

E  A  li  I.  8  PE  N  C  E  R  :  1  was  no  t  a  ware 
that  I  shook  my  bead. 

*TiiE  MuniuEss  or  LONDON- 
DERRY  said,  then  the  noble  Earl 
allowed  that  his  Party  did  their  best 
to  hamper  Mr.  Balfour  in  his  admitiistra- 
tion.  He  was  very  glad  to  have  got  that 
from  him.  He  urged  that  the  Crimes 
Act  should  uot  be  repealed,  because  he 
looked  forward  to  the  future  of  Ireland* 
Nohle  Lords  opposite  and  their  colleagues 
in  the  House  of  Commons  seemed  to  have 
no  idea  as  to  what  was  to  be  the  future 
of  Ireland.  They  w^ere  eonteut  to  submit 
measures  solely  to  conciliate  their 
followers  in  the  House  of  Commons — 
measures  which,  so  far  as  he  could 
gather,  would  beuefit  no  one  but  those 
who  had  broken  the  law  in  Ireland.  He 
looked  forward  to  the  time  when  a 
Unionist  Government  would  be  returned 
to  power,  and  he  trusted  that  instead  of 
trying  to  conciliate  law-breakers  thej 
would  endeavour  to  promote  the  pro- 
sperity of  Ireland.  But  how  could  that 
policy  be  carried  out  if,  on  account  of  the 
actioji  of  the  present  CTOvernment,  three 
mouths  had  to  be  spent  in  re-enacting 
the  Crimes  Act  ?  That  the  re- 
enji.ctmeot  of  the  Crimes  Act  would  be 
necessary  was  proved  by  Mr,  Dillon's 
own  statement  that  "if  the  Unionist 
Party  returned  to  power  there  would  1>0 
the  biggest  land  agitation  in  Ireland  that 
had  ever  been  known/'  He  was  not  ia 
the  confidence  of  the  Unionist  Leaders 
with  regard  to  their  future  policy  ;  bnt  be 
thought  he  was  able,  by  reason  of  the 
official  j>osition  which  he  had  held,  of  his 
pnxciieal  experience  as  an  Irish  landlord* 
aud  of  the  many  friends  he  had  in  all 
parts  of  Ireland,  to  give  as  good  an  opinion 
as  anybody  in  Her  Majesty's  dominions 
svith  regard  to  the  present  and  future 
position  of  IrelaniL  He  bad  ventured  to 
put  forward  a  policy  which  he  would 
certainly  urge  upon  the  noble  Marquess 
when  he  next  came  into  power.  That 
policy  could  not  be  propounded  by  the 
noble  Earl  opposite,  because  he  was  too 
much  fettered  by  pledges  made  to  tlios© 
who    cared    nothing    for    the    future   of 
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Ireland.  A  great  stride  towards  the  settle- 
ment of  the  Irish  Question  would  be  made 
if  the  Land  Question  could  be  settled 
on  terms  agreeable  to  landlords  and 
tenants,  and  with  no  appreciable  risk 
to  the  State.  Again,  much  might  be 
done  by  the  establishment  of  a  Board  of 
Agriculture  to  develop  the  natural 
resources  of  the  country.  But  what  was 
the  use  of  such  a  policy  if  the  only  power 
to  deal  with  agitation  were  to  be  repealed? 
He  appealed  to  noble  Lords  opposite  to 
put  aside  Party  feeling  and  to  look  at 
the  question  from  a  larger  point  of  view. 
He  was  convinced  that  by  the  policy  he 
had  indicated,  which  had  received  the 
approval  of  all  classes  and  sections  of  the 
people,  Ireland  would  be  made  happy, 
contented,  and  prosperous,  and  be  no 
longer  the  shuttlecock  of  various  con- 
flicting political  Parties  who  seemed 
only  anxious  to  obtain  votes  in  Parlia- 
ment. Ireland,  if  such  a  policy  was 
carried  out,  would  become  one  of  the 
brightest  gems  in  the  British  diadem, 
and  when  that  day  arrived  a  Ministry 
under  the  noble  Marquess — having  pro- 
pounded such  a  policy  supported  by  all 
classes  in  the  country — the  noble  Marquess 
would  leave  behind  him  a  name  as  the 
statesman  who,  having 

**  Scattered  plenty  o'er  a  smiling  land," 
had  made  it  possible,  happily,  to 

•*  Read  their  history  in  a  nation's  eyes.'* 
•Lord  MONKS  WELL  said,  he  was 
glad  to  find  from  the  eloquent  peroration 
of  the  noble  Marquess  that  his  object  was 
to  promote  cordial  relationship  between 
this  country  and  Ireland.  Ho  would 
hardly  have  gathered  so  much  from  the 
opening  and  subsequent  portions  of  his 
speech,  because  those  remarks  appeared 
to  be  conceived  in  a  spirit  that  must 
cause  bitter  exasperation  between  the 
two  countries.  He  would  not  follow  the 
noble  Marquess  with  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion whether  this  murder  was  of  an 
agrarian  character  or  not ;  he  was  per- 
fectly willing  to  concede  that  it  was 
possibly  a  brutal  agrarian  outrage.  Nor 
did  he  propose  to  take  any  notice  of  the 
suggestion  that  the  speech  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  something  to  do  with  the 
outrage. 

The  Marquess  op  LONDON- 
DERRY :  I  did  not  say  anything  of  the 
sort.  I  said  it  followed  very  closely  on 
that  speech. 

TAe  Marquess  of  Londonderry 


•Lord  MONKSWELL  said,  then  he 
did  not  know  why  the  noble  Marquess 
should  have  made  the  observation.  He 
should  not  have  made  it  unless  he  meant 
to  insinuate  "that  the  speech  had  some- 
thing to  do  with  the  murder.  The  noble 
Marquess  was  very  eloquent  on  the 
subject  of  boycottiug.  But  he  answered 
himself  in  his  own  speech,  for  he  had 
shown  that  boycotting  had  gone  on 
di.-ninishing  until  at  the  present  moment 
there  was  no  case  of  total  boycotting,  and 
only  one  case  of  partial  boycotting  in 
Ireland.  The  noble  Marquess  was  not 
correct  in  his  statistics,  for  when  the  late 
Government  left  Office  there  was  one 
case  of  partial  boycotting  affecting  seven 
persons,  while  now  there  was  only  one 
case  of  partial  boycotting  affecting 
one  person.  With  regard  to  the  first 
question  put  by  the  noble  Marquess, 
the  government  were  not  in  a  position 
to  give  any  police  information  in 
their  possession  in  regard  to  the  murder 
of  Donovan,  for  the  very  simple  reason 
that  it  might  defeat  the  ends  of  justice  if 
they  were  to  do  so.  But  he  would 
mention  one  fact  that  was  very  significant. 
That  murder,  on  the  Sunday  after  it  was 
committed,  was  denounced  from  all  the 
neighbouring  altars  and  was  received 
with  every  mark  of  public  indignation. 
With  regard  to  the  second  question,  the 
Government  did  not  attribute  the  murder 
to  the  speeches  of  any  of  their  supporters 
or  to  the  speeches  of  anybody,  whether 
their  supporters  or  not.  They  had 
information  from  the  highest  authorities 
in  the  district,  whose  opinion  they  had 
asked,  to  the  effect  that  in  their  view  this 
murder  had  nothing  to  do  with  any 
inflammatory  speeches  whatever.  Then 
the  noble  Marquess  asked  the  Govern- 
ment to  reconsider  their  avowed  policy 
in  the  light  of  the  speeches  to  which  he 
had  referred  and  of  this  murder.  That 
seemed  to  be  a  rather  slender  basis  on 
which  to  suggest  that  the  Government 
should  reverse  their  policy  in  an 
exceedingly  important  particular.  Ex- 
perience had  shown  that  the  policy  of 
conciliation  towards  Ireland  and  of 
doing  without  the  provisions  of  a  Crimes 
Act  had  been  successful.  The  noble 
Marquess  had  not  condescended  to  como 
to  close  quarters.  He  said  he  would  not 
quote  statistics  ;  and  the  reason  was 
obvious — they  would  have  told  against 
him. 
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The  Marquess  of  LONDON- 
DERRY Siiiil,  fjmt  all  lie  desired  to  point 
out  was  ill  lit  the  prusent  Govertirneiit 
enjojed  greater  advantiiges  in  goveniinor 
Ireland  than  were  possessed  by  their  pre- 
decessors under  the  noble  MarqnesH. 

•Lord  MONKS  WELL  said,  ibat  was 
so,  lie  was  ready  to  admit  tliat  the  pre- 
sent G overn nut nt  enjoyed  advantages  in 
governing  Ireknd  which  tlie  Govern- 
ment under  the  noble  Marquess  did  nol 
enjoy,  and  the  reason  was  because  the 
policy  of  tlie  prct^ent  Administration  was 
to  govern  Ireland  witli  the  gooilwill  of 
the  people,  whereas  the  poliey  of 
the  preceding  Government  was  to 
govern  the  country  against  the  will  of 
the  people.  Statistics  affecting  the 
whole  of  Ireland  and  iiho  the  disttirbed 
districts  proved  that  under  the  present 
Administration  crimes  had  been  fewer 
aud  less  serious.  It  was  only  respectful 
to  Lord  Londonderry  to  give  the  statistics 
which  led  ihcm  to  believe  that  their  policy 
would  be  successful  in  the  future.  From 
the  Winter  Assizes,  1890,  to  the  Spring 
Assizes,  1892,  in  the  wdnde  of  Ireland  the 
indictable  offences,  as  compared  with 
those  from  the  Winter  Assizes,  1892,  to 
the  Spring  Assizes,  1894,  w^ere  rather 
more  numerous — that  was  to  say,  that  the 
number  of  indictable  offences  throughout 
the  whole  of  Ireland  had  fallen  under  fbe 
administration  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment. With  regard  to  the  particular  class 
of  offences  dealt  with  specially  under  the 
Crimes  Act,  a  greater  number  of  offenders 
had  been  brought  to  justice,  and  a  lare:er 
percentage  had  been  convicted  than  during 
any  similar  period  under  the  hte  Govern- 
ment without  the  aid  of  the  Crimes  Act. 
The  Judges,  moreover,  had  laid  consider- 
able stress  recently  on  the  creditable 
manner  in  which  the  juries  tn  Ireland 
had  acted.  Public  opinion  was  on  the 
side  of  the  Government,  and  this  unques- 
tionably was  a  much  more  efRcient  menus 
of  checking  crime  and  outrage  nnd  of  bring- 
ingcriminals  to  justice  than  sef-retinqtiiries. 
The  figures  he  had  given  referred  to  the 
whole  of  Ireland,  but  in  the  disturbed 
districts  it  was  exactly  the  same.  County 
Clare  was  quieter  than  it  had  been  since 
1886.  In  the  disturbed  districts  of 
Kerry,  in  the  20  months  since  the  present 
GoTernmetit  came  into  Office,  there  had 
only  been  147  outrages  as  against  235 
\  previously.  In  the  disturbcil  area  of 
Coiinty  Cork,  for  the  first  rjuarterof  1B92, 


there  were  18  outrages.     They  fell  to  10 
in  the  first  quarter  of    1893,     That  had 
been   effected   not  by  calling   in  aid   the 
provisions  of  the  Crimes  Act,  but  simply 
by  constant  care,  vigorous  patrolling  aud 
watclifulness   on  the  part  of   the   police, 
with  the  advantage,  of  course,  of  having 
the  goodwill  of  the  people  on  the  side  of 
the   Government.     Of   the  31   secret  in- 
quiries  held  under    the   Crimes    Act   of 
18H7  only  11  convictions  resulted.  Secret 
inquiries  bad   been  held    under    the    Ex- 
plosives Act  of  i883,  hut  in  not  a  single 
case  was  sufficient  evidence  procured  to 
warrant    a    triaL      It    was    an    achieve- 
ment  which   the    Government    regarded 
with  great  pride,  that  they  should  have 
succeeded  at  last  in  bringing  the  people 
of  Ireland   over   to  their  side.      It  had 
l>eeD   said   by  the   noble   Marquess  that 
nobody   would   be  the  worse  for  keeping 
the  Crimes   A**t   on   the   Statute    Book. 
But  that  argument   won  hi   lake  them  a 
very  long  way,  for  surely  in   tliat  case  it 
was  just  possible  that  they  might  want  a 
Crimes   Act   for  some  other  part  of  the 
United    Kingdom,      It  did  not   seem  to 
him   that  Ireland   should  be  treated  in  a 
different  way  from  the  rest  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  especially   wheu  statistics  for 
the  last  20  months  showed    that  crime 
WHS  steadily  decreasing.     It  was  not  de* 
sirable,   therefore,  in  justice  and  in  pru- 
dence, that  the  provisions  of  the  Crimea 
Act  should  be  kept,  or  put,  iu  force.     la 
such   circumstances   it   would   be  an  ex- 
ceedingly strong   and    unwise  course  to 
take,  and  it  was  eutirely  opposed  to  the 
spirit  of   the   Uuion  that  laws  should  be 
kept  on  the   Statute  Book  affecting  only 
one  portion  of  the  Urrited  Kingdom  and 
depriving  persons  in  Ireland  of  the  right 
of    trial    by  jury,   in    respect  of  certain 
offences,  at  the  mere  will  and  pleasure  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant.    The  great  object  of 
the  Government  Avas  to  make  the   Irish 
people  respect  the  administration  of   the 
law.       Having    that    object    in   view,   it 
appeared  to  him  that  it  would   be   mon- 
strous on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  ■ 
accede   to    the    invitation    of   the    noble ^ 
Marquess,    and    to    reverse     the    whole 
spirit  and  policy  that  bad  already  produced 
such  satisfactory   an«l   beneficial   results, 
simply  because  of  the  commission  of  one 
crime    which    had    been    strongly    con- 
demned    by     public     opinion      iu      the 
neighbourhood.     In  conclusion,  he  would 
merely   say  that    he    hoiH-d    when    the 
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noble  Marquess  again  asketl  the  Go- 
irernmeiit  to  reverse  the  whole  tenour  of 
their  policy,  he  wonlJ  hai^o  miah  ii  very 
large  demand  on  groumls  less  inivdecjtiate 
than  tho«e  he  ailvanced  in  snpport  of  his 
argnnient  on  this  ocoat^ion. 

The  Earl  of  CORK  naid,  he  i^erj 
in  rich  regretted  tlie  inti*rpretatioij  whicli 
tlie  nobie  Marquesi:*  iiad  apparently  put 
upon  the  remarks  fie  had  made  in  that 
House  tlie  ot!ier  evening  wiib  reference 
to  the  crime  in  question.  It  was  true  he 
bad  Hiiid  that,  so  far  as  his  informtition 
went,  the  crime  was  unt  sokdy  attrt- 
butahle  to  the  fact  that  ihe  victim  was  m 
charge  of  an  evictetl  farm,  but  he  bad 
added  that  this  was  not  \u  any  way  a 
palliation  of  the  deed.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess would  no  doubt  admit,  on  furlber 
consideration,  tiiat  he  was  hardly  justified 
tn  S[>eakiik^"  as  he  had  spoken.  Heeoul<l 
assure  the  noble  Marquess  that,  however 
great  his  love  for  Irehnul  mii^ht  he,  be 
would  in  no  way  yield  to  him  in  that 
respect.  They  niii^ht  differ  ns  to  the  best 
means  of  raaintaining  peaceful  relations 
between  tire  txvo  cmmtries.  All  ho  could 
say  was  that  he  very  niueb  doubted 
whether  such  spceclies  as  that  whtcb  had 
been  delivered  that  afterni>on  by  the 
Boble  Marquess  were  ralcnlateil  to  pro- 
mote good  feelinj^^.  Ho  had  it  on  tlie 
best  autliority  that  the  priesis  in  the 
district  had  done  their  best  to  put  down 
crime  of  every  kind  ;  and  on  this  occasion 
there  whs  not  an  altar  in  the  district  from 
which  the  crime  was  not  dcnoiuiced. 
When  puf  die  opinion  wus  strongly  apiiriHt 
the  cfJintnission  of  crime,  convictions 
were  far  innre  likely  to  he  <ditained. 
From  what  lie  had  beard,  lie  was  con- 
vinced that  should  the  perpetrators  be 
brought  to  trial,  justice  would  be  meted 
out  to  tbem  in  a  mauner  such  as  they 
rightly  de?*erved. 

•LoiiD  ASIIHOUKNE  said,  the  nohio 
Earl  who  had  just  spoken  could  hanlly 
have  attended  very  closely  to  or  a|^»- 
preciatod  very  ncciirately  wlnit  had  been 
said  by  the  noble  Marqtress  in  bis  allusions 
to  the  recent  deplorable  murder,  for  they 
all  kuew"  how  such  a  crime  would  be 
viewed  by  the  noble  Earl,  and  bis  earnest 
and  deep  desire  that  in  the  district  with 
wlilch  he  was  specially  connected,  law  and 
order  should  prevail,  and  when  violated 
should  be  thoroughly  vindicated.  He 
as^inneil  also  that  that  was  the  desire  of 
the    Government,   aad   that    they   would 
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make  every  effort  with  tho  powen*  at 
their  disposal  to  detect  the  crime  and 
hrin^  the  authors  to  justice.  The  noble 
Lord  opposite  had  referred  to  the  quiet 
which,  he  saiil,  existed  at  present  in  Ire- 
land, but  that  was  a  matter  to  \m 
regarded  from  separate  points  of  view. 
Everyone,  of  course,  was  glad  of  the 
quiet  that  now  existed  in  the  greater 
part  of  Ireland,  and  of  the  peace 
and  prosperity  which  prevailed  in  so 
many  districts  of  the  countrv.  But 
there  might  well  bo  a  divergence  of 
opinion  respecting  the  reiisons  for  the 
existing  peace  and  quiet.  One  reason 
was  the  satisfactory  harvest  last  year, 
and  another  the  rejection  of  the  Home 
Rule  Bill,  which  had  unsettled  men's 
minds,  and  was  regarded  as  pregnant  with 
danger.  A  third  reason  was  the  support 
which  the  present  Governniciit  received 
from  those  wdio,  when  the  no! *le  Marquess 
near  him  was  Prime  Minister,  did  not 
apply  themselves  in  the  same  strenuous 
way  to  enforcing  the  duty  and  necessity 
of  preservitig  law  and  onier.  When  they 
were  considering  the  figures  given  ou 
l^ehalf  of  the  riovernment  as  to  the 
diminution  of  crime,  it  wouhl  be  interest- 
ing to  know  how  boycotting  was  regarded 
by  the  present  Goverrmient.  Everyone 
knew  that  boycotting  was  a  cniel  and 
brutal  form  of  crime,  based  on  intimida- 
tion anil  appealing  to  all  the  worst  and 
lowest  passions  of  butnanity,  ns  displayed 
against  persons  who  were  un popular 
owing  to  local  circumstances.  Yet  nol 
verv  long  ago  Mr,  Dillon  appeared  to 
indicate,  in  the  speech  to  which  reference 
had  been  made,  xhwi  in  his  belief  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  interfere  with  boy- 
cotting, and  would  not  prosecute  in  such 
cases.  It  was  a  vi^A'^y  serious  thing 
that  suggestions  of  that  kind  sboidd  be 
circulated  in  a  conutry  inbabitcd  by  a 
very  intelligent  and  quick-witted  people, 
wdio  iniderstood  the  meaning  of  words  a* 
well  as  any  of  ll^^r  Majesty's  subjects 
in  any  part  of  the  world.  He  hoped  they 
would  be  t«>!d  by  the  Government  that 
boycotting  would  continue  to  he  regard eti 
as  a  viohition  of  the  law  which  must 
be  suppre«se<l  relentlessly.  The  noble 
Lord  o])posite  (Lord  Monks  well)  said 
that  part  of  the  programme  and  policy  of 
the  GoverDment  was  the  repeal  of  the 
Crimes  Acf.  But  no  one  would  have 
thought  that  two  weeks  ago.  The  Go- 
vernment  bad   been    in    power    now    for 
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somethiog  over  20  months^  and  no  hint 
of  it  had  been  heard  before.  If  it  was 
part  of  their  politiv,  why  was  not  tbis  in- 
tention mentioned  in  the  Queen's  Speech  'f 
It  was  difficnlt  to  understand  how  tbo 
repeal  of  tbis  Act  coidd  have  been 
regarded  by  the  Cxovernnir^ntayi  a  cardinal 
part  of  their  policy,  5*eeijjg  that  no 
Minister  bad  eirer  snggei^ted  anvthing  of 
the  kind  until  the  recent  Wednesday 
when  a  repealint^  Bill  was  iutrodnced  by 
a  private  Member,  and  atiopteij  by  Mr, 
Morley,  There  was  no  Justification  for 
the  repeal  of  the  Crimes  Act.  It  baving, 
on  many  occasions,  been  fotmd  necessary 
to  enact  spef^al  measures  for  the  re- 
pression of  crime,  it  was,  a  few  years  ago, 
at  last  deemed  wise  to  put  into  one  com- 
pendious Code  tbe  most  moderate  of  the 
provisions  wbicb  had  been  embodied  in 
previous  Acts  passed  !>y  Mr,  Olads tone's 
Goveraments,  a  nil  it  was  arranged  that 
these  provisions  should  lie  df>rmaut  when 
there  was  no  necessity  for  their  applica- 
tion, and  only  to  be  called  into  existence 
wheu  tliey  were  retiuired.  Well,  wbeii 
the  ooble  Martpiess  (Lord  Salisbury)  left 
Office  there  were  only  four  men  in  prison 
under  this  Crimes  Act,  and  tbe  only 
clauses  to  which  exception  had  ever  been 
taken  were  allowed  to  remain  dormant. 
He  wotild  not  weary  their  Lordships  by 
wading  through  tbe  crowds  olf  statishcs 
given  tlie  other  day  io  the  House  of 
Commons  to  prove  the  titility  and  mercy 
of  passing  such  an  Act,  When  tbe  bite 
Government  passed  the  Crimes  Act  there 
were  4.900  persons  wholly  or  partially 
boycotted  ;  Imt  when  the  late  Govern- 
ment left  Office,  after  the  Act  bad  been 
in  force  for  some  four  or  five  years,  there 
was  only  one  family  l>oycotted  in  the 
whole  of  Ireland,  Even  if  no  other  re- 
sult had  been  achieved,  would  not  that 
alone  constitute  an  ample  justification  for 
keeping  this  measure  on  the  Statute 
Book,  to  he  called  irjto  existetice  when 
required  to  put  down  and  stifle  such  an 
appalling  state  of  facts?  Nothing  was 
said  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite  nbont 
laying  aside  the  great  powers  which 
should  exist  in  ^Vi^ry  Constitution  of 
having  a  ready  and  easy  means  of  obtaining 
changes  of  venue  and  indejjendont  juries. 
The  necessity  for  such  mi  Act  had  been 
overw^belmingly  proved.  The  Government 
said  that  if  this  Act  were  repealed 
and  an  occasion  arose  for  repressive 
measures       Parliament      could      again 
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be  asked  to  pass  a  special  Bill.  In 
that  suggestion  great  danger  lurked. 
The  Government  were  apparently  pre- 
pared to  wait  for  an  outburst  of  lawless- 
ness, boycotting  and  outrage,  and  then  to 
spend  months  in  coming  to  Parliament  to 
obtain  fresh  powers  with  which  to  cope 
with  the  evil.  Surely  it  could  not  be 
right  to  run  into  such  danger  merely  in 
order  to  remove  from  the  tStatute  Book 
an  Act  which  did  not  do  any  human 
being  an  atom  of  harm,  or  bring  peril  to 
any  honest  man^ — ^under  which  no  hiw- 
abiding  person  could  be  arrested,  and 
which  was  potent  for  gooil,and  might  be 
necessary  at  any  time  for  the  proper 
administration  of  the  law— thai  that  was 
to  he  done  in  face  of  the  obvious  and 
serious  risks  be  bad  indicated.  Was  it 
so  very  certain  that  the  existence  of  that 
Act  on  the  Stjilnte  Book  did  no  good  ? 
Was  it  so  very  certain  that  the  admoni- 
tions which  were  given  to  the  people  to 
abstain  from  crime  and  outrage,  that  the 
sermons  which  might  be  preached  urging 
the  people  to  remain  quiet  and  enforcing 
the  duty  of  obedience  to  the  laws  of  God 
and  man,  did  not  owe  most  of  their  in- 
fluence to  the  fact  that  it  was  known 
that  if  they  were  not  attended  to  this 
Act  could  be  called  into  operation  at 
once  for  tbe  purpose  of  grappling  with 
crime  ?  The  subject  of  boycotting  was 
not  one  to  he  put  aside  with  light  and 
hopeful  phrases.  It  was  iin  appalling 
thit^g  to  the  neigh hourbood  cnrseil  by  it 
— a  wicked  auil  cruel  thing  to  those 
against  whom  it  was  directed — its  ap- 
palling cruelty  could  not  l»e  overstated 
- — and  yet  they  were  asketl  to  assent  in 
the  light  and  hopeful  way  in  which  it 
had  been  spoken  of  to  the  repeal  of  the 
only  n^oasure  which  had  proved  equal  to 
cope  with  the  present  state  of  many  parts 
of  Ireland.  The  Evicted  Tenants*  Bill 
was  not  yet  before  their  Lordships,  and 
he  was  not  going  to  discuss  it;  but  one 
of  I  the  points  of  difficulty  under  it 
was  the  position  of  the  existing  teoaots 
(called  **  planters '*)  of  evicted  farms, 
who  would  have  to  give  way  to  old 
tenants  if  they  did  not  take  tbe  re- 
sponsibility of  saying  **no.'*  Those 
who  knew  Ireland  would  know  well 
what  a  tremendous  suggestion  was 
there  made  to  apply  terrorism  and  ip- 
timidntion  to  the  existing  tenants.  It 
was  a  serious  danger  to  remove  from  the 
Statute  Book  au  Act  which    might  be 
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required  at  auy  mo  me  tit  to  deal  with 
boycotting  aod  other  crimes  if  they 
should  sprout  up.  Mr.  Morky  had  mkl 
more  than  once  that  iu  Ireland  a  strong^ 
ttdmiDist ration  of  the  law  was  needed, 
and  yet  he  proposed  to  dispense  altog;ether 
with  an  Act  whose  utility  had  been 
abundantly  shown  when  crime  and  out- 
rage prevailed.  Was  it  not  sad  also  to 
reflect — knowing  that  chnnges  of  Govern- 
ment had  taken  place,  and  must  again 
take  place,  knowing  that  political  causes 
had  as  much  to  do  with  quietude  in 
Irelaud  as  anything  else—upon  what 
might  be  the  terrible  consequences  of 
removing  from  the  Statute  Book  an  Act 
irhich  would  be  needed  to  maintain  law 
and  order  in  Ireland  when  those  political 
causes  came  to  be  regarded  by  another 
Government  from  a  different  staudpioint? 
That  Bill  had  only  passed  the  Second 
Reading 

The  E.\hl  of  ROSEBERY  :  I  really 
do  not  Avisb  to  interrupt  the  nohle  and 
learaed  Lord,  hut  I  must  rise  on  the 
point  of  Order.  He  lias  been  discussing 
continually  a  Bill  winch  is  at  present 
before  the  other  House.  T  confess  thtfi 
discussion  exceeds  anything  I  have  ever 
heard, 

LuRi^  ASHBOURNE  said,  he  was 
only  following  the  noble  Lonl  opposite. 

TuE  Eakl  o¥  ROSEBERY  :  Even 
if  that  were  the  case,  I  do  not  know 
that  a  breach  of  Order  by  one  noble  Lord 
would  excuse  a  breach  by  another  noble 
Lord»  but  really  the  irregularity  of  the 
discussion  has  Wm  exceptional, 

houD  ASHBOURNE  said,  he  had 
of  ten  a  d  m  i  red  t  b  e  ar  u  t  e  n  o  ss  ai  id  r  eatl  i  n  ess 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  and  had  never 
been  more  struck  with  it  than  upon  this 
occasion.  The  noble  Earl,  having  listened 
to  his  own  Colleague  stating  his  reasons 
for  the  action  of  the  Government,  now 
suggested  that  it  was  out  of  Order  to 
reply  to  him.  He  would  not  invite  Earl 
Spencer  to  foHow  all  the  rouiarks  which 
had  been  made,  but  he  should  be  glad 
before  the  Debate  closed  to  hear  stated 
with  clearness  what  was  the  attitude  of 
the  Government  with  reference  to  this 
terrible  crime  of  boycotting  in  Ireland, 

•Toe  FIRST  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY  (Earl  Spencer):  I  tio  not 
propose  to  follow  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  in  the  various  topics  which  he  has 
raised  jo  his  speech.  He  has  referred  to 
various  Bills  which  are  to  corae  before 

Lord  Ashbourne 


us,  and  I  think  it  is  exceedingly  incon- 
venient to  forestall  discnssioos  whicU 
may  possibly  arise  in  this  House.  But 
I  do  feel  that  1  ought  to  give  a  distinct 
answer  to  one  point  of  considerable  im- 
portance which  the  noble  Martiuess  has 
introduced  in  his  question.  The  noble 
Marquess  and  the  nohle  and  learned 
Lord  both  appjealed  to  the  Government 
to  know  what  their  views  were  with 
regard  to  boycotting*  With  regard  to 
the  rest  of  the  Dtdmte,  the  Government 
are  quite  ready  to  rest  their  answer  on 
the  vBty  clear  and  lucid  statement  of 
Lord  Monks  well.  But  as  my  noble 
Friend  did  not  refer  to  this  question  of 
boycotting,  therefore  I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words  on  that  matter,  I  do  not  under- 
stand to  what  the  noble  Lords  refer  whea 
they  say  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  inditFerent  to  the  subject  of  boycot- 
ting. 1  think  the  noble  Marquess  alluded 
to  ati  expression  of  my  own  and  to  my 
experience  with  regard  to  boycotting 
when  in  Ireland.  I  have  on  many 
occasions  spoken  strongly  against  boy- 
cotting, and  I  have  denounced  the  very 
serious  consequences  that  follow  it.  I 
maintain  the  views  I  imve  always  held 
on  that  subject,  and  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment agree  with  those  views.  I 
have  heard  something  with  regard  to  the 
views  of  the  Chief  Secretary  on  this 
subject,  and  if  it  has  not  tNaeu  repeated 
here  in  such  absolute  terras,  an  insinua- 
tion has  been  put  forward  (bat  my  right 
lion.  Friend  is  indiliercnt,  and  that  he 
woubl  not  institute  any  prosecutions  for 
boycotting. 

The  Maui^uess  of  LONDON- 
DERRY :  I  was  quoting  Mr.  Dillon's 
speech. 

•Earl  SPENCER  :  We  are  not  re- 
sponsible for  Mr.  Dillon's  speeches. 
He  is  not  a  Member  of  the  Govcrnim^nt,  I 
say  this  most  distinctly — that  the  present 
Chief  Secretiiry  repudiates  any  notion  of 
condoning  boycotling,  and  that  he  is  per- 
f  e c  1 1  y  read y  t o  ii  p pro  v  e  of  a n y  pr< >s ecu  t  io n s 
which  the  Law  Officers  mny  advise  for 
boycott irrtr,  if  l>oyeotting  ex ists.  That  is 
the  position  in  which  the  Government 
stand,  and  it  is  a  perfertly  clear  one,  and  I 
feel  it  my  iluty  to  niako  that  statement 
iu  this  House, 

•The      Makquess     of     LONDON- 
DERRY :  May  I   ask  the   noble  Earl, 
I  as  \\^  \%  *:^i^B.kiu^,  on  behalf  of  the  Chief 
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Secretnry,   whether   he    repudiates   Mr. 
Dillon's  statement  or  wot  ? 

•Earl  SPENCER  :  The  Chief 
Secretary  is  not  responsible  for  Mr. 
DilloQ^a  speeches,  or  for  every  speech 
which  nmy  be  made  in  Ireland*  The 
noble  Marquess  refers  to  speeches  made 
as  far  back  as  1  HBO,  but  I  maintain,  again, 
that  Members  of  the  Government  are  not 
responsible  for  tlie  speecheB  of  iodepen- 
deut  persons  in  Ireland.  What  I  wish  to 
my  distinctly  is  that,  happily,  at  this 
iDoraent  there  is  uo  boycotting  in  Ireland. 
One  case  is  reported  to  the  polico  of  a 
person  partly  hoycottetl.  The  noble 
Marquess  boasted  of  what  the  Crimes 
Act  did  with  regard  to  boycotting,  and 
that  it  wan  successful  in  pntting  it  down, 
I  maintain  that  the  policy  pursued  by  the 
present  Government  has  been  ef|ually 
successful,  and  that  at  the  preseut  moment 
there  is  practically  no  boycotting  in 
Ireland. 

[The  subject  then  dropped.] 

ANTIQUE  CA8TS  AT  SOUTH  KENSINGTON 
MUSEUM. 

QUESTfOXS.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Earl  COWPER  called  the  attenttoQ 
of  the  Government  to  the  removal  of  casts 
from  the  fintii|ue  in  South  Kensington 
Museum  from  the  large,  commodious, 
well-lighted  room  where  they  have  stood 
till  now  to  one  side  of  a  long  dark 
corridor,  where  none  of  them  can  be  seen 
perfectly,  and  only  the  front  of  many  of 
them  can  Ik*  seen  at  all  ;  and  to  ask  whe- 
ther there  is  any  prospect  of  these  casts 
being  restored  to  fheir  fortuer  position, 
where  students  can  copy  them,  which  it 
is  almost  impossible  for  I  hem  to  do  now  ? 
He  said,  he  had  no  inteution  to  make 
any  attack  on  the  Government  upon  this 
subject.  Perhaps  if  the  matter  were  in 
the  hands  of  a  more  constant  supporter 
of  theirs  the  notice  might  have  greater 
infltieuce.  Professor  Middleton,  who  pre- 
sided over  South  Kensington  Museum, 
comtnarided  general  confidence,  and  was 
to  be  in  every  way  trusted,  tiiough  no 
doubt  great  pressure  was  put  upon  the 
authorities.  It  appeared  that  a  collection 
of  te X  t  i  le  \\  ork  h ii  d  n  ot  h  oen  exhibited  as 
it  should  have  been,  and  Mr.  William 
Morris,  well  known  for  his  artistic  tastes, 
and  his  friends  were  anxious  that  such 
beautiful  work  should  be  better  seen. 
But   it  wra&  rather  hard  that   this  most 


useful  collectioD  of  casts  should  be 
sacrificed  for  the  purpose.  It  was 
UDtiecessary  to  go  at  length  into  its 
history.  First  established  iu  the  time 
of  Lord  Eeaconsfield,  who  unfortunately 
quitted  Office  l>efore  anything  could  be 
done,  it  had  been  left  to  the  noble  Earl 
to  make  provision  for  that  valuable  col- 
lection. In  all  such  matters  somebody 
must,  of  course,  be  responsible.  At  the 
instance  of  Mr.  Perry,  the  well-known 
sculptor,  Lord  Spencer  had  given  a  room 
for  the  purpose,  and  the  collection  had 
been  much  admired  by  native  and  foreign 
judges,  and  by  everybody  competent  to 
speak  on  the  subject*  Recently*  how- 
ever, the  casts  have  been  removetl,  and 
placed  where  nobody  could  see  them. 
Intrinsically  valuable,  they  were  also  of 
great  use  to  persons  wishing  to  copy  from 
the  antique — far  more  so  than  any  tapestry 
we  possessed  in  this  coimtry.  He  need 
not  enlarge  ou  the  vahie  of  such  a  col- 
lectiou  to  students  of  ancient  history, 
but,  of  course,  its  chief  use  was  for  copy- 
ing purposes.  Modern  artists  recognised 
the  importance  of  young  mcii  being 
enabled  to  study  admirable  works  of  this 
kind,  and  acrjuire  a  good  foundation  in 
art.  He  had  made  an  inspection,  and 
found  the  casts  now  in  a  very  had,  dark,  and 
utisui tabic  place  for  copying.  Plenty  of 
light  was  necessary  for  the  exhibition  of 
these  works.  This  tnight  seem  a  trifling 
matter,  but  to  young  artists  it  was  of 
great  importance,  and  he  hoped  tliat  who- 
ever was  responsilde  would  see  that  it 
was  put  right,  and  that  this  valuable  col- 
lectiou  of  antif|Uc  casts  was  placed  in  a 
position  where  they  could  be  seen. 

The  EAtiL  ok' CARLISLE  desired, 
before  Lord  Playfair  answered  the  ques- 
tion, to  add  a  few  words  on  the  subject- 
He  examineil  the  casts  and  was  distressed 
to  see  that  they  were  being  painted  white. 
He  coulil  only  suppose  that  that  was 
reodered  liecessary  by  their  being  pur  in 
a  dark  passage.  He  bad  felt  it  to  be  a 
resrcttabie  thing  that  these  objects  of 
art  which  had  l*ccn  colleeied  by  the  noble 
Earl  on  the  Front  Bein*ii  should  be 
scattered  and  put  info  a  place  where  they 
wore  only  lighted  fruni  Ixdow  like  aetor§ 
oti  the  stjige.  He  should  like  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  if  he  was  convinced  that  all 
the  hatigitigs,  for  the  sake  of  which  the 
great  ultenitions  had  been  made,  would 
not  suffer  from  the  strong  light  in  which 
they  were  now  pUced  ?     11^ -«« ^awKv^.  ^\"«c> 
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ask  whether  there  were  not  vacant  spaces 
for  the  exhihitiou  of  these  hangings  in 
the  cross  gallery  in  the  Exhibition  htiihl- 
ing  on  the  other  side  of  the  road  ?  lie 
reoDsidered  it  uiifortiiuate  that  such  great 
alterations  should  have  been  made  while 
the  Mnsenm  was  confessedly  in  an  im* 
perfect  state.  Whatever  alterations 
were  mado,  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
evcntimHj  the  bnUdings  at  8.jnth  Ken- 
Jiington  would  have  to  be  added  to. 
Indeed,  ho  believeil  that  there  had  already 
been  a  coui petition  in  rcsprx^t  of  the  plans 
for  new  buildings  ;  therefore  it  aeemed  to 
him  regrettable  tliat  interual  altenvtioMs 
should  be  made  pending  the  conrlusiuu 
of  these  structural  urritngements. 

*LoKi>  PLAYFAIH  said,  that  the  diffi- 
culties which  had  been  shown  to  exist  in 
regard  to  tlie  arrangement  of  casts  arose 
from  the  inadef|uacy  of  the  aecommodn- 
tioii  iu  the  Museum  for  its  splendid  col- 
lections, and  there  was  no  doubt  a  strong 
desire  tliattbe  great  treasures  which  South 
Kensington  Museum  possessed  shonhl  be 
^equately  seen  by  the  public.  Witli  re- 
gard to  the  collection  of  tape&try,  there 
was  probably  110 col lecti^m  in  Europe, save 
that  of  \SpiLin,  ef|ual  to  the  collection  at 
8oiith  Kensington,  On  account  of  defi- 
cient accommoilation  this  col  I  or  t  ion  was 
exhibited  against  a  wall  in  the  present 
sculpture  gallery  witli  the  light  shining 
upon  theglass  which  enclosed  the  tapestry. 
The  rejection  of  the  windows  in  the 
glass  which  enclosed  the  collection  made 
it  almost  inqjossible  for  the  tapestry 
to  he  seen  at  nil  ;  and  the  artists  of  this 
country,  who  were  pmnd  of  this  great 
collection,  were  anxious  that  something 
ehould  lie  done  to  cmible  the  tapestry  to 
he  properly  displayed.  Ami  more  than 
the  artists:  there  was  no  class  of  the 
industrial  comnninity  who  used  the 
Museum  so  much  for  indnstrial  purposes 
as  mantifacturers  of  textile  fabrics,  and 
tliLur  great  tlcsire  was  that  these  tapestries 
should  be  seen  to  the  best  advantage. 
Well,  thecourt  in  which  the  sculpture  was 
formerly  exhibited  was  ndmirahly  lighted 
lor  showing  these  tapestries  in  a  most 
etfective  manner.  They  had  now  a  skilled 
•rtist  who  was  Directorof  theMusetmi,and 
under  his  advice  and  belief  that  he  could 
exhibit  the  tapestries  in  a  manner  worthy 
of  the  nation,  and  could  exhibit  tlie  casta 
— which,  after  all,  akiiough  important, 
were     only     reproductions,    whilst    the 
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they  had  been  exhibitetl  hitherto,  the 
change  was  made.  The  nation  owed  a 
great  deal  to  Mr,  Perry,  who,  at  mucli 
inconveiiieoce  to  himself,  had  travelled 
through  Europe  to  make  this  adtnirable 
collection  of  casts.  No  doubt  the  last 
wish  on  the  part  of  the  authorities  at 
South  Kensington  would  have  Iteeu  to 
slight  Mr.  Perry  in  any  way  with  re- 
gard to  the  collection.  But  they  were 
under  a  miaappre  hens  ion.  Mr,  Perry 
did  visit  the  Museum  when  the  chanjres 
were  lieing  made*  It  now  appears 
tlnit  he  thought  the  arrangetnents  in 
the  Sculpture  Gallery  were  only  on 
aceouut  of  at)  overflow.  Clearly,  there 
was  a  mistake  on  the  part  of  the 
atitborities  or  on  that  of  Mr.  Perry, 
for  Mr.  Perry  left  the  impression  on 
the  mind  of  the  anthorities  that  he 
was  in  favour  of  the  change.  He  (Lord 
PI  ay  fair)  had  a  number  of  letters  from 
artists  approving  of  the  change  both 
as  l>eing  good  for  the  tapestries  and 
being  good  for  ttie  casts.  He  had  letters 
from  Mr.  Morris,  Sir  Burne- Jones,  Mr. 
KiLdnnoiuU  and  Mr.  Penrose,  nil  of  whom 
thought  the  cmsts  were  nuich  l>etfer 
placed  than  lliey  were  before,  and  that 
the  tapestries  were  admirably  seen,  and 
that  these  treasures  had  now  really  be- 
come available  to  the  puldic,  hitherto 
having  been  concealed.  He  would 
only  read  the  letter  received  from  Mr. 
Richmond,  who  was  a  very  competent 
authority  with  regard  to  the  result.  He 
said — 

'*  I  am  glwl  Ihiit  you  have  brought  out  ot 
darknt'SH  into  hght  these  glorious  Flemtsli 
tjipestrica,  which  have  hitherto  been  practically 
usclcsis  to  the  student*  The  cast«  ia  the  IaT)^ 
tjallcry  look  extremely  well^  far  better,  to  my 
thirskiiig,  than  in  the  restricted  tight  in  which 
they  wt?re.  There  is  n  dignity  in  their  arrange- 
ment vhich  tivery  true  artist  will  allow/' 

Having  obtained  this  view  from  artists 
it  was  not  intemled,  at  present,  at  all 
events,  to  make  any  change.  If  it  were 
fouuil  thai  the  sculpt  lire  could  not  he 
projierly  seen  by  the  students  some 
other  accommodation  wouf<]  have  to  l>e 
provided.  At  present,  however,  the 
authorities  desireti  to  ascertain  fairly  the 
result  of  the  change.  Lord  Cowper 
must  have  gone  on  a  very  dark  day  to 
see  these  objects  of  art.  He  (Lord  Play- 
fair)  had  gone  to  see  tViem  three  days 
ago,  when  the  light  was  good,  and 
had    found    there    some   students    copy 
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tapeatrwi^    were    originals — Vjelter 
The  Earl  of  CarlisU 


l\m\\\  u\^  ^iww  \\\^  cijists.     He  spoke  to    the 
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sindents,  who  did  uot  kuow  who  lie  w»s 
or  what  whs  liia  motive  in  quest it>riiii|y; 
thcra.  He  asked  them,  **  Do  you  like 
copyiug  in  this  gallery  or  did  you  prefer 
workiog  in  the  court  from  which  the 
ciMits  have  coroe.''  The  answer  he  re- 
ceivetl  was  that  in  tlie  old  court  there 
were  other  statues  in  tlje  line  of  vision 
!)ehiud  those  that  were  heing  copied,  the 
result  being  that  a  statue  would  appear 
with  four  arms  and  three  or  four  legs." 
Uoder  the  new  plan,"  they  said,  **  we 
find  it  far  more  easy  to  copy  than 
formerly/'  No  doubt  the  coiidttious 
UDder  which  the  casts  were  seen  would 
materially  affect  the  impressions  of  the 
visitor.  When  he  visited  the  place  the 
light  was  good,  ami  he  could  see  every  thing 
very  clearly.  With  regard  to  the  painting, 
some  of  the  casts  had  become  dirty  and 
had  been  cleaned^  and  two  or  three  had 
beeu  flatted,  to  see  whether  that  would 
8uit  the  copii?r's  ;  but  that  was  only  an 
experiment.  As  to  removing  tliem  to 
another  place,  he  hoped  the  Govermnent 
some  day  would  uiuleftake  to  provide 
further  exhibition  room  to  the  rtrl 
treasures  of  South  Keusington,  Those 
treiisures  were  splendid  and  au  honour  to 
the  nation,  hut  they  were  so  crowded 
that  a  great  part  of  them  were  not  ex- 
hibited properly.  He  couhi  assure  tlie 
noble  Lord  that  the  higliest  value  was 
attached  to  the  collection  of  casts,  and 
that  if  its  presfiut  j>osition  was  not  suit- 
able  to  the  stn<fcnts  the  nutliorities  wouhl 
take  means  to  get  some  other  ]>lace 
where  they  would  be  satisfied  that  the 
conditions  were  satisfat'torv. 

•Vi8COL\vT  CRANFiROOK  said,  he 
did  not  wish  to  enter  into  the  dispute 
between  the  artists  who  might  hold 
different  views  as  to  the  place  in  which 
the«e  casts  shonld  be  ex  hi  Id  ted,  V>ut  he 
wished  to  call  attention  to  a  point,  made  by 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  riayfair)  opposite 
as  to  the  want  of  a<!eommoilationat  South 
Keusington  for  the  splendid  collections 
there.  No  one  could  see  that  collection  and 
see  the  people  who  resorted  to  it  without 
wishing  that  it  could  he  shown  to  greater 
advantage  than  it  was.  He  liad  heard 
of  an  American  geutlenmn  driving  up  to 
the  **  Bromptou  Boilers,**  as  the  place 
was  often  called  :  and  when  he  was  told 
that  that  was  the  great  South  Kensing- 
ton Museum  which  be  had  heard  so  much 
of  as  containing  the  finest  collection  of 
an  works  in  the  world,  he  could  not  l>e- 


lieve  that  it  could  be  in  such  a  place,  and 
drove  away  again.  He  (Viscount  Cran- 
brook)  won  hi,  therefore,  ask  the  noble 
Earl  at  the  hoiid  of  the  Government  to 
use  his  influeuce  as  the  bead  of  the 
Government  in  this  matter,  and  to  say 
that  a  commencement  should  be  made,  as 
soou  as  money  could  be  got  from  the 
Treasury,  with  the  buildings  for  the  de- 
signs of  which  money  was  voted  two 
years  ago. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  On  that 
point  I  think  it  is  a  little  hard  that  a 
Government  who  are  living  iii  lean  years 
should  be  asked  to  carry  out  this  mueh- 
ueeded  improvement  when  the  Govern- 
ment of  which  the  nohl©  Lord  was  a 
distinguished  Member  had  six  compara- 
tively fat  years  in  which  they  did  nothing 
at  all. 

The  Earl  ok  CRANBROOK  :  I 
won  Id  remind  the  noble  Earl  that  the 
late  (Tovernment  bad  a  competition  of 
designs  and  took  a  Vote  of  money  for 
the  firgt  year's  operations. 

The  Kaul  t,F  ROSEBERY  :  I  think 
we  eon  Id  have  found  money  for  the  de- 
signs.    The  matter  will  receive  attention, 

LOCAL   fiOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VrSlONAL  ORDER  (Na  2)  FULL. 
Reail    2"*  (ac»!ording    to    Order),    and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the   Whole 
House  on  Monday  next. 

COUNTY  COUNrULS  ARSOCIATION 
(SCOTLAND)  EXFEN^KS  BlbL.-C^t^o.  27,) 
f louse  in  Committee  (according  to 
Oriler)  ;  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  Standing  Conunittee  migatived  ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next, 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Ordered,  That  the  Evening  Sitting  of 
the  House  on  Tuesday  next,  and  on  all 
subsequent  Tuesdays  during  the  present 
Sessiou,  do  commence  at  hatf-pasi  Five 
o'clock,  unless  the  House  shall  otherwise 
order. 

LAW  LIBKAUY  FOUR  COUETS,  lEELAND, 
BtLL.— (No,  29.) 
Read    3*    (according   to     Order),    and 
|iassed. 

MAKKIKcf  Ot-*   KuHBJGX  ANH  COLONIAL 

The  I^rd  Vernon  exempte^l  frooi  attendance 
on  ttie  Select  Cnmtiiittee.  and  the  Lord  De 
L'lal«  and  Dudley  addeil  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee. 
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TOWiy     IMPROVEMENTS      (bETTERMENt)  » 
The    Earl    Cow  per  and  the   Lord   Egertou 
added  to  the  Select  Committee. 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILLS  AND 
CONSOLIDATION   BILLS. 

Message  from  the  Commuiis,  That  thej  Have 
ordered  that  the  Select  Cummittee  appointed  by 
them  to  join  with  a  Committee  of  their  Lnrd- 
fihips  on  Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Con- 
solidation Bills  do  meet  the  Committee  ap- 
pointed by  their  Lordships  in  Committee  Room 
B  on  Monday  next,  at  Twelveo'clcK;k,aa  desired 
by  their  Lonlshipg, 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  post  Six 

o'clock,  to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Eleven  o*clock. 


HOUSE    OF     COMMONS, 
Frida^^,  27th  April  1894, 


The  House  met  at  T  wo  of.  the  clock. 

NEW  WRIT  ISSUED. 
For  the  Borough  of  Hackney  (South- 
ern   Division),    r.    Sir    Charles    RusBell, 
G.C.M.G.,     Manor     of     Noithstead. — 
{Mr,  T,  E,  ElHa.) 

QUESTIONS, 


GRESHAM     UNIVKESITY     COMMISSION. 
Mu.    BENN    (Tower    Hamlets,    St. 

George's)  :  I  beg  to  ask  die  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether,  lo  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  Report  of  the  Gresham 
University  Commiasioii  was  puhlishe<i 
more  than  a  mooth  ago,  he  will  accele- 
rate  the  publicatiou  of  the  evidence  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA^ 

SURY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Oldliam)  : 
I  am  iuforme^l  by  the  Secretary  to  the 
Coinuii&sioij  that  the  work  has  been  ex- 
ceedingly heavy,  the  Commission  having 
held  .some  115  protracted  sittings,  and 
there  being  some  1,227  double- columned 
pages  of  evidenee  to  be  passed  through 
the  Press  and  indexed,  besides  an  Ap- 
pendix. The  printers  have  already  set 
up  the  Evidence  and  Index,  but  oot  the 
Appendix.     I  hope,  however^  that  uo  u\^- 


necessary  delay   will  occur  ia  fioiBhing 
the  work. 

COST  OF   THE  ROYAL   COMMISSION  ON 

LABOUR. 

Mr.  BENN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  whether  he  can 
state  the  total  amount  expended  in  respect 
of  the  Royal  Commissiou  on  Labour  up 
to  the  Slat  of  March  last,  and  the  ap- 
proximate further  expenditure  which  will 
be  incurred  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  total  ex- 
penditure up  to  March  31,  1894,  is 
£45,358,  and  the  estimated  further  ex- 
penditure is  £1,530.  These  figures  are 
exclusive  of  the  rent  of  the  premises 
used,  which  belong  to  the  Goverojnent, 

DOG  MUZZLING  REGULATIONS  AT 
KANTURK. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  a  eonsiderable  number  of 
shopkeepers  in  Kantnrk  have  recently 
been  summoned  to  Petty  ^Sessions  and 
fineil  for  having  their  dogs  without  log  or 
muzzle  ;  was  any  public  notice  put  up 
warning  the  pnhhe  that  such  was  con- 
trary to  law  ;  and,  if  not,  why  was  not 
the  cuslonmry  practice  followed  in  this 
case  ;  and  is  he  aware  that  a  certain  sub- 
con  stable^  s  dog  was  at  large  without  log 
or  muzzle  ;  and,  if  so,  w*hy  were  the  same 
proceedings  not  instituted  against  the 
policeman  as  against  the  civilians  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  M«>itLEY,  Newcastle- 
opon-Tyne)  :  I  am  informed  that  the  fact 
is  as  stated  in  the  tirst  paragraph,  and 
that  so  late  as  September  last  Orders 
were  made  by  the  Local  Authority  (the 
Board  of  Guardians)  to  the  effect  men- 
tioned in  the  question.  These  Orders 
were  posted  in  the  usual  way  throughout 
the  district.  It  appears  to  be  the  fact 
that  the  local  sergeant  of  police  has  a 
dog,  but  the  aniniid,  I  um  told,  is  con- 
stantly muzzled  and  tied  up. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  I  heg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
chilled  to  certain  proceedings  before  the 
Kanturk  Petty  Sessions  on  the  2l8t 
instant,  when  a  trader  in  the  town, 
named  Callaghan  McCarthy,  was  sum- 
moned for  having  a  greyhound  at  Large 
\  vj'\V\iQMlftmu7.zle^  and  finetl  lOs.  and  co«ta^ 


i 


« 


The  Leu 


{27  April  1894}  Estates,  Gaiwaif,  1578 


notwitbstantliirglhut  Dr.  Webb  intformed 
the  police  and  the  Magistrates  that  the 
dog  belonged  to  him  ;  ih  be  aware  that  the 
Magiatrates  refn.setl  to  inerease  the  fine 
to  such  an  amount  as  wonld  give 
Mr.  M*Carthy  the  right  of  appeal  ;  and 
will  the  attention  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
be  called  to  the  action  of  tfie  Magistrates 
in  thus  sammarily  deciding  a  case  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  facts  are 
aecarately  stated  in  the  qnestion,  tbongh 
I  ara  informed  that  Dr.  \Vehb  was  nnablc 
to  tell  the  Magistrate  when  he  got 
possession  of  the  dog^  and  (hat  McCarthy 
did  not  appear  in  Court  until  the  Magis- 
trates were  about  rising,  when  bia  appli- 
tion  could  not,  of  course,  be  acceded  to. 

BOARD  OF  WORKS  LOANS  IN  IRELAND. 
Mr.  GILHOOLY  (Cork  Co.,  W.)  :  I 
g  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
vhetber  his*  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  case  of  Patrick  Murnane,  ot'Coolhoy, 
who    applied,   in   December  last,   to  the 
Board  of  Public  Works  for  a  loan  (under 
the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Acts),  and  re- 
I       ceived  an  answer  that  the  work  for  which 
^Khe  desired  to  borrow  shonhl  be  gradually 
^Hione  by  himi^elf  and  his  sons  without  the 
^^Biid  of  the  loan  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
^KPatrick  Murnanehad  paid  bis  rent  up  to 
I       the  customary  period  on  tlie  estate,  aa  re- 
quired  by  the    Board    of   Works ;    and 
whether  the   Treasury  have  advised  the 
Board  of  Works  to  refuse  loans  to  tenant 
farmers  in  Ireland  who  are  competent  to 
do  works  of  improvement  on  their  hold- 
ings  ;  and   if  so,  when  thin  new  rule  came 
into  operation  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT;  I  have  re- 
ceived information  as  to  the  circumstances 
of  the  case  referred  to.  No  general  in- 
gtructions  have  been  issued.  Each  ease 
is  dealt  with  on  ii^  merits ;  but  the  Trea- 
«ury  is  in  full  accord  with  the  principle 
that  where  a  tenant  or  tenant-purchaser 
CBQ  reasonably  be  expected  to  carry  out 
ao  improvement  by  the  labour  of  himself 
and  bis  family,  it  is  not  desirable  that  be 
should  bo  encouraged  to  burden  his 
holding  with  a  rent  charge  for  a  loan 
extending  over  at  least  22  years. 


^ 


LABOUHEKS'  COTTAGES  IN  THE 

ROSCREA  UNION. 

Mr*  CREAN  (Queen*8  Co.,  Ossory)  : 

I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary    to  the 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 

aware  that  a  majority  of  the  elected 


Guardians  of  the  Roscrea  Union,  in  the 
Queen's  County,  have  petitioned  the 
Local  Government  Board  for  Ireland  to 
put  the  compulsory  clauses  of  the 
Labourers  (Irehmd)  Act  into  force,  and 
to  instruct  their  Inspector,  when  holding 
the  local  inquiry  into  the  third  scheme, 
to  inchide  all  representations  for  cottages 
which  were  rejected  by  the  majority  vote 
of  the  ex  officio  Guardians  on  the  15th 
of  March  and  the  5th  of  April,  1894  ; 
and  whether  the  Local  Gov^erument 
Board  for  Ireland  will  meet  the  wishes 
of  the  elected  Guardians  and  cause  the 
inquiry  to  include  the  rejected  represen- 
tations ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Petition  re- 
ferred to  in  this  question  was  received  by 
the  Local  Government  Board  on  the 
1 4th  inst,,  and  petitioners  were  informed 
that  under  Sec  Hon  4  of  the  Labourers 
Act  of  1891  an  application  for  an  inquiry 
into  the  action  of  the  Guardians  in  such 
cases  should  emanate  from  the  persons 
who  signed  the  representations.  The 
consideration  of  the  question  raised  jti 
the  concluding  paragraph  of  this  notice 
must,  therefore,  await  the  receipt  of  such 
an  application. 

THE  LEWS  ESTATES.  GALWAY. 

Mr.  ROCHE  (Galway,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will  state  the 
number  and  cost  of  extra  police  In  the 
County  of  Galway  in  connection  %vith 
the  Lewis  estate  since  1885  \  and  if  he 
will  state  the  amount  paid  to  Mrs,  Lewis 
during  that  period  for  rent  of  barracks, 
provisions  to  police,  forage  for  horses, 
&c? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  number  of 
extra  police  employed  on  this  estate 
since  1885  has  varied  from  three  to  nine, 
and  the  total  cost  of  the  men  is  estimated 
to  have  been  about  £3,660.  The  lady 
referred  to  is  the  owner  of  one  of  the 
permanent  barracks  of  tbe  county,  wliich 
has  been  held  from  her  on  lease  since 
1873.  But,  beyond  this,  the  answer  to 
the  second  paragraph  is  **  nib" 

Mr.  ROCHE  :  Are  we  to  understand 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  none 
of  the  Lewis  family  derive  any  benefit 
or  receive  compensation  for  the  other 
houses  occupied  by  the  police,  or  for 
forage  supplied  to  the  horses  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  My  information  is 
definite  that,  so  far  as  iora^e,  ^<ae»i,l^^^ 
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receive  no  payment  whatever.  The  otilj 
payment  they  tlo  receive  is  nutler  i\  leaifie 
maile  ill  the  year  1873.  If  my  hon. 
Friend  wishes,  I  will  make  further 
inquiry, 

Mr.  M*CARTAN  (Dowu,  8.):  Is  it 
not  neiml  to  pay  rent  in  all  tlieee 
eases  't 

Mr.  J.  MOKLEY  :  Yes. 

Mr.  bodkin  (^Roscommon,  8.)  :  U 
not  the  anion nt  charged  for  extra  police 
more  than  the  fee  farm  valne  ? 

Mu.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot  say. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  Will  it 
be  possible  before  the  Second  Readiof^of 
the  Evicted  TeiumtH  Bill  to  lay  on  the 
Table  an  estimate  of  the  cost  to  the  tax- 
payer for  extra  police  on  the  several 
estates  the  cases  of  which  were  inquired 
into  by  the  Mathew  Commission  ? 

Mb,  J,  MORLEY  ;  I  have  not  in  my 
posBession  a  full  account  of  all  the  heads 
of  expenditure,  but  I  will  eoosider  what 
information  can  be  supplied,  I  do  not 
see  why  it  shoidd  not  be  communicated 
to  the  Ilouse. 

Mr,  ROCHE  :  As  I  believe  the  Lewis 
family  are  paid  for  the  rent  of  the  bouse 
in  wliieh  the  poliee  reside,  I  will  ask 
the  ri;4ht  hon.  Gentleman  lo  make  further 
inquiries. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  told  that 
no  payment  is  made,  except  that  pro- 
vided for  iQ  the  lease  of  1873. 

ST.  SILAS'  SCHOOLS,  HUKSLET. 
Mr.  JACKSON  {Leeds,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Vice  Fre.sideut  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Edncatiou 
what  is  the  cause  of  the  delay  itj 
payment  of  the  grant  due  to  St. 
Silas'  Schools,  Hunslet,  Leeds ;  and  if 
he  can  say  when  the  payment  will  be 
made. 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotberbam)  :  The  delay  in  payment  of 
the  grant  has  arisen  from  the  managers 
having  entered  in  the  account  of  income 
and  expenditure  certain  sums  spent  ou 
the  improvement  of  the  school  premises, 
not  being  ordinary  repairs.  Article  90  of 
the  Code  does  not  allow  the  income  of  n 
school  to  be  applied  to  any  outlay  on  the 
school  premises,  beyond  the  cost  of 
ordinary  repairs  ;  and  if  the  Department 
were  to  make  a  grant  in  aid  of  the  im- 
provement  of  school  premises,  they  would 
violate  the  provisioos  of  Section  96  ot 

Jfn  J.  Morley 
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the  Elementary  Education  Act  of  187U. 
The  managers  have  I  een  asked  to  with- 
draw these  sums  from  the  account,  and 
have  declined  to  do  so.  If,  however, 
without  witlidrawiug  the  sums  from  the 
Account,  they  will  state  the  amount  tliat 
has  been  expended  on  the  items  specified 
ill  the  coiTespo[idence,  I  wmH  direct  that 
the  grant  shall  be  paid  ;  hut,  of  course^ 
without  reckoning  the  sums  I  have  raeu- 
tionetl  as  income,  for  the  purpose  of 
increasing  tlie  grant  beyond  the  l7a.  6d. 
limit. 

Mr,  JACKSON  :  Then  how  does  the 
matter  stand  ?  If  the  managers  do  not 
furnish  the  items,  will  the  school  have  to 
go  without  tlie  grant  ? 

Mu.  ACL  AND  :  The  Education 
Department  cannoc  break  the  law,  which 
provides  that  they  shall  not  allow  the 
income  of  the  school  to  be  applied  to 
school  building  improvements  beyond 
ordinary  repairs.  If  we  know  these 
items  do  not  come  within  the  category  of 
ordinary  repairs  we  shall  be  making  a 
grant  in  excess  of  what  the  law  directs, 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  Then  w^e  must  got 


the  items  distinct  ? 
Mn.    ACLAND 
break  the  law. 


Yed,    we    caouot 


MADDEN  ESTATE^  CO.  FERMANAGH. 

Mr.  DANE  (Fermanagh,  N.)  :  i  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretiiry  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  is  he  aware  that 
103  tenants  are  under  notice  of  eviction 
on  the  Madden  (Roalea)  estate,  County 
Fermanagh,  which  is  behl  by  Mr.  Maddeu 
from  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  under  a 
renewabfe  lease,  on  which  the  College 
has  gradually  increased  the  head  rent 
from  £800  in  180.5  to  £2,263  in  1866, 
this  increase  being  made  chiefly  upon  the 
improvements  executed  on  the  lauds  by 
Mr.  Madden,  who  has  practically  ceased 
to  have  any  interest  in  the  property  and 
his  tenants  ;  whether  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary  have  specially  reported 
upon  the  condition  of  these  tenants,  and 
their  inability  to  meet  the  present  demands 
against  them  ;  and  whether,  under  the 
circumstances,  he  will  place  himself  In 
communication  with  the  Board  of  Trinity 
College,  with  the  view  of  effecting  some 
settlement  and  preventing  some  150 
families  of  tenants  and  sub- tenants  being 
dispossessed  from  their  holdings  ? 

Mr.  J*  MORLEY  :  It  is  a  fact  that 
\0S  le\iu,iiis  are  under  notice  of  eviction 
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on  this  estate  ;  but  the  proceeiliug», 
thoijgli  ill  the  tianie  of  thf^  iiiithlle  IiiikI- 
lonl,  Mr.  Madileii,  bave,  I  believe,  been 
really  taken  hy  a  Receiver  on  the  cBtiite 
on  behalf  of  Trinity  College.  I  have  no 
itifornmtion  as  to  the  amoiLini  of  the 
lieAd-rent  in  1805.  There  tie  ems  to  be 
no  doubt,  however,  that  it  haa  been 
largely  inereased  from  time  to  time,  and 
thut  sneh  ioereasee  have  been  a<'cc>m- 
pauied  liy  corresponding  increases  in  the 
rentJili*  paid  by  the  tenants.  The  con- 
dition of  the  property  has  formed  the 
subject  of  special  Reports  botb  to  the 
present  Governitieot  and  that  of  my  pre- 
decessor ;  and  from  the  information 
ibrought  to  my  notice,  1  believe  that 
most  of  the  tenants  now  itniler  notice  of 
eviction  are  poor^ — many  of  them  hope- 
lessly so — and  that,  moreover^  the  im- 
mediate landlord  h  himself  very  little 
better  off.  Regard iiig  tlie  last  para- 
graph, it  is  uudoiiiitedly  most  desirable 
ill  the  general  interests  that  settlements 
should  be  arrived  at  between  the  tenants 
and  the  landlord,  but  I  am  not  sure  that 
any  mediation  on  the  part  of  the  CTOvern- 
ment  to  secure  so  deserving  an  object 
would  be  attended  with  good  results.  I 
would,  bowever,suggcst  that  the  bon.  atid 
leiinied  Gentlemen  opposite  are  likely  to 
liave  more  influence  with  the  Board  of 
Trinity  College  than  I  should  have, 

INCITEMENT  TO  BOYCOTTING  AT 
PEAKE,  CO.  CORK. 

Mb.  DANE  :  T  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land is  he  aware  that  a  meeting  was  held 
on  Sunday,  the  loth  instant,  at  Peake 
village,  County  Cork  for  the  purpose  of 
deoouucing  a  person  who  had  taken  a 
Tacant  farm,  and  that  a  strong  resolution 
was  passed  inciting  the  people  in  the 
district  to  boycott  such  person  ;  were 
any  arrests  made  by  the  police ;  and 
does  the  Irish  Government  ptirpose 
taking  steps  to  put  a  stop  to  such  prac- 
tice ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  a  fact,  I  am 
informed,  that  a  mee(:ing  was  held  on  tire 
date  and  at  the  place  mentioned,  but  the 
information  which  I  have  received  from 
the  police  does  not  bear  out  the  allega- 
tloa  \\f  the  question  that  a  strong 
resolution  inciting  to  boycotting  was 
passed  at  the  meeting.  On  the  eontrary, 
the  Police  Report  states  that  the  speeches 
were  short  and  moderate  ;  that  the  meet- 


ing was  a  great  failure,  and  that  it  will 
have  no  effect  w^hatever.  No  arrests 
were  made,  for  the  reason  that  the  ueces- 
siiv  for  such  did  not  arise. 

Mil  MACARTNEY  (Antrim,  8.): 
Was  a  resolution  passed  as  suggested  ia 
the  queiJttion  ? 

Mu.  J,  MORLEY  :  The  newspaper 
report  speaks  of  a  resolution  having  been 
passed  coDilemimtorv  of  lauil-grahbing, 

Mit.  MACARTNEY:  Have  "the 
police  forwarded  the  terms  of  the  resolu- 
tion ? 

Mr,  J,  MORLEY  :  No, 

LOED  ANNALY'S  ESTATE  IN  t'OUNTY 
LOXGFOUD. 

Mit.  DANE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
lauil  is  he  aware  that  Lord  Annaly's 
estate  in  the  County  Longford  is  now, 
and  has  been  for  some  time*  under  the 
control  of  the  Land  Judge  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland  ;  can  he 
state  how  many  lettings  have  been  made 
by  him  from  time  to  time  of  evicted  farms, 
to  new  tenants  ;  how  many  old  tenants 
have  been  committed  for  contempt  of 
Court  in  retaking  forcible  possession  of 
farms ;  and  whether  any  of  them  have 
been  discliargoti  from  prison  npon  giving 
undertakings  not  to  again  violate  the  law  ; 
in  how  many  cases  have  these  under- 
takings been  broken,  and  therenpou  the 
tenants  so  breaking  them  been  recom- 
mitted to  prison  ;  and  is  the  Land  Judge 
at  the  present  time  in  treaty  with  the 
tenants  on  this  estate  for  the  sale  to  them 
of  their  holdings  under  the  Land  Purchase 
Acts  ? 

Mit.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed 
that  an  order  for  the  sale  of  these  estates 
was  made  in  March,  1886,  and  that  an 
orJer  appointing  a  Receiver  was  made  in 
October,  1888.  Tenants  have  surren- 
dered or  been  evicted  from  their  holdings 
in  about  20  cases,  in  most  of  which  re- 
lettings were  iriade  to  relations  of  the 
old  tenants.  In  three  or  four  cases  re- 
lettings have  !)een  made  to  other  tenants 
on  the  estate,  who  are  still  in  occupation. 
Three  evicted  teuauts,  and  the  wife  of 
one  of  them,  have  been  c<mimitted  for 
contempt  in  retaking  forcible  possession; 
one  of  such  tenants  and  his  wife  were 
discharged  in  promising  not  again  to 
violate  the  law.  The  said  tenant  and 
his  wife,  after  their  release,  again  took 
forcible    possession,   aud    an    ciird^x  I'qk 
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their  recommittal  was  ugain  made,  but 
the  tenant  evaded  arrest  by  leaving  the 
country,  and  his  wife  alone  again  was 
committcnL  The  Land  Judge  lia«,  by 
an  order,  authorised  the  solicitor  having 
carriage  to  uegotiate  a  sale  with  tlie 
tenaul^,  and  such  negotiations  are  still 
pending, 

Mr*  HAYDEX  (Roseommoii,  8.)  : 
Will  the  right  bou,  (jientlemau  direet. 
careful  inquiry  to  he  made  into  all  the 
circiuu^ttince^  ? 

Mil  J.  MORLEY  :  J  have  had  full 
inquiry  made. 

TRAINING  COLLEGES. 

Mil.  T.  BAY'LEY  (Derbyshire,  Cbes- 
fcerfield)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council  un 
Education  if  he  is  aware  that  so  long  n^ 
the  existing  aceomniodation  at  Tniiiiing 
Colleges  is  insuthcicnt  to  meet  the  de- 
mand caused  by  the  operation  of  Article 
llo  (a)  of  the  Education  Codej  and  so 
long  as  the  authorities  of  Traitiing  Col- 
leges are  free  to  select  atudeiits  for  other 
reasons  than  succe?5S  in  order  of  merit  at 
the  Queen's  Sehohird.'^hip  Exami nations, 
eorious  professional  disabilities  are  by  the 
operation  of  Article  73  of  the  Eilucation 
Code  p  la  ceil  upon  many  teachers  who  as 
Qiieen')^  scholars  were  entitled  to  obtain 
entrance  at  a  Training  College,  and  that 
managers  of  schoolw  often  regard  these 
teachers  as  belonging  to  tin  inferior  class 
unworthy  of  promotion  or  the  higher 
«cale  of  pay  ;  aud  further,  if  he  will 
undertake  that  a  Minute  of  the  Educa- 
tion Department  shall  remedy  these 
grievances  as  far  as  at  present  practi- 
calde  by  removing  the  technical  distinc- 
tion made  in  Article  73  of  the  Education 
Code  l>etween  the  staff  equi%^aleuts  of 
certiticated  teachers  trained  at  aTraiuing 
CoKege  and  certificated  teachers  not  so 
trahied  ? 

Mr.  ACL  and  :  There  are  still  some 
vacant  places  in  the  day  Training  Col- 
leges. The  Article  referred  to  by  the 
hou.  Member  relates  in  its  terms  to 
Assistant  certifiaitcd  teachers  only,  and 
not  to  head  teachers  in  charge  of  sebools, 
who  count  for  the  same  number  of 
acholarsj  whether  they  are  trained  in 
Training  Colleges  or  not,  I  cannot  pre- 
vent managers  of  schools  from  preferring 
a  head  teacher  trained  in  a  Training 
College  to  one  who  has  not  been  so 
imiued  ;  and,  if  such  a  pref  erencG  Va  mh* 
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Justifiable,  it  would  be  difficult  to  justify 
the  large  expeuditure  of  the  State  upon 
Training  Colleges.       But  I  quite  admit 
that  when  a  teacher  has  done  good  work 
his  record  should  he  considered,  whether  I 
he  has  been  trained  in  a  Training  Collega  ] 
or    not,    and   if    conclusive    evidence    is 
placed  before  aie  showing  that    teachers 
of  proved  excellence  have   been  rejected 
for  inferior  teachers  simply  on  account  of  I 
the  slight  diifercnce  applied   to  assistant 
certificated  teachers  in  Article  73, 1  shall 
he  happy  to  consider  tlie  matter. 

WRITS  OF  SUMMONSES. 

Mu.  M'CARTAK  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that  there 
are  H3  District  Registries  for  the  issue 
of  writs  of  summons  in  England,  and 
only  one  in  Ireland  ;  and  whether,  con- 
sidering the  serious  losses  caused  to 
merchants  mid  traders  in  Belfast  and  ad- 
joining districts  by  the  ticlay  involved  iu 
haviug  at  present  to  send  to  Dublin  for 
writs  of  summons,  he  will  conimunicat© 
with  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  J i eland  as 
to  the  advisability  of  establishiug  in  i 
Belfast  an  office  for  the  issue  of  writs  of 
summons  ? 

Mil.  J.  MORLEY  :  District  Registries 
iu  England  are  the  creation  of  Statute, 
and  there  is  no  similar  legislation  applic- 
able to  Ireland,  The  Lord  Chancellor 
has,  therefore,  no  authority  to  act  as 
suggested  in  the  question  of  my  hon. 
Friend. 

IRISH  CHURCH  TEMPORALtTIESJ 
COMMISSION. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  ChleT 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  any  change  has  been 
made  by  the  Irish  Laud  Commissioners 
in  fixing  the  dates  for  payment  of  th© 
half-yearly  instalments  payable  by  the 
tenant  purchasers  umler  the  Irish  Cburcli 
Temporalities  Commission  ;  whether  the 
dates  for  payment  have  in  former  years 
been  extended  from  1st  January  and  1st 
Jnly  to  31st  March  and  30th  September 
respectively ;  ami  whether,  in  view  of 
the  great  depressiou  in  the  prices  of 
agricultural  produce,  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners will  extend  the  time  for  repay* 
ment  to  the  dates  above  mentioned  ? 

Mr.  J,  MORLEY  :  No  change  had 
been  made  by  the  Irish  Land  Com- 
mvftft\Ci\ifct*  vu  fixing  the  date  for  payment 
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of  half-yearly  mstalmeHtB  payable  by 
teQaot-purehasers  iimier  tbc  Irish  Cbureli 
Acts.  Tbc  gale  days  iipuu  wbieb  the 
instaltnents  are  mack*  payable  by  tbe 
mortgagees  are  Isl  J  a  unary  and  1st  July 
in  some  easels,  aud  1st  April  and  If^t 
Oclober  in  otheras.  When  tbe  July  instal- 
ments become  dne,  frdlowiug  tbe  prac- 
tice of  the  Cburcb  CoaimiBi^ionerrt,  tbe 
purcbaaers  are  scMit  carders  to  pay  tbe 
li  a  If -yearly  gale  on  or  before  tbe  liOtli 
September,  The  limit  in  respect  of  tbe 
instalments  vvldcb  beeorao  dne  upon  tbe 
let  January  is  tbe  lotb  Mardi. 

PIERS  IN  IRKbAND. 
Sill  T.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W.)  :  I 
beg   to  ask  tbe  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieuteiiant  of  Irelaud   If  be  could 


December^  1892,  were  cancelled  because 
tbe  reeords  of  tbe  pupils'  atteudauces 
during  tbe  results  year  were  wholly  n li- 
re rinble,  aiid  the  luspeetor  was  iMiable  to 
certify,  as  a  <:oudilion  of  payment,  that 
ti*e  accounts  were  correct  at»d  trust- 
worthy. Under  these  cireun* stances,  it 
was  not  possible  to  grant  any  portion  of 
results  fees  to  tbe  assistant  teacher,  Mr. 
FitzgerabL  There  is  no  com  plaint 
recorded  against  this  assistant,  and  there 
is  DO  special  Report  regarding  him  per- 
sonally. Tbe  school,  I  believe,  although 
nut  free  from  defects,  has  on  the  whole 
made  fair  progress  as  regards  tlje  p ro- 
il eieucy  of  its  classes.  The  Com- 
missioners have,  however,  no  power 
under  their  Rnlea  to  psiy  results  fees,  or 
any  part  thereof,  iu  tlje  case  of  tbe  non- 
state  what  is  the  amount  of  the  annual  \  fulfilment   of  tbe  fumbnnental  conrliliou 

grant  ma<le  to  tbc  Scotch  Fishery  Com-  \.  of     duly     certified  Jicco tints    of    attetid- 

missioners  for   the  coustriiction   of  piers  j  ances,  &c. 

\n  Scotland  ;  and  why  a  similar  grant  is 

not  made  to  tbe  Irish   Fishery  Cotnmis- 

sioners  for  a  simihir  pinrpose  ? 
"^•SiR  J.  T,    HIBBERT  (who  replied) 
&id  :  The  £3,0C)0  voted  annually  to  tbe 

Fishery  Boanl  for  Scotland  for  grants  in  aid 

of  piers  or  quays  is  votetl  nnder  the  Act 

5  Geo.  IV.,  c.  64,  and  tbere  ts  uo  similar 

provision  ia  force  with  regard  to  Ireland, 
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PEISON-MADE  taJODS  FOR  THE  POST 
OFFICE, 
Mr.  M ATTIl EWS  (Birmingham,  E.): 
I  lK*g  to  lisk  the  Pnstmast^'r  General 
whether  tbe  belts,  pouches,  leggings,  and 
leather  articles  required  by  tbe  Post  Oflfice 
have  hitherto  been  made  under  contract 
with  private  firms  ;  whether  it  is  intended 
in  future  to  have  these  articles  made  by 
prisoners  in  Iler  Majesty's  gaofs  ;  whe- 
ther this  change  of  system  will  involve 
extra  cost  of  instruction  t\m\  waste  of 
time  antl  material  tbrougli  the  incom- 
petence of  tbe  men  employed  j  and  wbe- 
tber  becangiveau  estimate  of  wbiit  saving, 
iJie  national  school,  Killavullen,  County  |  if  any,  will  result  from  tbe  change? 


KTLLAVULLEN  NATIONAL  SCHOOL, 
Mr.    W.    ABKv\HAM     (Cork    Co., 

'T?.E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 

I  to  tbe  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whe- 
tiler  be  has  fully  considered  the  case  of 
Ifr.  Nicholas  Fitjjgerald,  assistant  teacher 
% 
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'ork,    who    has    been    deprived    of    Ids 
share  of  the  result  fees,  to  which  be  be- 
came entitled  on  ati   examination  of  the 
mpils    iu     December,     1892,    in     con- 
aence    of    some    irregularity    in    tlie 
ford     of     tbe    attendance    of    pupils, 
\T    wliieb     Mr.     Fitscgerahl     was     not 
the  least  degree  responsible  ;    if  tbe 
ict  Inspector   of    National    Schools 
^reported   favourably  of  the  progress 
ibe  pupils  generally,  aud  spoken  in 
rros    of   commendatiou   of   tbe  way  in 
hicb  tbe  assistant  teacher  biis  discharged 
his  duties  ;  and  whether  he  will  consider 
e  desirability  of  advisiog  the  Commis- 
loners  of  National  Education  to  pay  Mr. 
FitjGgerald  the  resnlt  fees  be  baa  earned  ? 

Mr,  J.  MORLEY  :  Tbe  Commis- 
ioners  of  National  Education  inform  me 
tbat  tbe  results  fees  that  accrued  from  tbe 
annual  resalts  inspection  of  this  school  iu 

VOL.  XXUL  [folrth  series.] 


The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr,  A.  MoHLEY,  Nottingham,  E.)  : 
Tbe  supply  of  leggings  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Prisons  dates  from  a  period 
when  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  himself 
was  Home  Secretary,  The  supply  of 
belts  and  pouches  from  tbe  same  source  is 
more  recent.  The  present  intention  is  to 
continue  to  obtain  these  articles  from 
tbat  source.  I  am  not  aware  tbat  there  is 
auy  extra  cost  for  instruction  or  waste  of 
time  and  materials ;  but  if  there  is,  I 
presume  that  tbe  Prison  Commissioners 
bftvo  taken  tbeae  matters  into  considera- 
tion in  fixing  tbe  price  of  tbe  articles.  The 
estimated  saving  is  about  1*100  a  year. 

GERMAN-MADE   BRUSHES. 
Mr,  HOLLAND  (Salfonl,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to   ask   the  Pt^^\d^ti\.  t>l  VW  '^'^^^x^  ^V 
Trade  it  \>e  n^vW  exT^X-^va  ^'^'^  '^^  '^  ^'^'^ 
a  \1 
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German-made  brushes  are  allowed  to  be  I 
iipported  into  this  country,  packed  in  i 
large  cases,  marked  with  the  words  | 
*'  Made  in  Germany,"  whilst  the  brushes  j 
themselves  bear  no  mark  whatever  to  I 
indicate  their  origin  ?  | 

The  president  of  the  BOARD  | 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  The  practice  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  in  itself  discloses  no 
offence  against  the  Merchandise  Marks 
Act.  The  case  would,  of  course,  be  dif- 
ferent if  the  brushes  were  subsequently 
sold  or  exposed  for  sale  with  a  covering 
or  label  attached  applying  a  false  trade 
description  to  them. 

LOSS  OP  LIFE  IN  RECENT  GALES. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
he  can  give  any  particulars  as  to  the  loss 
of  lives  and  fishing  boats  during  the 
recent  storm  off  the  southern  coast  of 
Ireland  ;  and  if  he  can  state  how  many 
poor  fishermen  are  reported  as  missing? 

Mr.  mundella  :  The  Reports  re- 
ceived by  the  Board  of  Trade  to  date  are 
as  follows  : — Two  Norwegian  ships 
stranded  (crews  saved)  ;  one  Irish  lugger 
foundered  with  all  hands  ;  one  man 
washed  overboard  from  a  Manx  lugger  ; 
one  foreign  lugger  driven  from  her 
anchors,  and  one  Irish  lugger  dismasted 
(no  lives  lost)  ;  nets  of  five  luggers  lost, 
of  which  four  were  Irish  and  one  Manx. 
I  am  glad  to  say  that  the  results  of  the 
recent  gale  on  the  south  coast  of  Ireland 
are  not  turning  out  so  disastrously  as 
was  at  first  anticipated,  but  the  Board  of 
Trade  Returns  are  not  yet  complete. 

2nd  battalion   DORSET  REGIMENT. 

Mr.  WINGFIELD-DI(;BY  (Dorset, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  the  2nd  Battalion  of  the 
Dorset  Regiment,  now  quartered  at 
Belfast,  is  in  a  satisfactory  condition,  or 
in  a  state  of  demoralisation  as  has  been 
recently  alleged  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannermax, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  The  battalion  is  reported 
to  be  in  a  satisfactory  condition,  and  I 
have  already  said  in  answer  to  a  quej- 
tion  that  the  reports  of  a  recent  occurrence 
in  barracks  were  greatly  exagg^ated. 

VOLUNTEERS  AND  GUN  LICEN(;!E8. 
Mr.  WINGFIELD-DIGBY  :  t\\i^^ 
to  aek  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex.c\\oc\Met 

Mr.  Holland 


whether  his  Excise  officers  are  within 
their  rights  in  asking  members  of  the 
Volunteer  and  Yeomanry  Forces  for  their 
gun  licences  when  they  are  engaged  in 
shooting  their  annual  course  according 
to  the  Queen's  Regulations  on  a  Govern- 
ment inspected  rifle  range  ;  and,  if  not, 
will  he  kindly  issue  Orders  to  prevent 
such  demands  being  made  on  members 
of  the  Auxiliary  Forces  ? 

SiRj.T.HIBBERT(whoreplied)8aid: 
Members  of  Volunteer  and  Yeomanry 
forces  are  exempt  from  Gun  Licence  Duty 
when  using  guns  on  duty  or  in  target 
practice.  This  exemption  should  be 
well  known  to  Excise  officers.  If  the  hon. 
Member  has  any  particular  case  in  view 
where  the  exemption  has  been  refused  I 
will  cause  further  inquiry  to  be  made  on 
being  furnished  with  the  particulars. 

EVICTIONS  IN  SOUTH  LEITRIM. 

Mr.  TULLY  (Leitrim,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  how  many  evictions 
have  taken  place  in  the  parish  of  Drum- 
reilly,  in  South  Leitrim,  since  the  1st  of 
January,  1893  ;  how  many  of  the  farms 
have  been  occupied  by  planters  since  that 
period;  and  whether,  with  a  view  to  pre- 
venting the  undue  creation  of  these 
tenancies,  he  will  provide  that  the  com- 
pensation proposed  to  be  paid  to  planters 
under  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill  shall  not 
be  payable  to  any  planter  who  entered  into 
possession  after  the  1st  of  January,  1893  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Eight  evictions 
have  taken  place  in  this  parish  since  the 
date  mentioned.  None  of  these  evicted 
holdings  have  been  occupied  by  new 
tenants,  though  I  am  informed  that  two 
such  tenants  occupy  six  farms  from  which 
tenants  had  been  evicted  prior  to  the  Ist 
of  January,  1893. 

ORDERS    OF    THE   DAF. 


STANDING    COMMITTEE  (SCOTLAND). 
RESOLUTIOX.       [adjourned  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Main  Question,  as  amended 
[20th  April], 

"  That,  in  addition  to  the  two  Standing  Com- 
mittees appointed  under  Standing  Order  No.  47, 
a  Standing  Committee  shall  be  appointed  for 
the  consideration  of  all  Bills,  introcfuced  by  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  relating  exclusively  to 
Scotland  which  may,  by  order  of  the  House,  be 
committed  to  them,  and  that  the  provisions  o£ 
^V,'a.w^\x\^  Oi^^\  "^Q.  VI  ^Vn».U  ayply  to  the  stid 
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That  the  said  Stntidinj^  Committee  do  consist 
of  aJI  the  Members  rej^ro«eutuj!j  Sfoitisli  con- 
«ti I  iiciicies,  together  with  Fifteen  other  Meml)€rs 
to  Ikj  tiominst^si  hy  the  Giminittee  of  *Solectian, 
who  A\aM  have  power  from  time  to  time  to  dts- 
<!h:irge  the  Membera  ao  nominated  by  thtsni  and 
to  ji[)|)oint  others  in  autj«titutioii  for  thoac  dlfi- 
chargod  : 

TliAt  Standing  Orders  Nos.  40  and  50  do  ap|ily 
to  the  Raid    Standing    Comfidttoe."— (S/>    0. 

Qaestion  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

The  SECEETARY  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  ;  It  may  Ije  eotivenient  that 
I  shonld  state  the  course  whicb  the  Go- 
vernment propose  to  take  ou  the  Ameud- 
meutd  now  npou  tbe  Paper,  ;ts  it  is  oih3 
which,  I  hope,  will  fncililnie  the  dis- 
cui^sion  of  this  qtie^tioti.  Tliere  are  two 
Amendments  wlneh  inland  at  tbo  h»?ad  of 
the  Paper  relating  to  the  rum  po?*  it  ion  of 
the  Committee^  one  oF  rinnn  in  the  name 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ptirtii-k  and  die 
other  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Re»ifrowshire,  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Fartick  will  perhaps  excuse  me 
for  saying  that  I  am  notalto;:j^ethor  aware 
of  the  object  with  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
l>pr  moves  his  Amendment,  for  Jt  is  in  a 
contrary  direction  to  what  is  the  general 
opinion  of  gentlemen  who  act  and  vote 
with  him,  I  takelttiiat  the**qualilications 
of  the  Members  selected  '*  refers  t-o  their 
special  knowledge  of  any  special  rpies- 
tion  before  the  Conimitiee,  nud  the 
**  corapositlou  of  the  Mouse''  relates 
ratiier  to  the  voting  power  of  the  two 
^ides  of  the  House ,  The  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Renfrewshire  is 
€|uite  clear  as  to  its  otgeets.  Its  pur- 
|>08e  is  to  give  instructions  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  to  select  Members  for 
the  Grand  Committee,  so  as  to  ap- 
proximate the  balance  of  parties  in 
the  Gnind  Committee  to  that  of  the 
whole  Mouse.  When  T  introduced  this 
proposal  it  was  not  as  a  Party  matter,  but 
for    the    purpose   of   promoting     Scotch 

I  business  and  facilitating  the  transaction 
of  other  business.  Other  interpretjitions 
bave  been  put  upon  my  words,  bnt  I  think 
those  hon.  Members  who  know  me  will 
believe  that  I  was  perfectly  sincere  in  the 
description  which  I  gave  of  my  intentions 
in  introducing  the  proposal.  Certainly, 
I  am  going  to  give  a  very  great  proof  of 
;ihat  Biucerity  by  saying  that  the  Govern- 
\eat  uccept  as  a  practical  proposal,  and 


as  a  concession  which  we  are  quite  ready 
to  make  to  the  feelings  of  hon.  Membern 
who  do  not  agreo  Avith  the  original  pro- 
posal, the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Renfrewshire  (Mr.  Ren- 
ahaw).  The  consequence  will  l>o  that 
the  conniosition  of  the  Grand  Committee 
will  bis  u  true  and  thorough  exponent  of 
Scotch  opinion,  and  the  Hotiso  at  largo 
will  then  Ijc  able  either  to  defer  to  Scotch 
opinion — to  accept  the  work  in  tbo  shape 
in  which  it  comes  back  to  tbo  Mouse — t>r, 
if  they  think  sutliciently  strongly  db  the 
question,  to  go  counter  to  that  opinion, 
and  then  they  will  do  so  with  their  eyes 
open,  and  only  upon  duo  cause.  When 
once  this  concession  is  made,  I  do  not 
think,  on  looking  through  the  other 
Amendments  on  the  Paper,  that  tbere  lA 
anything  which  requires  xQvy  serious 
consideration  by  the  House.  Apart  from 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Islington,  wliich  either  is  or  is  not  in 
Order — it  is  not  ifor  mo  to  say — ^the  re- 
maining Amendments  refer  to  the  classcu 
of  Bills  that  should,  or  should  not,  bo 
referred  to  the  Grand  Committee.  The 
Government  have  given  the  assurance 
that  the  only  Government  measures  to  be 
referred  this  Session  to  the  Scotch  Graud 
Committee  are  the  Scotch  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill  and  the  Fatal  Accidents  Bill ; 
and  that  being  the  case,  the  Government 
are  bound  to  resist  all  the  Amendments 
which  limit  the  scope  of  the  Committee. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  earnestly 
hope  that  the  House  will  allow  this  dis- 
cussion to  close.  Hon.  Members  on  the 
Government  side,  and,  I  believe,  many 
hon.  Members  on  the  opposite  side,  are 
willing  to  have  the  Scotch  Local  Go* 
vernment  Bill  laid  before  the  Houso^  and 
immediately  the  question  of  the  Grand 
Committee  shall  bo  settled  I  propose  to 
ask  leave  to  bring  in  the  Local  Govern- 
ment BilL 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  9,  after 
the  words  **  Committee  of  Selection," 
to  insert  the  words 

**  who  shall  havo  regard  ia  such  appointment 
to  the  degirabiUtj  of  approxiaiatinp:  the  balanco 
of  parties  in  the  Committee  to  that  of  the  whole 
House,  &mV* — (J/r,  Bt'n^hnwJ) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.*' 

•Mr.  IIOZIER  (Laniirkshire,  S.)  said, 
he  must  congratulate^  the  Goverumetkt 
on  laavltt^    cYvmX^^vV    \«^^Yk.    \CVvfi*   ^$ 


fe 


L 


fCOMilONS}  (Svodand).  15^2 

What  the  Opp<:>sinou  objected  to  iu 
regard  to  this  prtiposal  was  the  aceen- 
t nation  of  fso- failed  Scottif*b  opitiiou 
whicli  it  In  ought  about .  The  Scot- 
I  tab  Uuiouists  wore  in  h.  miiiorily  of 
23  to  49  ou  Imperial  qticslious,  but  not 
ou  local  questioDs,  Evcu  on  Imporial 
qnestioos,  lioweverj  acoorJiiig  to  the  votes 
at  (he  \u»i  EieetioD,  in  tbe  view  of  the 
Member  for  Hodmiu  (Mr,  Conrtoey), 
wbo  waii  a  past  master  in  proportional 
represeutatiou,  tlje  figures  ougbr  to  be 
us  S3  to  39.  Tho  L'oueessiou  ivouM 
in  no  real  way  reuieily  this  grievance, 
and  would  not  preveut  Scottish 
Gladstonlau  opinion  from  being  un- 
duly accentuated.  The  Scottish  G lad- 
si  tonian  Members  bad  been  proved  to  l^e 
wrong  Lefure  now  on  several  most  im- 
jiortant  iwatters,  such  as  tbe  Fisheries 
Bill^  T'empcrauL'e,  Kdticatiou,  and  the 
Church.  iCrks  of  "Order!*']  He 
could  quite  uwderstand  why  the 
Secretary  for  War  succeeded  in  I  .raving 
bis  opinion  aceepteil  by  the  rest 
of  tbe  Cabinet,  After  all,  what 
good  did  tbe  acceptance  of  ibi^  proposal 
do  to  tbe  L'oioni.sts?  Hon.  Members 
oppoijite  would  analyse  every  single 
Division  that  took  place,  and  tbe  result 
would  be  that  all  these  Members  that 
were  added  would  be  cousidered  simply 
as  uotbitig  at  all.  Tbe  Seci^tary  for 
War  miglil  abo  have  urged  that  ou  the 
Committee  there  were  amougst  the  Glad* 
Htoiiiaus  10  who  were  Members  of  the 
Governnjcut  and  five  who  were  practising 
barristerB.  Fifteen  Scottit^b  (iladstoniaii 
Members  would  tind  it  extremely  awk- 
ward to  attend  regularly,  and  it  would  be 
by  no  means  inconvenient  to  them  thai 
lo  Unionist  Members  should  l>o  added 
with  whom  they  would  be  able  to  pair.  If 
hon.  Members  from  Scotland  were  absent, 
and  bad  not  paired,  their  votes  could  not 
be  eoudidered  us  expressing  Scottish 
opinion  ;  but,  on  tbe  other  band,  if 
they  were  paired  with  any  of  the 
Euglish  Members,  their  votes  would  na 
doubt  be  counted  in  tbe  careful  analysU 
that  would  be  made.  lie  was  borne  out 
in  bis  opinlun  upon  this  coucessioa  by 
the  Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr.  Reid), 
wbo^  from  his  point  of  view,  said  that 
be  would  uot  for  a  moment  ask  for,  or 
agree  to,  a  Committee  which  did  not 
consist  exclusively  of  Scottish  Members^ 
a  tort nignt  ago  \tiie  Secretary  tor  War  whiie  the  bou.  Member  for  the  College 
was  in  favour  on  a  proposal  which  tbe  v  Division  of  Gl&jigovv,  ou  March  6,  1858,. 
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far  as  tbe  Opposition  wished,  because 
they  objected  to  tbe  proposal  altogether. 
He  could  truly  eay  there  was  no 
enthusiasm  whatever  in  favour  of  this 
propoi*ftl  iti  Scotlaud.  In  proof  of  tliat 
he  could  only  quote  The  North  British 
Daily  Maily  which  was  tbe  leading 
Gbulstonian  paper  in  Scotland. 

Mr,  speaker  :  The  House  is  not 
now  on  the  Main  Question,  but  simply 
on  the  Amendment  of  the  bon» Member  for 
VV^est  Renfrew. 

Mr.  IIOZIER  said,  he  was  merely 
pointing  out  that  the  concession  of  this 
Amendment  did  not  do  away  with  the 
objections    to    the    scheme.      Even    The 

Xorth  British  D  iif*/Mful  said {^Criex 

rj/'**Order  I  **]  He  did  uot  see  why  he 
sliould  not  refer  to  The  North  British 
D^il//  Mail,  That  newspaper  said  I  hat 
tbe  scheme  of  the  Grand  Committee  was 
a  temporary  expedient,  **  about  w^bieh 
few  people  are  enthusiastic."  \^Cries  of 
**  Order  !"] 

*Mk.  speaker  :  The  remarks  of 
the  bon.  Gentleman  would  be  perfectly 
appropriate  when  I  put  the  Main  Ques- 
tion after  tbe  Amendments  have  been 
disposed  of. 

Mr.  HOZIER  said,  he  would  only 
point  out  that  the  Governtr.ent  bad  now 
certMinly  changed  very  much  from  their 
position  of  last  week.  The  North  British 
Dai  If/  Mail  had  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  know  their  own  mind,  ami 
he  woubl  otdy  emphasise  the  fact  that 
this  very  day  last  week  the  Government 
did  not  bold  tbe  opinion  which  they  at 
present  held.  The  Leader  of  the  House 
then  said — 

**  As  T  understflud  the  urguments  put  forward 
in  support  of  the  Amendtneut,  they  are  that  the 
i5  additional  Menibera  are  to  be  taken  from  one 
political  Party  ia  onler  to  aeutrabse  tbe  other 
70.  Snch  a  proposal  is  one  to  which  we  cnnmt 
aten  for  a  moment.  If  Members  are  to  be 
dded  to  the  Commtttec*  they  must  be  chosen 
*fm  the  principle  on  which  Members  are  selected 
for  other  Coinaiittees.*' 

On  the  other  band,  be  quite  admitted 
that  tbe  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr. 
Camphell-Bannerman)  bad  been  success- 
ful in  having  his  opinion  accepted  by  the 
rest  of  tho  Cabinet,  because,  though  be 
tried  to  miuimJiiie  tho  words  be  used,  he 
a  (I  pa  re  u  t  ly  w  as  ,s  t  r  o  ugly  i  n  fa  vo  u  r  of  tb  i  ^ 
proposal  from  tlW  first.  lu  other  words, 
fortnight  ago  \tiie   Secretary  for  Wai 


Leader  of  the  IloiVt^e  derided  U«i  we^W,  \^aMd — 
^/n  Hosier 
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■•  As  for  tin?*  perlilMng  ami  pottering  tbroug^li 
OrandjCommitteea  it  is  not  wanted  by  the  people 
of  Scotland*     It  will  not    satltify   them,   and  it 
I  will  not  cure  the  evils  complaineit  of/" 

Mr,  PARKER  SMITH  (Lanark, 
Partick)  said,  he  attachf^d  more  import- 
auee  than  his  Iioq.  Frieud  did  tt>  this  coii- 
cessiotK  He  thought  it  wa^?  an  iraportittit 
one,  and  he  did  not  accept  it  grudgingly. 
He  did  wot  need  to  enter  into  au  explana- 
tion of  his  Anieudtnent,  beean.se  the  pre- 
sent Amendment  was  a  larger  one.  He 
regarded  the  present  Amtjndment  as  im- 
portant, beeanse  it  accepted  tlie  desirable- 
ness of  forming  this  Scottish  Grand 
Committeo  not  in  accordance  with  the 
■division  of  Members  in  Scotland,  hnt  ac- 
cording to  the  old  principle,  and  in 
aecordance  with  the  composition  of  fhia 
House.  If  the  Committee  had  been 
entirely  in  accordance  with  the  com  posi- 
tion of  this  House,  he  won  Id  have  ap- 
proved of  it  lieartily.  This  Amendment 
went  a  long  way  towards  recogniaiug  the 
old  principle  of  following  the  proportional 
comjKisition  of  the  House,  and  it  there* 
fore  removed  a  great  part  of  his  objection 
to  the  proposal  of  the  G overmen t  for  esta- 
blishing a  Scotch  Grand  I'ommittee, 

Mr/A.  J.  HALFOUli  (Manchester, 
E«)  said,  he  did  not  think  it  was  necessary 
that  tliey  should  compare  the  concession 
the  Government  bad  now  made  too 
closely  with  their  previous  utterances. 
Without  undue  comment,  he  thought  his 
hon.  Frieud  liehiiid  him  (Mr.  Hozier)  was 
perfectly  riglit  in  saying  that,  though  this 
was  a  substantial  coDcession,  it  was  not 
one  which  in  its  nature  could  remove  the 
fuodaraeutal  objections  they  had  to  the 
proposals  of  the  Government.  It  did  not 
do  m  for  more  than  one  reasou.  But 
tnany  of  these  reasons  he  w^ould  be  out 
of  Order  in  dealing  wMth.  He  would 
«imply  say,  with  regard  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  lion.  Frieml,  that  it  was 
intended  by  its  author  to  remedy  one,  and 
one  only,  of  the  ohjeetions  they  felt  to 
the  plati  of  the  Government,  That  ob- 
jection was  that  the  proposed  Grand 
Committee  would  not,  as  it  stood  origi- 
nally, be  a  reflection  of  the  composition 
ot  the  House.  It  would  not  be  a  reflec- 
tion even  now.  If  the  Goveruoaent  bad 
n  to  accept  the  Amendment  which 
pressed  upon  them  l>y  his  right  hon, 

[end  the  Member  for  West  Rirmiiig- 
ham,  and  bv  bis  hon.  Frieml  the  Member 


pose  of  redressing  any  disparity  that 
might  exist,  then,  no  *h:mbt,  the  fuoda- 
mental  injustice  won  Id  have  been  largely 
remedied.  However,  the  Government 
refused  the  Amendmentjaad  be  thought 
they  were  now  in  the  rather  inconsistent 
position  of  having  conceded  the  whole 
principle  which  the  Opposition  asked  for 
when  they  put  down  the  Amendment, 
without  carrying  the  principle  which  they 
accepted  to  its  logical  conclusion.  He 
thanked  the  Goveriimtjut  for  what  they 
had  done  ;  but  ho  would  point  out  thiit, 
even  as  regarded  tbe  particular  o!»jectiou 
which  this  Amendment  was  intended 
to  meet,  obviously  it  only  met  it  half- 
way, 

Mr.  THORBURN  (Peebles  and  Sel- 
kirk) said,  he  should  like  to  ahik  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  whether  the 
Members  appointed  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection  were  all  to  be  taken  from 
the  Unionist  Party  ?  If  that  was  done, 
lie  quite  agreed  that,  to  some  extent, 
their  objections  would  bo  removed.  But 
he  should  certainly  have  preferred  to 
have  seen  the  composition  of  the  Com- 
mittee one  which  was  the  exact  reflection 
of  the  political  complexion  of  the  House 
rather  than,  as  w^onld  be,  ati  approxima- 
tion to  it.  He  thought  the  time  of  the 
House  would  have  been  very  much  saved 
if  the  Government  had  come  to  the  con- 
clusion at  w4iich  they  had  now  arrived 
lODg  ago. 

Sir  MARK  STEWART  (Kirkciid- 
brigbl)  said,  he  wished  to  know  whether 
the  15  English  MemVKjrs  were  to  !>e 
allocated  to  the  minority  in  the  House  ? 
lie  hardly  thought  the  Grand  Committee 
woulil  prove  satisfactory  either  to  the 
Scottish  Members  or  to  the  House 
generally.  There  was  a  very  strong  feel- 
ing against  it  in  Scotland  and  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  ;  therefore,  it  would 
give  satisfaction  to  nohody.  As  they 
had  the  concession  from  tlie  Government, 
he  would  he  willing  to  let  the  matter  go 
in  tbe  belief  that  these  15  Members  were 
to  be  allocated   to  tbe  minority. 

♦Mr.  jacks  (Stirlingshire)  said,  he 
felt  very  strong  disappointment  that  the 
Government  had  given  way  in  this 
matter*  It  seemed  to  him  tliat  the 
Opposition  had  taken  much  too  serious  a 
view  of  this  modest  proposal.  At  the 
last  Election  there  was  scarcely  a  single 
candidate     in     Scotland     who     did    not 


for  Partick  and  others,  and   had   allowed  i  advocate  some  devolution  of  all  Scottish 
30  Members  to  he  appointed  for  the  pur-    businesB.     No    sooner    was    this    simi^lc 
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proposal  made  bj  the  GovernmeDt 
than  the  Opposition  ascended  to  the 
very  mountain  top  of  panic,  and 
pointed  out  dangers  and  prophesied 
disasters  as  the  result  of  the  proposal. 
Now,  what  did  the  Amendment  mean  ? 
It  meant  that  the  Scotch  Committee  was 
not  to  be  a  Scotch  Committee,  but  a  hybrid 
one,  and  the  concession  made  by  the  Go- 
vernment was  most  important.  The  Scotch 
Party  consisted  of  49  Radicals  and  23  Con- 
servatives and  Unionists,  but  there  were 
eight  official  or  semi-official  Members 
who  certainly  could  not  be  counted  upon 
to  attend,  and  who  would,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  not  attend.  This  reduced  the  num- 
ber of  Liberals  to  41,  and  the  Amend- 
ment adding  to  the  Conservative  Mem- 
bers 15,  who  were  not  to  be  Scotch 
Representatives,  and  who  must  be  Con- 
servatives, made  the  figures  41  Liberals 
and  38  Conservatives.  He  confessed  he 
greatly  regretted  such  a  concession  having 
been  made.  If  the  Opposition  was  unjustifi- 
able at  first,  it  had  now  become  ridiculous. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  pursuing  a 
shadow  and  losing  the  substance,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  far  better  to  drop 
the  proposal  as  it  now  stood  altogether, 
and  come  forward  boldly  with  a  scheme 
of  thorough  devolution  of  purely  Scottish 
affairs  to  some  Scottish  assembly.  This 
would  put  before  them  something  of  sub- 
stance and  sense,  and  would  call  forth 
very  little,  if  any,  more  opposition  than 
had  been  offered  to  the  machinery  now 
before  the  House,  and  which  all  felt  and 
acknowledged  would  be  absolutely  in- 
adequate. 

Sir  E.  CLARKE  (Plymouth)  said,  the 
concession  made  by  the  Government  had 
no  doubt  much  diminished  the  objections 
made  on  that  side  of  the  House  to  the 
proposal  of  a  Grand  Committee  ;  but  he 
saw  not  merely  from  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken,  but 
from  other  indications,  that  it  had  very 
greatly  diminished  the  value  of  the  Com- 
mittee in  the  eyes  of  the  supporters  of 
the  Government.  The  position  that  had 
now  been  arrived  at  was  one  that  made 
them  regret  that  ^we  days  of  Parlia- 
mentary time  should  have  been  spent  on 
a  proposal  which  came  now  to  such  a 
feeble  conclusion.  When  one  considered 
the  numerical  distribution  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee,  one  would  see 
that  the  Scottish  Liberal  Members  who 
were  very  anxious  for  this  Committee 
would    gain    no    real    advantage    in    a 

Mr,  Jacks 


majority  of  that  Committee  which  put 
them  in  a  better  position  than  they  would 
have  been  if  the  sound  course  had  been 
adopted  of  standing  by  the  ordinary 
constitution  of  the  Grand  Committees* 
He  did  not  think  the  result  now  arrived 
at  was  so  different  from  the  result  which 
would  have  been  arrived  at  if  an  ordinary 
Grand  Committee  had  been  appointed  a» 
to  make  it  worth  their. while  to  continue 
a  controversy  which,  solely  through  the 
fault  of  the  Government,  had  occupied 
so  much  of  their  valuable  time.  Al- 
though, as  a  matter  of  practice,  he  did 
not  think  the  Government  and  their 
Scottish  Liberal  supporters  gained  any- 
thing by  the  adoption  of  the  plan  in  its 
present  form,  he  did  not  think  they  need 
waste  valuable  time  by  discussing  what 
after  all  was  a  theoretical  objection. 
But  there  was  one  point  which  ought  to 
be  noted  before  any  final  agreement  was 
come  to.  The  result  of  the  adoption  of 
this  modified  state  of  things  would  be 
that  instead  of  the  Committee  being 
constituted!  by  an  impartial  authority,  as 
in  the  case  of  an  ordinary  Grand  Com- 
mittee, they  would  have  all  the  Scotch 
Members  sitting  on  it,  and  it  would  be 
the  duty  of  the  authority  appointing  the 
Committee  to  select  15  opponents  of  the 
Government  in  order  to  remedy  as  far  as 
possible  the  disproportion  in  political 
influence  which  would  then  exist.  He 
did  think  it  a  serious  objection  that  16 
Members  of  a  Committee  should  be 
selected  with  the  express  purpose  and 
duty  of  counterbalancing  a  political 
majority.  It  was  a  great  pity  that  any 
such  proposal  should  have  been  selected. 
It  was  some  satisfaction,  however,  to 
know  that  no  Private  Bills  would  be 
sent  before  the  Committee,  who  would 
only  have  to  consider  this  Session  the 
Scotch  Local  Government  Bill  and  the 
Fatal  Accidents  Bill.  It  must  be  under- 
stood that  in  assenting  to  this  proposal 
the  Unionist  Party  repudiated  the  idea 
that  they  were  making  any  concession  in 
point  of  principle  or  any  agreement  as 
to  the  permanent  form  in  future  of  such 
a  Committee. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  (St.  Andrew's, 
&c.)  said,  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Stirlingshire,  who  had  blown  hot 
and  cold  in  this  matter,  had  given  the 
House  to  understand  that  the  whole  of 
the  15  Members  were  to  be  added  from 
t\ie  imwoTvl^,  '^^^i  Vvwl  no  answer 
iTom  \X\e  QKON«t\i\s\^\5L\»  \Ki^^\.  «sy^^^VuvsscL« 
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bis  80-raUecl  coiiecBsiou  of  tlie  Govern- 1  tioDS  of  the  hnn.  Member  wlio  has  juat 


Bin 

i 


leot  was,  to  lib  niiud,  no  coiice!S?ioiJ  at 

IK      They    had    been     from    the    first 

opposing  this    Resohition  on  account   of 

ibe     impossibility     of    it     reflwtintj:    the 

mpositiou  of  the  whole  House  upon  the 

Scottish   Committee,   siml    they    had   not 

even  now  any  ass^nrniK^o  from  the  Govern- 

ent   that    the  utinoHt   etfbrts    would    hu 

ade  to  redress  the  inequality.    Whereaii 

II  the  ordinary  Stnndin^jj  Conimitiee   the 

roportion  would    he  4B  to  41,  ntider  the 

proposal    of  tlie    Government  the    pro- 

Ttion,   even    if    lljo   whole    of    the   15 

embers   were  added  from  the  minority, 

ould   1:k?   49   to   38.     It   had    bpen   said 

at     the    official     Members    would     not 

kttcnd.     Were  they  to  a<ld  a  direction  to 

lie  Committee  of   SeleetJou,  or  to   some 

ither    bodv,   that    the    official    Members 


resumed  bis  neat,  I  ^vish  to  rtsiy  thi8.  If 
the  lion.  Member  contends  that  this  is  a 
simple  piece  of  machinery,  set  up  for  the 
one  particular  BilUit  muist  be  tniderstood 
that  the  House  docs  not  commit  itself  in 
any  way  whatever  to  the  principle  or 
constitution  of  tfie  Grand  Committee, 
and  that  it  is,  even  in  the  opinion  of  hoii. 
Genlletiien  opposite,  but  a  piece  of 
macbincry  to  pass  one  particular  Bill. 
There  is  a  good  deal  of  hesitation  among 
hon.  Members  behind  me  as  to  whether 
this  particular  Bill  should  be  referreil  ; 
and  ivhat  I  wish  toacceutujite  is  ibis — 
that,  notvvithstandinj^  the  concession  of 
the  Government,  and  notwithstanding 
the  change  in  its  original  proposition,  we 
regard  this  now  »s  simply  a  Sessional 
arrangement  for  the  present  year,  and  we 


ho  graced  the   Front    Bench,  find    whi>  |  also  take   it  thut  hon.  Members  opposite 


ia*l  added  so  much  to  the  en  lighten  men 

I  the  House  in  the  whole  of  tijese  pro- 

id iugs,  were  not  to  attend  on  the  Com- 

ittee  ?     Before   this    Amendment    was 

agreed     to    they    ought    to    have    some 

iirther  declaration  from  the  Government 

n»  to  whether  it  was  their  iuteution  that 

Itlie  whole  of  the  15  Members  were  to  be 
iwhled  on  the  side  of  the  minority,  and 
■veci  if  that  was  done,  the  proportion  on 
Ihe  Committee  wonhl  operate  in  the 
most  unfair  nninner  against  tliose  who 
represented  the  minoritv  in  that  matter. 

•Sir  C,  CAMEKON  (Glasgow,  Col- 
lege) said,  that,  speaking  on  liehalf  of  a 
large  number  of  ScottisbMemt»ors  on  that 
Bide,  he  diil  not  oppose  the  euncession 
of  the  Government,  whicli  be  regarded 
as  one  of  considerable  impt»r!ance.  As 
the  scope  of  the  Grand  Committee 
would  obviously  be  the  consideration  of 
the  two  Bills  mentioned  by  tlie  Secretary 
for  Scotland,  ho  thonght  it  was  mue!i 
better  to  allow  tl»e  macbincry  to  he  set 
iip  lu?  speedily  as  pnssit>le,  tim\  so  avoid 
any  prtj longed  controversy  which  might 
prevent  the  Bills  from  being  proceeded 
with.  But  they  did  not  regard  it  as  an 
arrangonient  that  could  he  at  all  a  per- 
tuaiient  one,  ami  they  could  not  at  all 
accept  it    as  a  fulfilment  of  what   they 


lo  not  cunsitler  the  Hotise  committed  by 
this  Grand  Committee  to  anything  in  the 
nature  of  the  original  proposal. 

•Sir  G.  OSBOKNE  MORGAN  (Den- 
highshire,  E.)  said,  be  regarded  this  as  u 
storm  in  a  teacup.  He  hail  bad  as  much 
experience  of  Grand  Committees  as  auy 
man  in  the  House,  and  was  satis  lied  that 
ill  nine  cases  out  of  ten,  if  not  in  19  out 
of  20,  those  Com tnit tees  did  not  vote  upon 
Party  lines.  Under  these  circumstances, 
lie  really  thought  that  all  thits  heated 
discussion  was  unnecessary. 

•Mr,  VVUDEHUU8E  (Bath)  said,  he 
had  a  slight  verbal  alteration  to  suggest, 
and  he  proposed  to  amend  the  Amend- 
ment by  omitting  the  words  "desirability 
of  approximating,''  in  order  to  insert 
*' approximation  of/'  This  proposal  he 
made  in  thti  interests  of  precision  and 
detlniteness,  and  he  thought  it  sufficiently 
explained  itself. 

Mit,  KENSHAW  said,  he  regarded 
this  as  an  improvement  of  liis  own  pro- 
posal, and  was  willing  to  accept  the 
Amendment, 

8iR  G.  TREVELYAN  :  The  Amend- 
ineiit  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Renshaw)  has  been  lM?fore  tlie 
House  for    some  time,  and,  as   the  Go- 


were  led  to  expect  would    be  granted  for    vernment  has  carefully  considere<l  it  and 


the  consideration  of  all  sorts  of  Scottish 
hiiiiiness.  He  trusted  the  experiment 
might  succeed,  and  that,  in  future  years, 
the  original  plan  of  the  Government 
would  he  adopted. 

Mk.  G08CHEN  (St,  George\  Han- 
over  Square):  Follow  tug    the   observa- 


accepted  il  in  perfect  g<»o4  faith,  1  do  not 
think  it  is  wise  at  the  last  moment  to 
adopt  otlier  words.  I  may  remind  the 
hon,  tlentleman  that  the  Government 
cannot  dictate  to  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion ;  am\  ^%  \  fiwv  ^v\Tt  tv^^  \\«vv*  Y\\viv».^ 
drew   \i\s  XiutvwWtvtt  VwV  ^xm\.  v^x^^ 
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the  Government  would  rather  adhere  to 
that. 

Sir  J.  MOWBRAY  (Oxford  Uni- 
verslty)  said  that,  as  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  Selection,  he  had  been 
much  disappointed  to  hear  what  had  been 
said  bj  the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  That 
Committee  bad  for  12  years  performed 
their  duties  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
House,  and  they  ought  to  have  definite 
instructions  as  to  what  they  were  to  do 
and  what  they  were  not  to  do.  He 
earnestly  hoped  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  would  see  that  the  Amendment 
was  very  important  as  concerned  the 
Committee  of  Selection. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  do  not  see  why  there  should  be  any 
difference  or  misunderstanding  on  the 
subject.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
last  spoke  is,  of  course,  a  great  authority 
on  the  question,  but  I  must  say  I  think  it 
is  not  desirable  that  the  House  should 
dictate  to  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
who  always  conduct  their  business,  under 
the  guidance  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  a  manner  which  commands  the 
admiration  and  confidence  of  every  sec- 
tion of  the  House.  It  appears  to  me  that 
the  words  of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Renfrewshire  are  per- 
fectly clear  and  intelligible,  and  that  it 
is  unnecessary  at  the  last  moment  to 
change  them  ;  but  if  so  high  an  autho- 
rity as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks 
that  the  Amendment  is  an  improvement, 
the  Government  are  not  prepared  to  resist 
it.  It  is  a  mere  question  of  wording  ; 
our  object  is  identical,  and  we  have  the 
same  thing  in  our  minds. 

Amendment  amended,  by  leaving  out 
the  words  "desirability  of  approxi- 
mating," and  inserting  the  words 
*'  approximation  of."  —  (Mr.  fVode- 
house.) 

Words,  as  amended,  inserted. 

•Mr.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  (Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Universities)  said,  he  wished 
to  move,  in  line  11,  after  the  word  "dis- 
charged," to  insert  the  words — 

"  Provided  that  no  Bill  may  be  committed  to 
the  said  Committee  respecting  the  establish- 
ment or  endowment  or  the  disestablishment  or 
disendowment  of  religion." 

They  had  had  assurances  from  the  Go- 
vernment that  a  Disestablishment  Bill 
would  not  be  submitted  to  this  Com- 
mittee, and  such  assurances  were  quite 
aatisfactory  in  so  far  as  the  present  Ses- 1 

Sir  G^  Trevelyan 


sion  was  concerned,  but  he  would  point 
out  that  the  precedent  now  created 
would  be  judged,  not  in  the  light 
of  the  explanations  which  had  been 
given  by  the  Government,  but  by  the 
term^  of  the  proposal  itself.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  the  Amendment  would  com- 
mend itself  to  the  Government  on  its 
merits.  It  must  be  remembered  that, 
notwithstanding  the  promise  given,  it 
would  still  be  in  the  power  of  supporters 
of  the  Government  to  move  that  a  Bill 
of  the  kind  indicated  in  his  Amendment 
should  be  committed.  To  guard  against 
a  discussion  on  such  a  subject  hereafter, 
he  thought  it  advisable  that  some  such 
proviso  should  be  accepted,  or  that  they 
should  get  an  assurance  from  the  Govern- 
ment that  their  silence  on  the  point 
should  not  be  held  to  leave  the  question 
open  in  the  future.  For  that  purpose  he 
formally  moved  his  proviso. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  11,  after 
the  word  "discharged,"  to  insert  the 
words — 

"  Provided  that  no  Bill  may  be  committed  to 
the  said  Committee  respecting  the  establish- 
ment or  endowment  or  the  disestablishment  or 
disendowment  of  religion."  —  (Jdr.  J,  A, 
Campbell.') 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  said,  that  if 
the  Government  accepted  this  Amend- 
ment they  would  not  end  the  discussion 
of  this  Committee  to-day  or  next  week, 
because  if  they  admitted  one  exception 
they  must  admit  all.  To  exclude 
specially  any  Bill  from  the  purview  of 
this  Committee  implied  that  all  Bills  not 
so  excluded  stood  a  certain  advantage. 
The  Government  had  given  an  absolute 
assurance  as  to  the  Bills  to  be  brought 
before  the  Committee.  No  Government 
could  afford  to  break  such  a  pledge — 
not  even  in  the  shape  of  not  actively  re- 
sisting with  all  its  power  any  proposal 
of  a  private  Member  to  refer  a  Bill  of 
the  excepted  character  to  the  Commit- 
tee. He  trusted  the  Amendment  would 
be  withdrawn,  and  that  they  would  get 
to  the  Local  Government  Bill. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  ad- 
mitted the  difficulty  in  which  the  Go- 
vernment were  placed.  But  it  arose  out 
of  the  position  they  themselves  had 
chosen  to  assume.  The  -vords  of  their 
Resolution  implied  every  conceivable 
kind  of  Bill,  Private  and  Public,  contro- 
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versial  and  non-controversial ;  and  tbey 
would    remain    on    tlie     Paper    as    ttie 
Sessional    Order,    and    the    onlj    safe- 
Htaards    rested     on    the     assurances    of 
^lioisters.       He     accepled      tbe     good 
faith    of    the    Goverimierrt     that    tbey 
^mA    nothing    else    in    tbi^ir    minds    but 
^^o  Bills.       But  while  takhig  the  word 
^K    tbe    Governmeuf    for    this    Session^ 
^lej    felt    tbftt    the    Iloupe    to-day    was 
taking  a  step  which  might  \m  fniitful  of 
ill  effects  in   the   future  ;  aud  the  ueces- 
sity  lay  on  them   ns^  far  as  they  eouhi  to 
diminish  that  tlanger.     The  fear  he  liad 
with  regard  to  hii^  liou.  Friend's  Amend- 
ment was  that  if  theHouseaccepteil  it»  and 
did  not  accept  others,  tbey  might  in  the 
future  be  considered  as  having  assented 
to   tbe  proposition — to   whieJi    I  hey    did 
^Mt   ttS8ent — ^that   Bills  other  than  those 
^Btinected    wnth    the   Chnrtdi    might    be 
rfef erred    to    this    Committee.     Ue    saw- 
danger  in  their  appearing  to  concentrate 
Ieir  efforts  even  on   so  important  a  sub- 
Bt  as  the  disejitablislinient  of  the  Church 
Scotlaad.     That    was    a   reason   why 
ey  should  not  press   such   proviso?,  al- 
though be  himself   had  one  to  which  lie 
fd  not  think  those  particular  objections 
(cnrred. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Mu.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  moved  to  in- 
sert the  following  proviso  :  — 

^•*  Provided  that  no  Bill  Imj  eumniitted  to  the 
id  Committee  which  d^es  not  refer  to  the 
hole  of  Scotland." 

The  theory  of  the  Cioveniment  Reaohi- 
»n  was  tliat  they  wanted  Si-ottish  ex- 
rt  opinion  upon  Scott i,^b  Bills.  He 
given  reasons  for  di?iapproving  many 
tbe  principles  which  underlay  the 
solution  ;  hut  he  did  understand  thnt 
bere  every  Scottish  constituency  was 
terested  in  a  Bill,  and  no  other  eon- 
tineucy  was  concerned  with  it,  there 
tfgbt  be  eome  show  of  reason  for  the 
tnninittee.  But  tlnit  reason  absolutely 
11  to  the  ground  when  they  were  dealing 
itb  Bill'j  which  did  not  refer  to  the 
iole,  but  only  to  a  fraction  of  Scot- 
land, (Jn  such  Bills,  Scotsmen  as  Scots- 
men, and  Scottish  Representatives  as 
Scottish  Representatives  bad  no  more 
right  to  express  an  opinion  than  Irish  or 
Eaglisb  Representatives.  Take  the 
afters  Act.  It  applied  only  in  a  few 
inties  in  the  North  and  West  of  Scot- 
od.  It  involved  broad,  general  con- 
Jemtions,  on   which  the  whole  House 


Wft3  equally  competent  to  deal  ;  and 
he  wished  to  knovA'  why  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Lothian,  or  the  Member 
for  Midlothian,  should  he  specially 
qualified,  simply  because  he  was  a  Scot- 
tish Member,  to  deal  with  tlnit  (piestion. 
They  were  not  expertJii  on  crofter  ftul> 
jects.  It  immediately  concerned  the 
crofter  counties,  and  no  more  s[)ecially 
concerned  the  Sooth  of  Scotland  than  the 
North  of  England  or  Wales,  [*MJh  !^^] 
It  was  so.  The  IVI  ember  for  Aberdeen 
appeared  to  think  that  he  (Mr,  Balfour) 
had  uttered  a  paradox,  but  pro]»al>ly  the 
reBt  of  the  Houi^e  miglit  think  he  had 
nttereil  a  truism.  Won  Id  the  hon,  Mfira- 
ber  infonn  them  what  possible  title  he 
batj  to  be  regarded  as  an  expert  in  High- 
land matters  any  more  than  the  Repre- 
sent alive  of  a  constituency  just  on  the 
other  side  of  tbe  Tweed,  like  that  of  the 
Uuder  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  ? 
There  was  no  ditferenct^  betweeti  them 
in  that  respect.  He  hoped  the  Govorn- 
ment  would  accept  this  proviso,  because 
it  wonlil  carry  out  more  completely  the 
object  they  desiro<l. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  11, 
after  the  word  "discharged,'*  ti>  insert 
the  w^ords — 

"  Provided  that  no  Hill  be  rotiimittetl  to  the 
said  Coaiiuittee  which  does  not  refer  to  the 
whale  of  Sroliand/*— (J/r.  A.  J.  Jitiifuin\) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
he  there  inserted." 

8iR  G.  TREVELYAN  saiil,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  introduced  an 
Araeudment  whicli  was  iii<:eni<)us  and 
interesting  in  itself,  aud  kVuI  great  honour 
to  his  powers  of  seeing  aj^pects  of  a 
question  which  nobody  else  had  seen 
before  him,  when  he  j^ot  up,  but  in  which, 
when  he  ?at  down,  everybody  recognised 
not  only  novelty,  but  very  considerable 
substance.  He  (Sir  G.  T  revel  y  an) 
thought  that  no  Scotchman  wotdd  admit 
that  tbe  population,  the  Rej>resentatives, 
the  newspaper  Press  of  Glasgow  was 
not  more  interested  in,  and  had  not 
greater  know  led  f^c  upon,  Highland  tj  nida- 
tions than  the  pi>pnlation,  tbe  Repro- 
seutatives,  and  the  newspaper  Pre!*.s  of 
London,  Manchester,  or  Nesvcnntle. 
Tbey  never  « hon  Id  admit  that  for  a 
moment.  As  a  nation,  they  had  complete 
solidarity  of  in  teres  tj»,  and  a  most 
remarkable  solidarity  of  knowledge  of 
the  circnnifttauce!^  of  tbe  whole  country  ; 
and,    indeed,      their      great      argument 
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for  moviDg  this  Committee  was  that 
Scottish  Members  were  not  only  con- 
versant themselves  with  Scottish  in- 
terests, but  their  constituents  had  such 
a  thorough  knowledge  of  those  interests 
that  thej  kept  their  Members  up  to  the 
mark  with  information.  What  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  failed  to  do  was 
to  draw  any  distinction  between  his 
Amendment  and  others  on  the  Paper, 
which  had  either  been  withdrawn  or 
passed  over  in  silence.  The  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  had  been  careful  not  to 
commit  his  Party  on  matters  of  principle 
beyond  the  present  Session,  and  the 
Government  equally  were  not  willing  to 
bind  themselves  at  this  moment  in  any 
manner  further  with  regard  to  the  future 
after  the  pledges  they  had  given. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  said,  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  had  committed  himself,  and 
endeavoured  to  commit  the  House  to  one 
proposal — namely,  the  consideration  of 
all  Bills  introduced  by  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  relating  exclusively  to  Scotland, 
whilst  they  had  undertaken  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Session  that  they  would  not, 
except  by  order  of  the  House,  commit 
any  particular  Bills  except  two. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR.  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman, 
Stirling,  &c.)  said,  that  the  argument  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  founded 
on  these  words,  as  if  they  included  every- 
thing, even  a  Bill  relating  to  crofters. 
But  it  had  to  he  read  with  what  followed 
— namely.  Bills 

"relating  exclusively  to  Scotland  which  may, 
by  order  of  the  House,  be  committed  to 
them." 

The  House  was  not  likely  to  make  an 
order  against  the  will  of  the  Government 
and  of  the  Opposition  combined,  and 
alter  the  pledge  that  the  Government 
had  given.  It  was  perfectly  plain  that  a 
Crofters  Bill  could  not  be  referred  to  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  graham  MURRAY  (Bute- 
shire) said,  that  the  point  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  was  that  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land dealt  with  the  advantage  of  an  ex- 
pert Committee  ;  and  on  crofter  legisla- 
tion they  could  only  predicate  expert 
information  from  a  small  proportion  of 
Scottish  Members.  As  to  the  solidarity 
of  Scottish  knowledge,  he  did  not  know 
if  there  were  more  ignorant  persons  in 
the  world  than  some  of  the  constituents 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,    It  the  Go- 

Sir  G.  Trevelyan 


vernment  got  their  Registration  Bill, 
some  25,000  Irish  would  be  added  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman^s  own  constituency, 
and  what  did  they  know  about  those 
questions  ? 

Mr.  D.  CRAWFORD  (Lanark,  N.E.) 
said,  that  the  concession  now  asked  would 
reduce  the  proposal  of  the  Government 
to  nothing  at  all.  It  was  apparently  di- 
rected to  a  single  measure. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  had 
used  one  measure  as  an  illustration,  and 
so  did  not  give  any  other. 

Mr.  D.  CRAWFORD  defied  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  produce  another  illus- 
tration of  the  same  kind.  If  he  extended 
his  principle  to  other  cases,  it  showed  at 
once  the  absurdity  of  the  Amendment. 
The  measure  he  cited  referred  to  a 
particular  country.  Let  him  mention 
another  that  might  come  near  it.  Take 
the  sea  fisheries.  Of  course,  the  sea  was 
not  in  the  middle  of  the  land.  In  a  sense, 
knowledge  of  that  subject  would  be  con- 
fined to  a  certain  portion  of  Scotland,  and 
if  they  went  on  refusing  to  send  Bills  to 
the  Committee  on  such  grounds  they  re- 
duced the  proposal  to  absurdity.  He 
hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend  would  not 
dream  of  accepting  the  Amendment.  He 
thought  they  had  already  carried  conces- 
sion to  the  verge  of  weakness. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll) 
said,  he  rose  to  point  out  the  inutility  of 
attempting  to  conciliate  an  Opposition 
that  would  not  be  conciliated  ;  and  on 
that  subject  he  would  not  use  his  own 
language,  but  words  of  wisdom  from  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham,  who 
said — 

"  It  is  not  possible  for  a  Liberal  Government 
to  give  satisfaction  to  Tory  opponents,  and  it  iB 
not  desirable. 

Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on. 
lie  was  speaking  at  Newcastle,  and — 

"He  asked  the  oldest  inhabitant  of  New- 
castle if  he  could  recollect  a  time  when,  a 
Liberal  Government  beinp  in  power,  and  trying 
to  do  Liberal  work,  the  Tories  did  not  say  that 
it  brought  the  country  to  the  verge  of  ruin,  and 
that  England  was  becoming  a  country  in  which 
no  gentleman  could  live." 

What  had  the  right  lion.  Gentleman*8 
friends  opposite  been  doing  on  this  and 
other  questions  ?  They  had  been  trying 
to  make  the  Government  do  that  which 
was  impossible  and  undesirable — concede 
everything  to  their  Tory  opponents.  He 
remembered  when  this  question  of  Grand 
^Committees  came  on  years  ago— 
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►Mr.  speaker  :   The  liou.  Gentle- 

ail  is  goiug  mtherwide  of  tbe  coiisideru- 

)ii  of  tbis  Ameudraent, 

Sir    D.  MACFABLANE    said,    he 

^oiilii  Dot  continue  to  do  so.     He  would 

alj  eutJfgest  to    the  Govermueut    timt 

Bring  tlie  whole  of  this  Session  and  last 

B3fc*ion   iUay  Lad   surelv  hud  enough  ex- 

^perience  of  trying  to  satisfy  Tory  opinion. 

If   the    Govern  tn  out  would  si  and  fast   it 

would  take  uo  longer  time  to  defeat  the^e 

AmeudmetJt:>  tluiu  to  accept  theiu. 

"    Mk,  J.  CHAMBERLAIN   (Birming- 

%m^  W.)  t  Could  the  Hiuise  have  had  a 

^tter    il  hist  rat  ion  of  the  way   to   waato 

o.e  tlian  in  the  speech  which  we  have 

listeueil  to  ?     It  is  the  time  of  the 

Jovermnent  the  hou.  Meml>er  has  beeu 

sting.     As  far  ae  1  am  concerned,   I 

ike  no  comphiint.     He  alhiges  of  me 

nd  of  my  friends  that  our  ohject  is  to 

end  the  time  of  the   (ioverument*     1 

_      Dot  coiuplaiu  wberi  lh;U  allegation  is 

made,  especially  when  it   is  miule  by  one 

who  offers  U3»  in  himself,  so  powerful  an 

1  bo[)e  that  in  the  future  as  in  tbe 

he  will  not  spare   tbose  iutereistiiig 

ttr»ct&  from    my  speeches.     They    are 

Iways  listened  to  by  me  with  the  greatest 

Brest,  and,  I  may  say^  with  the  greatest 

^miration.     I  think,  however,  tbat   tbe 

Du,  Mem  her  was  wasting  time  in  Jecturitig 

Government   which    o!ie    woidd    have 

bought  was  above  any  crtUcism  of  tbat 

ind*     The  Government  themselves  are 

be    greatest    offenders.     What    is    their 

[xsition    tbis    afternoon  ?      They    come 

own  here  and  boast  of  having  made  a 

great    concessiou.     They   say   that   they 

re   partieularly  anxious   to  discuss    the 

Bxt  Bill  on  the  Paper,  and  tbat  to  enable 

bera  to  do  so  tbey  have  made  this  great 

Bucession.    Then  comes  another  Amend- 

&Dt,  which   tbey  are  asked    lo  accept. 

do    tbey   not   carry  out  the  same 

olicy    iu   regard    to    it  ?      If   they    are 

^ht    in    making,  as  tbey  say,  a  great 

Eieession^  why   nnt   also  make  a  small 

ttncesBion  ?     We   have  been  repeatedly 

winded  tliat    this    is  only  a   Sessional 

d«r,  and     that    it    is    to    apply    only 

Be,    or,  at  most,    to  two    Bills   this 

aD.     My  right  bon.  Friend  proposes 

iit  it  eball  not,  in  terms,  apply   to  any 

Iber  class  of  Bills  which,  by  the  con- 

Bnt  of  the  Goverutnent,  it  is  not  intentled 

I  apply  to.    Yet  tbe  GovernmeDt  refuse 

to  accept  the  Amendjnent,      Is  not   that 

fasting  time  ?     Why  do  they  object,  in 

VawiDg  up  this  Sessional  Order,  to  ex^ 


elude  definitely  any  class  of  Bills  other  than 
that  to  wbieh  the  two  Bills  they  have 
named  belong  ?  We  want  the  exclusion, 
because  we  do  not  wish  to  commit  our- 
selves, or  wish  to  commit  ourselves  as 
little  as  possible,  lo  a  principle.  The 
present  propjosal,  if  it  were  accepted, 
would  not  alter  iu  the  slightest  degree  tbe 
intention  expressed  by  the  Government^ 
who  not  only  at  great  length  discuss  the 
(iropriety  of  this  matter,  but  allow  the 
luju.  Member  below  me  to  get  «p  and 
occupy  a  good  quarter  of  an  hour.  [CWeff 
<>/'"  Ob  !  "]  I  should  hnve  said,  to  try  to 
occupy  a  good  <pairter  of  an  hour  iu 
i  r  ro  1  e  va  n  t  mri  t  te  r  —  [  *  *  0  li  !  *'  ]  —  and  I 
have  no  doubt  he  would  have  sncceeded 
hut  for  the  interj>ositiou  of  tbe  Chair, 

Du,  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N/)  said, 
this  discussion  showed  the  extreme 
iuconvenieuce  of  oral  Amendments  being 
sprung  on  the  House,  and  of  tiot  putting 
all  the  Amendments  down  on  tbe  Paper* 
As  far  as  he  was  able  to  follow  tbe 
Motion,  it  would  exclude  from  referoiice 
to  the  Committee  almost  any  Bill  if  it  did 
not  relate  alisolutely  to  tbe  whole  of  Scot- 
land, no  matter  tliough  it  dealt  with  999 
out  of  MMHJ  parts.  A  Scotch  Bill  which 
occupied  a  good  deal  of  time  in  tbe  late 
Parliament  was  the  Burghs  Police  Bill. 
Tbatmeiisure  did  not  apply  to  the  whole 
of  Scotbind,  and,  under  the  terms  of  the 
firescnt  Amend tuent,  it  would  be  ex- 
clnled  from  the  cousideratiou  of  the 
Scotch  (irand  Cimimitteo,  because  it  did 
not  apply  to  every  town  in  Scotland. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  177  ; 
Noes  212.— (Division  List,  No.  3o.) 

*Mu.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S.) 
moved  an  Amendment  providing  that 
all  Members  representing  Scotch  con- 
stituencies should  be  excused  frotn  serv- 
ing on  Private  Bill  Conup**^*^^^-  ^^ 
said  the  Amendment  wf^M  not  touch 
SelectCommitteee.  atte-<daiice  upon  which 
was  otdv  vohji:tary  %  hut  as  attendance 
upon  Private  Bill  Committees  was  com- 
pulsory, and  sneVi  Committees  sat  live  days 
a  week,  he  <^'^^  "<^t  see  how  an  unfortu- 
nate Sco^-^isl*  Memljer  who  had  to  attend 
by  onler  of  the  House,  under  fear  of 
iinprisonmeiit  iu  the  Chu-k  Tower,  or 
soH»*e  similar  punishment,  all  tlie  meetings 
of.  a  Private  Bill  Committee  could  pos- 
•^ibly  attend  twice  a  week  at  the  same 
hours  the  meetings  of  tbe  Scottish  Grand 
Committee. 


1607         Standing  Commitiec 


AraeDtlmeQt  proposed,  at  tbe  eud  of 
the  Question^  to  add  tlie  wordfi — 

'*  Provided  alvvaya,  that  sill  the  Memliers 
repreticnting  ScoUish  couetituencies  shall  be 
excused  from  serving  on  Private  Bill  Com- 
mittees/'—C*Vr.  Ilozitr.) 

Question  propoet?fl,  "  That  tliose  words? 
be  there  added." 

Sir  G,  TREVELYAN  :  I  do  not 
tbiiik  the  hou,  Mtitiher  will  press  this 
Amendment,  lie  has  called  attention 
to  the  Inbotirs  that  may  be  thrown  on 
Seottiali  Memlters^  and,  no  donbt,  iias 
evoked  a  *;ertain  amoimt  of  ?'yrnpHtliy. 
But  it  miiHt  \m  remembered  that  from 
this  time  forth  Scottish  Members  will  ha 
regarded  not  in  their  eharacter  as  Scottish 
Memliersj  bnt  in  their  eharacler  as  Mem- 
beriv  of  the  Standing  Conitiiiitee,  and  the 
praeti»*e  with  regard  to  Mend>ers  of 
Standing  Commitfcesi  is  well  known  to 
be  tliat  they  are  not  on  tlmt  aceonnt  to 
be  excused  from  serving  on  Private  Bill 
Committees.  But  tbe  Members  of  the 
Committee  of  Selection  are  men  of  con- 
sideratjoii  for  tiieir  brother  Members,  and 
when  a  man  is  engaged  in  hard  work 
upon  a  Standing  Committee  it  is  pro- 
bable that  during  that  time  he  will  be 
excused  from  service  on  Private  Bill 
Committees  and  wlU  be  allowed  to  serve 
at  some  later  period  of  the  Sessiou,  I 
eiirnestly  trust  that  the  bon.  Gentleman 
will  not  pre^s  his  Amemlment  and  that 
we  may  be  allowed  to  proceed  with  (be 
Resolution,  and  to  place  the  Local  Go- 
vermnent  Bill  before  those  Scottish 
Comity  Coniieib  which  will  be  meeting 
almost  in  a  week's  time. 

Mr.  GOSCIIEN  t  I  think  my  hou. 
Friend  is  quite  right  in  calling  attention 
to  this  point.  It  la  a  very  serious  one, 
because  undoubtedly  there  will  be  a  con- 
siderable obligation  on  Scottish  Members 
to  attend  the  Committee,  and  it  will  be 
extremor'r  inconvenient  for  them  to  be 
put  on  Privatu  Bill  Committees.  At  tbe 
same  time,  I  am  sure  tbe  Iloutie  will  be 
sorry  to  lose  on  tJve  Private  Bill  Com- 
mittees the  services  i^i*  many  Members 
who  have  done  excel  leat  work  on  tliose 
Committees.  This^  however,  shows  tbe 
anomaly  of  the  proposal  of  iho  Govern- 
ment. It  is  one  of  those  diffic^ulties 
which  are  coherent  in  the  whole  system, 
and  which  seem  to  me  to  vitiate  it  lu  a 
very  important  particular.  I  do  n*>t 
think  my  bon.  Friend  will  be  well  advised 
to  divide  on  the  subject.  He  has  raised 
the   qucHthii   of  the   difficulty   in  which 
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the  Scottish  Members  will  bo  placed,  and 
I  am  sure  that  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion will  do  evcrthing  possible  to  enable 
Scottish  MemVjers  to  perform  their  dnties* 

Sir  H.  MAXWELL  (Wigton)  said, 
tlte  Secretary  for  Scotland  bad  stated 
that  Members  of  Standing  Committees 
were  not  tit  present  exempted  from  ser- 
vice on  Private  Bill  Committees.  The 
Scotch  Committee  was  to  be  an  udditioii 
to  the  present  Standing  Committees,  and 
he  wished  to  know  whetlier  in  future 
Scottish  Members  were  to  be  exclud&l 
from  service  on  tbe  Standing  Committees 
on  La w  an d  T rade  ?  H e  wa s  n o  t  a  n x i ou s, 
Heaven  knew  !  to  add  to  the  duties  of 
Scottish  Members,  but  he  felt  bound  to 
point  out  that  when  the  House  inter- 
fered w^ith  their  functions  it  came  very 
near  to  interfering  with  their  privileges. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BAN^ERMAN 
haid,  it  would  be  a  matter  entirely  for 
the  Committee  of  Selection  to  decide, 
whether  a  man  should  be  put  on  more 
than  one  Standing  Covnmillee. 

Amendment,  by  leave^  withdrawn. 

Main  Questiott,  as  amended^  pro* 
posed. 

Captain  HOPE  (Linlithgow)  &aid, 
that  on  the  general  question  of  the 
apix>intment  of  this  Committee  he  desired 
as  a  Scotsman  and  a  Scottish  Member 
to  enter  his  most  earnest  protest  against 
the  whole  idea  and  principle  of  tbe  Go- 
vernment proposal.  Scottish  basiness^ 
he  held,  had  the  same  right  to  the  atieD- 
tiou  and  consideration  of  the  Honse  as 
the  business  from  other  parts  of  the 
country.  He  protested  against  the  idea 
that  Scottish  business  sbouhl  be  with- 
drawn from  the  House  of  Commons  in 
any  degree.  It  had  been  contended  that 
such  a  measure  as  the  Scotch  Local  Go- 
vernment Bill  ought  to  be  sent  to  % 
Grand  Committee  composed  wholly  or 
principally  of  Scottish  Members,  because 
they  must  be  supposed  to  know  more 
about  Scottish  local  matters  than  English 
or  Irish  MeiMl*ers  did,  but  he  protested 
against  the  absurdity  of  believing  that 
at  the  present  tJxne  Scott isli  Members 
were  returned  to  that  House  on  account 
of  their  knowletlge  of  Scottish  local 
affairs.  The  political  representation  of 
Scotland  bad  no  real  reference  to  Scottish 
feeling  in  regard  to  local  matters.  In 
proof  of  that,  he  need  only  refer  to  the 
composition  of  the  great  majority,  if  not 
I  he  wbole»  of   the   Connty    Councils  in 
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Scotland*  1q  his  owu  County  Con  well , 
of  which  he  was  Convener,  one  of  hli^ 
strougvsi  supporters  in  the  Council  wasi 
a  geutlenmii  who  tuvjiriablj  propoBed  aiul 
secoiuled  his  oppouetit  in  politics*  If 
further  proof  were  wanted  of  the  differ- 
ence between  the  feeling  of  Scotland  on 
political  and  on  loeal  niattori*,  lie  woultl 
refer  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  to  the 
recent  Coufereace  of  County  Councils  in 
Edinburgh  :  and  he  would  find  that  many 
of  the  crotchets  of  thosse  who  were  hi.s 
8Upportcr>^  were  rejected  by  a  very  con- 
siderable  majority  by  the  Conference — 
when  dih^cussed  from  the  local  and  county 
point  of  view.  lie  dtd  not  think  the 
concession  which  had  been  made  by  the 
Government  had  made  the  Com- 
mittee any  more  satisfactory  or 
palatable  to  genuine  Scottish  opinion* 
But  he  was  glad  it  had  been  made,  be- 
cause it  showed  more  clearly  than  before 
the  unfairness  of  the  proposal  originally 
made.  What  good,  he  should  like  to  ask 
the  Government,  waa  to  be  obtained  by 
this  Committee,  He  was  quite  prepared 
to  give  full  credit  to  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  for  bis  intentions  in  the  matter, 
but  tlie  real  cue  to  the  Motion,  he 
believed,  was  that  slated  by  the  Cha]i- 
cellor  of  the  Excbet|uer,  when  he  gaid  the 
other  day  he  could  give  no  definite 
answer  to  ifome  quedtiona  until  the  Go- 
vernment had  snccceded  in  gettiug 
Scottish  business  out  of  the  House,  If 
that  was  the  object,  his  protect  was  all 
the  more  called  for.  Scottish  business 
ought  to  have  the  same  fair  consideration 
from  the  House,  which  was  the  right  of 
every  part  of  the  United  Kingdom  in  the 
Imperial  Parliament.  II  the  idea  of  the 
Motion  was  the  exclusion  of  Scottisli 
business  from  the  proper  consideratir^n  of 
the  Houne,  it  ought  to  be  protested 
against  by  the  whole  of  Scotland  when- 
ever Scotland  could  succeed  in  express- 
ing her  opinion  fairly.  If  the  Govern- 
iDCDt  Lad  been  genuinely  anxious  that 
the  Local  Government  Bill  shoidd  be 
fairly  and  properly  considered  by  tlie 
County  Councils,  most  of  w^hich  began 
theirmeciings  next  week,  they  might  have 
introduced  the  Bill  three  week*^  ago,  in- 
stead of  spending  the  time  of  the  Howse 
in  discuss^ing  what  he  thought  was  a  most 
mischievous  proposal, 

Du.  MAC  GREG  OR  (Inverness-shire) 
said,  |je  agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  this  Committee  would  not  give 
8atisf action  to  tlie  people   of   Scotland. 


He  took  occasion  the  other  night  to  re- 
mark that  %vhen  Home  Rulerj?  asked  for 
bread  they  were  offered  a  stone.  The 
proposal  of  the  Government  since  then 
had  been  wbitlleil  down,  so  that  it 
was  not  even  a  stone  of  the  ordinary 
character.  It  had  become  an  acbimautine 
rock,  upon  which  their  policy  had  i^plit. 
The  Government  ought  to  rise  superior 
to  the  occasion,  and  instead  of  going  on 
with  this  patchwork  abandon  their  Cora- 
mittue,  and  adopt  some  more  effective 
and  popular  method  of  dealing  with 
Scottish  business. 

•SiK  H.  MAXWELL  said,  that  he- 
fore  the  House  went  to  a  Division  he 
would  like  to  say  a  few  words  upon  the 
Main  Question  before  them,  in  order  that 
the  country  nfight  clearly  understand  the 
attitude  of  the  Scottish  Opposition  Mem- 
l>eni  wntb  regard  to  it.  There  was  no 
doubt  they  would  hear  in  the  near  future, 
as  they. were  at  present  bearing,  a  great 
deal  as  to  the  opposition  to  this  innocent 
proposal  of  the  Government.  In  fact, 
there  was  a  great  deal  more  in  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  than  met  the 
eye,  and  he  wished  the  people  of  Scot- 
land to  understand  the  reason  why  the 
Opposition  had  so  strongly  opposed  tlio 
Motion.  The  Secretary  for  Scotland  re- 
ferred to  the  pledges  which  had  been 
given,  and  to  the  way  in  which  the  pro- 
posals liad  been  hedged  round,  as  i^bow- 
ing  that  the  fears  of  the  Opposition  w^ere 
unreasonaide.  But  the  right  hou. 
Oentleman  could  not  get  rid  of  the  fact 
that  he  was  making  a  new  departure  and 
establishing  a  [>recedent ;  and  the  Opposi- 
tion would  be  doing  less  than  their  duty 
if  they  did  not  see  that  the  precedent  was 
surrounded  by  adequate  safeguards.  The 
Goverument  would  come  down  next 
Session  with  the  same,  or  a  still  greater, 
demand,  and  they  would  ask  that  the 
Motion  should  be  not  a  Sessional  but  a 
Standin^i:  Order,  That  being  so,  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Opposition  to  see  that 
sxifeguards  were  set  round  such  a  novel 
proposal.  If  the  proposal  now  before  the 
I  louse  was  tbe  same  as  when  it  was  sub- 
mitted three  wrecks  ago,  it  might  be  said 
that  the  criticism  of  the  Opposition  had 
been  futile,  and  the  timediad  heen  wasted. 
But  the  lime  had  not  been  wasted,  and 
the  proof  was  that  the  Government  pro- 
posal was  totally  different  from  that  to 
which  they  were  asked  to  agree  three 
weeks  ago»  What  they  wore  asked  to 
agree  to  then   was  no  Sessional  Order* 
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Not  a  word  about  a  Sessional  Order  fell 
from  the  right  hon.  Greiitlemaii. 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  I  said  it  was 
to  be  a  Sessional  Order. 

Sir  H.  MAXWELL:  There  was 
not  a  word  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  the  first  night  about  its  being 
a  Sessional  Order. 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  It  was  on 
the  Paper,  and  was  moved  as  a  Sessional 
Order. 

•Sir  H.  MAXWELL  said,  he  was  not 
sure  about  the  exact  technicality,  but  he 
believed  before  a  Standing  Order  could  be 
agreed  to  it  must  be  moved  as  a  Sessional 
Order.  That  was  the  procedure  on 
originally  setting  up  the  Standing  Com- 
mittees. He  appealed  to  hon.  Members 
whether  they  did  not  understand  from 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  when  he  in- 
troduced the  proposal  that  the  change 
was  to  be  permanent.  At  all  events,  the 
Opposition  understood  it  was  a  per- 
manent and  not  a  Sessional  Order.  This 
was  the  sixth  day  on  which  they  had 
discussed  an  Order  which  would  apply  to 
the  remaining  fraction  of  the  Session — a 
Session  which,  according  to  the  assur- 
ance of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
was  not  to  be  unduly  prolonged.  The 
proposal  had  been  further  limited  to 
those  measures  which  were  introduced  by 
a  Minister  cf  the  Crown.  That  was  an 
additional  safeguard,  certainly.  But  the 
Opposition  were  asked  to  be  grateful  for 
the  concessions.  He  thought  the  grati- 
tude ought  to  come  from  the  opposite 
quarter  ;  the  Government  ought  to  be 
grateful  to  the  Opposition  for  making 
the  pro|)osal  more  acceptable  to  the 
general  sense  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  Leader  of  the  Opposition  had  en- 
deavoured to  get  the  House  of  Commons 
to  consent  to  a  proposition  whereby  the 
Bills  referred  to  the  Committee  should 
be  only  those  applying  to  Scotland  as  a 
whole,  and  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
the  arguments  used  against  that  proposal 
had  been  extremely  unsatisfactory.  They 
wished  to  secure  that,  seeing  the  Go- 
vernment were  setting  up  a  Committee 
upon  a  national  basis,  only  questions  of 
a  national  scope  should  be  submitted  to 
it,  and  they  regretted  that  that  proposal 
had  not  been  adopted.  Seeing  that  it 
had  not  been  adopted,  their  opposition  to 
the  present  novel  proposal  was  only  in- 
tensified. They  still  saw  a  great  deal  that 
was  objectionable  in  it,  and  intended  to 
resist  it  to  the  last. 
Sir  H.  Maxwell 


Mr.     CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 

appealed  to  the  House  to  now  come  to  a 
decision  upon  the  Motion.  He  thought 
that  everyone  would  admit  a  six  days' 
discussion  was  long  enough  regarding 
it.  The  object  of  the  Government  in 
submitting  the  Motion  was  to  save 
time  and  accelerate  the  business  of  the 
House,  and  it  was  for  that  purpose  he 
asked  the  House  to  allow  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  Local  Government  Bill, 
which  it  was  desirable  to  get  printed  and 
submitted  to  the  County  Councils  at  their 
meetings  next  week. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  was  not 
going  to  contend  against  the  wish  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  an  oppor- 
tunity should  now  be  given  for  intro- 
ducing the  Scotch  Local  Government 
Bill.  He  thought  there  was  force  in  the 
view  that  the  County  Councils  should 
have  the  Local  Government  Bill  before 
them  at  their  meetings.  There  was  no 
desire  to  prolong  the  discussion  on  this 
Motion  ;  and,  so  far  as  the  Opposition  was 
concerned,  he  would  merely  say  they 
protested  against  it,  not  simply  from  the 
point  of  view  of  Scotland,  although 
Scotsmen  had  the  most  right  to  protest 
against  the  withdrawal  of  Scottish 
business  from  this  House  ;  but  he  pro- 
tested against  it  as  an  English  Member 
— that  Scottish  business  should  be  treated 
in  a  different  way  from  English  or  Irish 
business.  They  had  contended  against 
the  measure,  as  they  looked  upon  it  as  an 
invasion  of  the  constitutional  rights  of 
the  different  portions  of  the  United  King- 
dom. As  the  proposal  stood,  it  had 
rightly  been  described  by  the  friends  of 
the  Government,  one  of  whom  had  said 
that  it  had  been  thoroughly  whittled 
down,  another  that  it  was  absurd,  and 
another  that  the  Government  had 
been  reduced  to  impotency.  That  was 
the  result  of  these  Debates.  They 
would  divide  against  the  Motion 
now  as  a  protest,  both  on  behalf  of  Scot- 
land and  on  behalf  of  England,  in  order 
to  show  that,  so  far  as  the  Unionist  Party 
were  concerned,  it  would  be  taken  as  no 
precedent  for  the  setting  up  on  a  future 
occasion  of  any  similar  Committee. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  rose 

Mr.  Hunter  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  ^^  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

•Mr.  speaker  :  I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  necessity  to  trouble  the  House  with 
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_tbis    Motion.      I    uinlerstaDfl    that    the 

Biiorul    feeling    \s    tliiit   the    discussion 

Ehoiild  eud.     It   tUe  Lou.  (gentleman  lm» 

only  a  few  remarks  to  make,  that  would 

J  till  give  time  for  the  important  business 
n  the  Paper. 
Mh.  AN8TRCTHEU  said,  he  ouly 
ranted  to  ask  a  question  nrlsiug  out.  of  a 
gmark  of  the  Secretary  for  VVar  before 
bey  were  relegateti  to  tiie  half-way 
puse  upstairs.  It  was  uot  likely  to 
aJuce  them  to  curtail  their  remarks  if 
uon,  Geutlemeu  on  that  hrIo  of  the  Houj^o 
displayed  the  extreme  intolerance  they 
had   displayed  tiiroughoiu   the  whole   of 

I  this  Debate.  He  wanted  to  ask  a  qiies- 
^OQ  relating  to  tlie  Bill  about  to  be  intro- 
BUeed ,  Only  y ea teicl ay  t L o  Lead er  o f  f h e 
bouse  said  he  hopo<l  to  take  the  Seconal 
Beading  of  the  Bill  next  week.  The 
procetUire  in  the  County  CouncilB  would 
probably  lie  that  the  Bill  would  be  laid 
on  tlie  table,  and  a  snli-coniniittee 
would  be  appointed  to  go  through  tlie 
Bill  and  consider  iti*  details. 

Mk.  iSPEAKEll  :  Order,  order  I     The 
t>ou.  Gentleman  must  confine  himsw^lf  to 
be  Resolution  hefore  the  Houfee. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

The     llouj^e    divided: — Ayea    232; 
toes  207* — (Division  List,  No.  36.) 

Oidered.    That,    in    addition     to    the    two 

itanding  Commit  tees  appointe«l  under  Stand- 

Bg   Order  No,  iT,  a  Standitiff  ^.'ornmittee  shall 

appointed  for  the  consideration  of  all  Bilb 

tttrodaceil  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  relatiiif:^ 

EcluaiTcly  to  Scotland  which  may,  by  order  of 

be  Hou^,  be  ovmnutted  to  them,  and  that  th« 

0 visions    of    Stjmding   Order   No.   47,   shall 

pply  to  the  said  Standing  Committee: 

That  the  aaid  Stand iojij  Committer!  do  consist 

'  all  the  Members  representing  ScottiBh  eon- 

ltirnencie«,   together   with    15  other  Members 

}  be  nominated  by  the  Committee  of  Selection, 

I'bci  shall  have  regard  in  anch  appointment  to 

ft  I  imatiou  of  the  balance  cjf  Piirties  in 

iittee  tothftt  of  the  vrhale  House,  and 

iiave  power  from  time  to  time  to  *Ms' 

ar^t^  the  MtjmberB  so  nominated  by  them,  and 

►  appoint  othera  in  substitution  for  those  cUs- 

That  Standing  Orders  Nos.  49  und  50  do  apply 
the    said    Standing  Committee.  —  (^Sii*    G, 
)revflyanJ) 

MO  TI  0  N, 


LOCAL    OOVERNMENT    (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

MuTION    FOR    LEAVE. 

l^SiR  G.  TEEVELYAN  asked 

ibtroditce  a  Bill   to  estahliah  a 


leave 
Local 


Government  Board  for  iScotland,  and 
make  furtlier  provision  for  hical  j^av em- 
inent in  8fothiud,  and  for  other  purposes* 
He  said  :  In  aceordance  with  the  usual 
rufitom  in  the  relation  of  8eottish  and 
English  business,  England  \uiii  had  the 
stjirt  of  a  year  in  lis  local  government 
reform.  There  is  a  (hiu^^er  about  this 
that  th(3  Scottish  Bill  may  he  moulded 
too  ckmely  on  tlie  English  Biil,  and  that 
Scodand  may  only  get  wimt  England  has 
got  already.  But  the  Government  have 
been  fully  alive  to  tlio  ilangers  of  this*, 
and  1  hope  it  will  he  found  by  the  House 
that  they  will  be  avoided*  We  have 
proposed  to  give  Scotland  all  the  good 
things  that  England  has  :  that  wherever 
Scotch  local  government  is  defective  we 
will  try  to  correct  the  defects  "^iiJ  where 
the  sygtom  is  more  etieetive  than  the 
English  Byatem,  that  we  will  endeavour 
not  to  reduce  it  to  the  level  of  England, 
hilt  to  gu  on  and  im|irove  it  in  tlie  Scotch 
direction.  The  proposal  which  J  have  to 
lay  before  the  House  commences  with  the 
proposal  which  has  not  its  like  in  the 
English  Bill,  The  first  provision  of  the 
measure  which  1  am  iiitroducing  to  the 
House,  consii^ting  of  five  clauses,  relates 
to  the  con.stitiition  of  a  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  for  Scotland.  Now,  the 
Local  Goveroment  Board  for  Scotland, 
hest  known  as  the  Board  of  Supervision, 
is  wanting  in  several  very  important  par- 
ticulars. It  is  wnuting  in  its  relation  to 
Farliament,  w^hich  is  not  thai  of  a  Board 
responsible  to  Parliament,  and  it  is  Uke- 
wi«e  wanting  in  the  fact  that  it  is  not 
under  a  respooj^ible  Parliamentary  Chief, 
In  England  there  are  public  offices 
with  all  sorts  of  names  ;  there  is  the 
Bonrd  of  Trade,  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  the  India  Office,  the 
Colonial  Otiice,  the  Committee  of 
Council  for  Education.  But  whatever 
ihey  are  called,  they  are  all  public  offices 
in  the  right  acceptation  of  the  word- 
Boards  they  are  oidy  in  name  ;  they  are 
Departmental  in  reality,  with  a  re- 
sponsible Parliamentary  Chief,  Tvho  him- 
self is  responsible  to  Parliament.  But 
the  Board  of  Supervision  is  a  Board 
iodeed,  of  a  salaried  chairman,  who  has 
eight  colleagues — there  are  the  Provosts 
of  Edinburgh  and  Glasgow,  two  county 
gentlemen  interested  in  local  affiiirs,  three 
Sherifls  (who  receive  £150  each  as  a 
stipend),  and  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Scotland,  The  Boanl  of  Supervision  is 
not   responsihle   to    Pari  in  men  t — it    has 
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got  uo  rt!s*iK5usiljle  chieL  The  HecTetarj 
for  »SL*utliiiiil  for  tlie  tirae  bei ug  is  its 
mouthpiece,  if  the  Board  of  Siiper- 
visioji  clioti:5es  to  iimke  him  80,  but  tliey 
are  not  km  ml  to  stJpplj  hi  in  with  iti  for- 
mation, umi  (liey  are  not  Wimd  to  imrry 
out  the  poHey  of  the  Govenimeut,  It  is 
not  eouijtituted  as  a  piihjte  Departmeut 
ought  to  I  be  eoustituted.  It  is  not  re- 
sponsible to  Parliament  as  a  public  De- 
partment ought  to  be  retipouaible.  I  must 
not  i^ay  auythiug  more  In  that  strain 
without  at  onee  assuring  the  HouBe,  as  i« 
so  oftuu  the  eu!^e  in  our  country,  that  the 
persoual  qualities  of  the  men  do  mueh  to 
correct  the  anomalies  of  the  situation. 
The  uiembers  who  Jo  the  work  of  the 
Board  of  8upervii*iou  work  as  hard  asi 
moil  can  do,  and  work  well.  The  Chair- 
man (Mr.  Skelton)  understands  bis  biisi* 
ness  thoroughly,  and  perforoiB  it 
thoroughly,  and  gives  to  the  performanee 
of  that  businesij  very  eminent  qualities 
which  have  distii^gnished  him  in  otlier 
fields^.  The  Sheriffs  bestow  on  their 
busiuess  of  advising  the  Board  on  tcgni 
matters  the  very  greatest  trouble,  out  of 
all  proportiou  to  their  \^vy  modest 
etipeud^,  and  the  Board  is  very  well  ad- 
vised, indeed.  Although  the  relations  of 
the  Board  to  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
are  quite  anomalous,  1  have  always 
experienced »  atid  1  am  sure  that  has 
lH?eii  the  case  of  my  predecessors,  the 
most  prompt  willingDoss  to  give  all  the 
inforiuation  in  the  power  of  the  Board, 
and  a  great  desire  as  far  as  possible  to 
suit  their  views  to  mine,  and  to  meet 
ovory  emergeuey  in  such  a  manuer  as  I 
thought  it  ought  to  be  met.  But  the 
men,  on  that  very  acconut,  should  have 
a  gttod  system  to  w*ork  noder,  aud  the 
time  has  come  wheu  the  Board  of 
Supervision  should  be  remodelled.  lu 
the  hrst  place,  the  members  should  be 
njuch  Xiins  nutucrous  ;  they  should  be  ex- 
pected^ all  of  them,  to  be  always  on  the 
spot,  aud  the  business  of  the  office  should 
be  their  first  duty,  iDStead  of  only  one 
attxong  many,  as  it  is  the  case  with  some 
of  them.  What  we  propose  to  do  is  this  : 
The  regular  members  of  the  Board  will 
atteud  in  Edinburgh  as  closely  as  the 
principal  officers  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  attend  in  London.  There 
will  be,  according  to  our  Bill,  a  Vice 
President,  who  will  be  a  salaried  officer, 
who  will  anwwer  to  and  be  the  Chairman 
of  the  Board  ;  one  Sheriff,  who  will  give 
legal   adviccy   and    whose    stipend 

*!^Vr  G,  Trevelyan 
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represent  the  increased  responsibility 
that  is  put  upon  him  ;  and  one  medical 
man,  who  shall  likewise  hold  a  diploma 
iu  sanitary  scieuce,  aud  who  will  do  for 
an  adequate  salary  the  medical  work 
both  iu  the  office  atid  iu  the  country. 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUH  :   What   will 
be  his  salary  ? 

Siii  G.  TREVELYAN  :  It  is  not  in 
the  Bill^  but  I  nbonld  hhv  it  would 
probably  be  about  £1,000  a  year.  It  is 
high  time  that  on  a  body  which  superiu- 
teuds  the  public  healtli  iu  Scotland  li 
repreipeutjitive  of  medical  and  sanitary 
science  should  fiud  a  place.  These 
three  officers,  with  a  salaried  secretary, 
will  constitute  what  I  may  call  the  iuuer 
circle  of  the  Local  Goverument  Board  in 
Scotlaud.  Tiiat  is  a  much  larger  Board 
than  the  Local  Goveruniout  Board  in 
England,  which  In  good  truth  consists  ol 
no  one  but  the  President  ;  but  the  cir- 
cumstances of  Scotlaud  difler  very  much 
from  those  of  England.  The  work  has 
to  be  done  on  the  spot  in  Edinburgh,  and 
ouly  a  general  control  can  be  exercised 
iu  London,  and  therefore  we  have 
modelled  the  Board  as^  far  as  possible  on 
the  lines  of  the  Irij^h  Lo^al  Government 
Board,  which  hon.  Members  in  some  parti? 
of  the  House  think  has  its  faults,  but 
which  at  any  rate  is  under  the  recogoised 
system  of  responsibility  to  Parliament  and 
of  the  official  Parliamentary  Chief  in  a 
manner  that  leaves  nothing  to  be  desired, 
propose,  therefore,  that  the*  rresident 


W 


of  the  Board  shall  be  tlie  Secretary  for 
Scotland  as  ibo  Chief  Secretary  is  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  iu  Ireland,  and  thai 
the  Under  Secretary  for  Scotland  and 
the  Solicitor  General  sLotdd  be  likewMSO 
members  of  the  Board.  You  will  then 
have  in  Edinburgh  a  small,  compact,  and, 
I  think,  well-solcctcd  group  of  adminis- 
trators who  will  be  entirely  confined  to 
the  work  of  their  Department,  and  in 
London  during  the  Session  yon  will  have 
a  Parliamentary  Minister  who  is  really 
and  truly  responsible  to  Parliament  for 
ihe  information  he  gives  it,  and  for  the 
policy  of  the  Board,  Avbich  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  cannot  in  any  sense  be  said 
to  be  at  the  present  time,  I  will  not  eater 
into  the  details  of  the  provisions  by 
^..^  which  the  Board  is  turned  from  a  body 
wilJ  I  meeting  at  intervals  into  an  ever-active 
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and    ever-workiDg    Departmcut    of    the 
State.     Those  provisions  have  beeii  very 
carefully  arrauged  after  eoiisiiltiittoii  witli 
tbe  exporieDces  of  Loudon  and  Dublin, 
*liU  otie  thiQg  I  must  ask  Uou.  Members 
consider  —  namely,    tbut    tbirf    Bill 
iirgeiy  ext-eiids  self-go verumetit  to  Scot- 
Ittutl.      For  purposes  of  check,  for  pnr- 
Hjpoae^  of  information^  and  of  tinaneial  con- 
^^Dol     the     Local    Government    Board  of 
^B$cotland  shall   henceforward   be  as   elH- 
^P^eut  a  body  as  liumati  otlieial  experience 
can    possibly    make    it,   and    we   catmot 
attain  that  elflciencj  except  on  the  long- 
tried    conditioti^ — tirsl,    that    the    State 
Ijihoiild  have  an  absolute  call  ou  the  pro- 
fossioual  services   of  every  one  of  those 
inho  do  the  work  of  the  Board,  and  next, 
ibat  the   Board  should  be  in  immediate, 
confessed  and  acknowledged  relations  to 
Parliament.     That   is  the  body  that  the 
^■Board  of  Supervision  shall  be  asreconsti- 
^^Hkuted.     Now,  I  will  inform  the  House  in 
^nrhat  new  development  the  proposals  of 
^Hhe  Government  are  based  on  three  prin- 
^^bjples.     In  local  bodies,   where  the  con- 
^Ipitiition  is  not  popnhir,  we  wish  to  make 
lliom    in    the    full    sense    of    the    word 
representative ;     we     desire     to     reduce 
to      the     lowest      point      the      number 

I  of     separate     elections,     and      to     sim- 
plify the   electoral  machinery  as  far  as 
eompatihlo  with  genuine  representation  ; 
ind  wo  wish   to  give  to  the   bodies   so 
eoDStituted  increased  powers,  so  that  the 
eommuuities   all    over   the  country   may 
liave  in   their  hands  the  management  of 
iheir  own  affairs,  just  as  the  Mtinietpal 
Bodied  iu   Scotland   have  had  with  such 
very  great  sueceasp     Now,   in    nmrkiug 
out   these  principles  we  fiml  a  state  of 
^^ things    very   different   from    that  which 
^Bprevaileil  in  England.    In  England  there 
^■irere  no  Parish  Councils — no  representa- 
tive parish  bodies  at  all.   In  England  the 
Boartis  of  Guardians  were  in  full   opera* 
tioD    in    charge   of  tlie    Poor   Law,  and 
^^Fery  generally  in   charge   of  the  public 
^Hiealth.      But    in    Scotland    the    whole 
^BjJ'iinKv^   ia    mapped    out    into   Parochial 
^PBoards,  which  manage  tlie  Poor  Law  as 
'       ihe  Board   of  Guardians  do  in  EnglanfL 
Public  healtJi    is    entrusted    to    District 
Committees,  which  are  composed  partly 
of     freely  -  elected    representatives    and 
partly   of  delegates    from  the   Parochial 
I  Boards.    Bnt  these  Parochial  Boards  are 
JD  their  constitution  anything  but  trnly 
Blective  accord lug  to  all  tbe  ideas  which 
lure  now  held  of  what  an  elective  body 
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should  be.  And,  therefore,  by  popularising 
the  constitution  of  Parochial  lioards  we 
effect  sevenil  operations  at  once.  We 
establish  gemiine  Parish  Councils  all 
over  the  landward  districts  of  Scotland  ; 
we  place  the  administration  of  the  Poor 
Law  oil  a  responsible  elective  basis  ;  and 
by  popularising  the  Poor  Law  Boards  we 
secure  that  henceforward  the  District 
Councils  should  be  wholly  representative, 
because  the  delegates  from  the  Poor  Law 
Board  will  henceforward  bedelegates  from 
a  triilv  representative  body. 

Mit.  ANSTRUTIIER':   Will  they  be 
called  Parish  Councils  ? 

SiH  G.  TREVELYAN  ;  I  trust  and 
hope  that  tbe  House  of  Commons  will  be 
prepared  to  adopt  the  title  of  Parish 
Councils*  That  is  not  a  point  ou  which 
we  should  stand  or  fall,  but  just  as  we 
shall  call  the  Board  of  Supervision 
henceforwaril  ti»e  Local  Government 
Board,  I  think  we  shall  not  shock  any 
genuine  Scottish  feeling  by  calling  the 
Parochial  Boards  Parish  Councils*  Now, 
there  are  H>:^^  civil  parishes  in  Scotland. 
1  say  nothing  at  prese lit  about  the  f/uoad 
sacra  parishes,  of  wldch  there  are  over 
300,  though  later  I  shall  have  to  make  a 
proposal  with  regard  to  someof  them*  The 
Parochial  Boards  in  these  civil  parishea 
are  constituted  in  a  manner  familiar  to  all 
Scotsmen.  In  10  burghal  parishes — some 
of  them  great  cities  and  some  of  them 
not  larger  than  any  ordinary  parish — 
there  is  a  comparatively  small  ex  officio 
element ;  but  in  all  the  other  parishes — 
that  is  to  say,  in  99  per  cent,  of  them — the 
position  of  the  Boards  is  moat  peculiar. 
They  consist  of  a  deputation  from  the 
kirk-session,  and  of  all  owners  of  land  and 
houses  over  £20  a  year,  be  they  few  or 
l>e  they  many — be  they,  as  in  some  High- 
laud  parishes,  only  one  or  two,  or,  as  iu 
other  cases,  300,  400,  oOO,  and  600,  even 
in  one  case  over  2,000,  These  owners 
may  delegate  by  mandate  to  their  factors 
or  other  vicarious  personages  their  own 
duties.  Then  there  are  a  certain  number 
of  elected  members,  the  number  being 
settled  by  the  Board  of  Supervision,  but 
being  not  more  in  many  cases  than 
a  20th  or  30th  or  40th  part  of  the 
Board,  and  even  those  electors  are 
chosen  by  the  plural  vote  and  by 
voting  papers,  and  in  the  burghal 
parishes  on  a  high  qualifieatiou.  That 
iii  the  rural  distri^rts  of  Scotland — for 
iu  the  burghat  parishes  there  is  a  small 
.  deputatioD  from  the   Municipality — is  a 
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trne  descriptiou  of  a    Parochial   Board, 
It  is,   as  I    said,  familiar   to    all    Scotch - 
men,  aocl  it  is  beyond  the  power  of    iiuy 
words  of  mine  to  exaggerate  or  intensity 
the  disapprobation   with   which  Scotch- 
rneri  regard  it.     I    »ay  nothiug    of    the 
eflTorts  of  private  Members  ;  1  say  nothing 
even  of  the  efforts    of  my   bon»  Friend 
the    Member   for    the    College   Division 
(Sir  C.  Cameron);  but  since    1H71   five 
Bills  have  Ik^co   brought  iii  by  Govern- 
ments,  both  Liberal    and    Conservative, 
for  the    purpot^e  of   reforming  the   con- 
st itutions  of  the  Parochial  Boards.  These 
proposals   fell     tlirough,    as    I     believe, 
becanse  they  did  not  go  far  enough  and 
did   not  satisfy   the   people  of  Scotland, 
wiio  did  not  care  to  change  so  much  for 
the  sake  of  getting  so  little.     But  now, 
from  the  experience  of  last  Session,  it  is 
quite  evident  that  [nddic  ojuDion  in  Par* 
liainent    has    shuwn,  in  the   cane  of    the 
English   Bill,  that  it  has  come  up  to  the 
mark  which,  as  J  ^^e^eve,  public  opinion 
in  Scotland  slnod  for  Bome  time  aboady. 
This   Bilt    proposes    that    the    Parochial 
Board,  which  we  call  the  Parish  Council, 
ehall    henceforvvanl    he    entirely    chosen 
by  free  and  open  popular  election.     The 
eonstitucncit'S  will  in  landward    parishes 
and  parts  of  parishes  be  the  electors  on  the 
Register  of  the  County  Council,  in  burghal 
parishes     and    parts    of    p.-irishes    they 
will    be    the   nninii!ipal    electors.       Now 
this,  as  hon.  Meniber»kuow,  is  the  widest 
suffrage    that    exists.      It     includes    the 
service   franchise,    the  compound  hon^e- 
Ijolder,  the  loi;lger,  and  likewise  Peers  and 
women.     The  iinmber  of  Councillors  will 
lie  fixed  by  the  County  Couiieil  ;  in  land- 
ward  ]>arts   by   the    Town    Council  ;  in 
burghal     parts    and    in    parishes    partly 
landward    and    partly     burghal    by    the 
County   Council  and  the  Town  Council 
Jointly  ;  and  failing  agreement,  the  matter 
is  to  be  referred  to  the  Sheriff^  The  limit 
of  the  number  of  Parish  Conneillors  that 
18  proposed  in  the  Bill  is  between  six  and 
30.     Considering  the  serious  duties  that 
will   fall    to    the   Pari^^h    Councils,    lees 
than  six  should  nowhere  be  elected  :  and 
if  30  seems  high,  it  tnnst  be  remembered 
that    in  the   Boards  of    Edinburgh  and 
Glasgow    this    number    is    already    ex- 
ceeded.    In    the    smaller    parishes,    the 
number  of  Conneillors  will  probably  be 
elected  on  a  single  list  j  but  in  all   cases 
the  County  Couocil  and  Town  CoOBcil 
wlU   have   the   jniwer   of   dividing    Mie 
p»rhh  into   wardfi  for   tlie  piupoftes  of 

.Sir  G,  Trerelyan 


eleetioij.     This   brings   me  to   the  main 
difficulty  of  the   Bill,  which  I  hope  hon. 
Members  will  think  has  l>een  miccessfnlly 
surmounted.     This  is  a  measure  not  only 
for  the  reform  of  Parochial  Boards,  but 
for  (he  establishment  of  Parish  Councils 
to  manage  other  affairs  of  the  cotnmiinity. 
But  in   burghs   tiiesc  affairs  are  already 
managed    by    the    Municipality.       The 
lairghal    parts    of    the    parish    must    be 
united  for  the  purpoi+esof  the  Poor  Law* 
They     must,     however,     obviously     be 
separated    for    general     Parish     Council 
purposes.      Suppose     the    burghal     part 
was   to   forbid  the  njral    part  to   have  a 
recreation  ground,  or  the   burghal    part 
should  refuse  the  rural  part  of  the  parish 
leave  to  take  action  in   matters  of  public 
iiealtb  or  rights  of  way,  then  they  would 
V>c  deprived  of  the  powers  vrhich  every 
English    ruml    parish    has,    and    wiiicb 
every    Scottish     rural     parish    ought    to 
liave.     But,  on  the  other  hand,  it  would 
he  extremely    unjust    that    the    burghal 
part    should    be    rated    for   a    recreation 
ground  which    was   only  enjoyed   by  the 
rural  part  of  the  parisli,  wlien,  perhaps, 
the    town   itself   had   its  own  recreation 
ground.     We  therefore  lay  it  down  that, 
where  the   parish  is   hoth   landward   and 
burghal,  the  landward  portion  shall   con- 
stitute   at    least    one    separate   ward    or 
wards,  which  shall  forma  Parish  Council 
for  all  purposes  other  than  for  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Poor  Law.     But  it 
will  be  said — ^*  What   will  you  do   with 
the  landward    portions  of  parishes  which 
are  too  small  to  make  a  Parish  Council  ?  *' 
The  figure  below  which  we  cannot  have 
a  Parish  Council  in  England   is  100,  and 
in   the  whole  of    Scotland    there  are,   I 
believe,  only  four  parishes   in  which  the 
landward    part  falls   l»elow  that  figure  ; 
and  1  think  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Renfrewshire  represents  two  of  them. 
It  must  be   remembered  that,  under  the 
wide  provisions  of  the  5 1st  section  of  the 
Act  of  lt<89,  it  is  the  very  easiest  thing  in 
the  world  to  bring  about  the  absorption 
of  populations  into  a  neighbouring   rural 
parish,  or  into  the  burgh,     This  amount 
of  popukition,  which  cannot  be  dealt  with 
under  thi&  scheme — in  all,  not  exceeding 
200  people  io  the  whole  of  Scotia nd^ — 
ought  Dot  to  be  allowed  seriously  to  stand 
in  the  way  of  what  I  believe  to  be  the 
only  scheme  practicable  for  giving  Scot- 
land  the  full  benefit  of   what  England 
ba^  got,  without  turning  topsy-turvy  the 
whole  system  which  Scotland  has  already 
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financial    and    local    admintetmtion. 
Thus,  wo  pro[K)se  to  popnlarise  elect  ion*?, 
lut,  ft§   I  know   by  ex  peri  e  nee,  Scotlaiul 
Uroukl  tliank  ne  very  little  if  we  .nmlti- 
iled  ibe  nnmber,  increiised   the  compli- 
Itioij,    aii<l    s?  we  lied    the     expen.se     of 
llectioos.      Knowing    how    Btrong    this 
eling  18,  and  how^   jtiftt.   it  is,  we   have 
taken  measures  for  fiimplifyintj  electioun 
^^wbich  I  earnestly   trujit    the   Ilonsc  will 
^^■Bonsiderfavonralily.  h\  the  first  place,  the 
^Hlectorai  roll  will  be  the  same  absolytely 
^Hnr  county  and  hiirgb  and  jmriBh  election^^. 
^^Thit^   will    be    a    %'ery   great    Having    of 
labour  to  the  assessors,  and  a  saving  of 
tpense  to  the  ratepayers.     All   that   is 
Bcessary  is  that  tbe   comity  and   burgh 
Bters  should  be  so  framed  mid  printed 
J»tbe  electors)  may  appear  upon  them 
eording  to  parishes  and   parish  wards  ; 
ud    1   am    informed   that    that    may    be 
[)nc   with   the    greatest   ease.      Hero  T 
nay  say  a  word  about  the  wonicu's  vote, 
a    matter     of     course,     wonieu,     if 
n^eeted,  wilt  sit  upon  the  Bfmrds  under 
a  tdaiise   which  makes  Parish    Council- 
lors qualified   by  residence  in  or  within 
three  miles  of  the  parish  :   if  chosei»  as 
^^i$legBias    by    the    Parish  Council,  tliey 
^^^itl  sit  on  the  District  Committee  ;    and 
^Hre  give  the  Parish  Council  fraud lise  to 
^^feuLrried    women    living  witb  their    lius- 
^inaud*,  who  Ijave  a  separate  qualificatimi. 
This     is    essentially    the     same     as     the 
^^English  law  now  is.        We  go  on  to  juo- 
^^bose  that  the  election  shall  take  place  on 
^Kvse  and  tiie  same   day,  and  in  one   and 
^nhe  same  place  as  the  County  Council  and 
municipal  elections.    For  that  purpose  we 
i-enact  that  in  settling  the  wards  for  Parish 
[)ouitcils,    County   and    Town    Councils 
ball,  as  far  as   possible,  take  into  con* 
pideration     the     existing     disl.nets    and 
rard^  for  municipal  purposes,   and   ibe 
eclion  of  Parish  Councillors  shall  take 
ilace  as  nearly  as   may  be   in  the  same 
anner,  the  same  place,  and  by  the  same 
etnrning  officers  and  clerks  as  the  elec- 
uns  for  Town  and  County  Councillors* 
This  brings  me  to  the  important  cpiestion 
-For  liow  long  are  the  Councillors  to  be 
Bcterl,  and  liow  are  they  to  retire  ?     In 
Sugland  the  Parish  Couuciliors  retire  in  a 
ily  at  tbe  end  of  three  years.  Guardians 
Mo  the  same«     But  if  tbe  Couuty  Council 
wish  it,  one-tbird  of  the  Guardians  may 

to  out  every  year.  In  Scotland  we  have 
iiree  alternatives.  in  the  tirst  place, 
ver  all  Scotland  one- third  may  go  out 
very  year.      I  must  say  that  there  are 


very  great  objections  to  this  propoBal, 
It  is  very  difficult  in  the  case  of  such 
numerous  bodies  as  the  Parochial  Boards 
to  hnil  what  tlie  general  feeling  is  ;  but 
as  far  as  I  can  gather^  in  smaller  Boartls 
there  is  a  very  strong  feeling  indeed 
u gainst  being  put  to  the  trouble  of  au 
annual  election.  Another  point  is  that 
the  Register  of  the  Couuty  Council  is  only 
made  up  once  in  three  years,  and,  there- 
fore, if  we  retire  one-tliird  of  the  Parish 
Councillors  every  year,  it  will  be  neces- 
sary that  the  county  shouhl  he  put  to  the 
iuimense  expense  and  trouble  of  having 
its  roll  made  up  every  year.  Then  comes 
tbe  alternative  which,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  we  have  adopted  in  the  Bill — 
namely,  that  in  every  parish  in  Scotland 
the  Parish  Couu<'iHors  shall  retire  at  the 
cml  of  tiiree  years.  I  am  not  quite 
certain  tliat  objection  will  not  be  taken 
to  this  on  tbe  pari  of  some  of  the  largest 
urban  Boards.  In  the  year  1888  there 
was  a  P*K*r  Law  Conference  which  was 
attemled  liy  the  rejiresentatives  of  28 
parishes  in  Scorhiud,  beginning  with  the 
great  Edinburgh  and  (Tlasgow  parishes, 
and  going  down  pretty  well  according  to 
tbe  size  and  dignity  of  the  parishes. 
And  one  of  tbe  resolutions  that  were 
carried  was  that  elected  members  should 
hold  office  for  iJiree  years,  one- third  re- 
tiring anmially.  Now  a  third  alteruative 
would  he  that  in  counties  in  the  land- 
ward parishes  Councillors  should  be 
elected  once  in  three  years,  and  in  the 
Imrgbal  parishes  ihey  should  be  elected 
one-third  every  year,  retiring  one-third. 
And  tins,  of  course,  could  be  carried  out 
very  easily,  because  the  municipal  elec- 
tions take  place  every  year,  and  one-third 
of  the  Municipal  Councilors  retire  ; 
whereas  iu  the  case  of  the  Couuty  Coun- 
cillors the  elections  take  place  every  third 
year,  all  the  Councillors  coming  out 
togetlier,  Now  we  come  to  the  powers 
to  he  given.  These  powers  are  largely 
coutJiiued  in  Clause  24  of  the  Bill.  They 
inclutle  powers  to  provide  or  acquire 
Iniildiugs  for  public  offices  and  meetings, 
and  other  puhltc  purposes ;  to  provide 
and  maintain  grounds  for  public  recrea- 
tion, subject  to  tbe  cotiseut  of  the  District 
Committee,  or,  where  tbe  couuty  is  uo% 
dividetl  into  districts,  of  the  County  Coun- 
cil;  to  acquire  laud  for  such  buildings  and 
recreation  grounds  ;  to  acquire  by  agree- 
metrt  any  right-of-way  the  acquisition  of 
which  is  beueticial  to  the  inhabitaat^  of 
the  parish  ;    to  hold  and  a^cft^^  5y>^^^  ^^ 
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property  for  the  beDcfit  of  the  parisli ; 
to  execiitQ  works  'mcitlental  to  atij 
of  tlie  foregoing  powers  ;  to  (contribute 
to  the  expensie!!  of  doing  anything  above 
mentioced  ;  to  Kell  and  exchange  any 
lands  or  buildings  ;  and  to  exercise  all 
the  powers  of  remonstrance  and  invcHti- 
gation  and  other  matters  relating  to  health 
which  are  at  present  enjoyed  l»y  honse- 
hohlers  or  by  ratepayers.  For  these  pur- 
poses, and  for  the  genenil  purposes  of 
this  Act,  the  Parish  Conncil  may  rate  and 
borrow.  In  the  English  Bill  there  is  a 
limit  of  <mL  in  the  £1 — a  limit  arrived  at 
in  this  House  by  the  general  agreement 
of  English  Members.  I  have  my  own 
douhta  as  to  whether  Scottish  Members 
will  have  come  to  the  same  conehision. 
In  an  ortliuary  rural  parish  in  the  low- 
lands of  Scotland  the  whole  parish  rates, 
if  you  fiut  education  aside,  very  often  do 
not  exceed  6<L  in  the  i!l,  and  somotimes 
do  not  come  near  6d.  A  9d.  rate  would 
be  a  very  high  one  in  many  rural  di&trit^ts* 
I  am  not  at  all  sure  that  in  Scotland  very 
conaidorable  cons  to  mat  ion  would  not  he 
created  by  the  laying  down  in  an  Act  of 
Parliament  of  the  tigiire  of  6d*  as  the 
rate  up  to  which  it  was  expected  that  the 
Parish  Council  should  w^ork,  I  am  well 
inclined  to  leave  the  Parish  Councils  to 
their  own  common  scnae,  wOrich  1  believe 
will  be  their  best  guide,  with  regard  to 
the  objects  they  wisli  to  uttain,  and  the 
price  they  are  ready  to  pay  for  them. 
With  regard  to  borrowing,  in  the  English 
Bill  parishes  ar«  allowcnl  to  borrow  up 
to  ono-half  of  their  rateable  value.  From 
a  Return  I  have  bad,  I  Jind  that  there 
are  only  some  25  imrishes  in  Scotland 
which  have  borrowed,  up  to  this  time, 
more  than  one-tenth  of  their  rateable 
value  ;  aud  it  would  be,  indeed,  a  jump 
if  we  gave  a  sort  of  inducement  in  an 
Act  of  Parliament  so  largely  to  increase 
tho  amount  of  debt  in  the  parishes  of 
Scotland  which  hitherto  have  been  so  free 
from  it.  The  provision  we  have  intro- 
duced is  that  the  borrowing  power  of  the 
Parish  Councils  for  the  general  purposes  of 
this  Act  shall  be  placed  under  the  close  and 
strict  supervisiorj  and  check  of  the  Local 
Goverrmient  Board  ;  and  wberever  more 
than  one-fifth  of  the  rateable  value  has 
been  borrowed  they  will  have  to  get  the 
leave  of  the  Local  Government  Board  to 
exceed  that  amount,  I  belie^^e  we  may 
anticipate  from  this  scheme  great  addi- 
tions to  tlie  comfort  and  wolfaXs  of  the 
people.       The     rtglit    hon.    Ge^tlemau 
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opposite,  the  Member  for  North -East 
Manchester, asiked me  some  time  ago  about 
recreation  grounds  and  libraries,  and  what 
bad  been  done  to  utilise  the  powers 
which  Parliament  has  already  put  in  the 
bands  of  Local  AuthoritieH  ?  It  is  a  very 
curious  tale  to  telL  In  Scotland  a 
district  committee  is  charged  with  pro- 
viding recreation  grounds.  Now,  there 
are  two  difficulties  lr»efore  this  committee. 
In  the  first  place,  the  district  is  so  large 
that  it  cannot  enjoy  any  given  reereation 
ground.  They  are  providing,  not  for 
themselves,  but  only  for  ii  fjorfion  of  the 
community  which  they  represent  ;  and, 
in  the  next  place,  they  cannot  borrow 
money  for  this  purpose.  What  is  the 
result  ?  Absolutely  no  recreation  ground s 
have  been  provided  throughout  the  length 
aud  l>readtb  of  Scotland. 

SiK  J.  FEKGUSSON  (Manchester, 
N.E.) ;  At  the  public  expense. 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  Quite  sc- 
at the  public  expense.  I  know  that  a 
great  deal  has  been  done  by  private  bene- 
faction. We  makeover  this  power  to  the 
Parish  Council,  w^hich  represents  the 
community  which  desires  and  can  utilise 
and  enjoy  the  recreation  ground,  and  the 
Farish  Council  can  borrow  in  order  to 
procure  it.  As  to  public  libraries,  they 
are  now  under  the  Parochial  Boards,  and 
the  Parochial  Boards  have  only  set  up 
four  throughout  the  whole  of  Scotland* 
But  freely  elected  Parish  Councils,  elected 
for  the  management  of  all  the  interests 
of  the  locality,  instead  of  being  a  sort 
of  omjiinm  gat  hern  m  of  all  sort,«  of  re- 
presentative and  pseudo-represeutatiye 
elements,  chosen  simply  for  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Poor  Law,  will  l>e  a  very 
different  body  ;  and  I  earnestly  hope,  and 
firmly  believe,  that  you  will  not  merely 
have  four,  but  40,  and  perhaps  hundreds  of 
public  libraries  provided  in  the  long  run 
by  the  Parish  Councils.  I  shall  leave 
hon.  Members  to  learn  from  the  Bill  the 
power  which  we  propose  to  ^\\^  to 
Pariah  Councils  with  regard  to  the  pro- 
vision of  allotments,  antl  tiie  more  speedy 
and  efficacious  procedure  which  I  hope 
will  make  the  Allotments  Acts  some- 
thing of  a  reality  instead  of  being,  ai 
they  are  at  present,  an  absolute  nullity 
in  Scotland.  There  are  provisions  for 
meetings  in  schools  for  Local  Bodies,  and 
candidates  for  Local  Bodies  \  powders  of 
appointing  committees  for  special  pur* 
jioses,  and  Joint  committees  of  parishes  for 
objects  which  two  or  more  parishes  have 
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in  common  ;  provisioti«   for   finance  am] 
audit.  These  atid  tnnch  else  I  paf!8  over 
ixi  ortler  to  devote  a  few  uiuiiifea  to  the 
explatiatioo    of  another  |Htrtioti    of    ibe 
BUI,   whic*h    bns   no  counterpart    in    the 
English     rafai^nre.     The  Local  Govoni- 
nient    Act   of     1889    provided   Scotland 
u*ith    machinery  for   local     government, 
which  we  eertiiiidy  do  not  think  of  pull- 
ing to  pieeett*  That  nmcbinery  hjui  certain 
defects  and  omissions,  and   it  is  .satisfac- 
tory   that    those  defectij    and    omitiisionH 
have   been    diseovered    by    those    who 
work   it,   and    that  they    are  desiroin*  of 
^itiug  a  remedy,    I  think  it  shows  that 
the  system  hai«  real  life  in  it.    The  atten- 
tion of  the  Scottish    Offiee  wnti.  called  to 
certjiin    point8    In   which   the  system   of 
county    local   government  wa.-*  defective 
by    ccrt«in    County    Councillors,    and   I 
is*.^ue«l  a  Circular  Letter  to  County  Coun- 
cillors  aj^king    them  to  point  out  defecf^* 
which    their    experience   bad   brouglit  to 
tlieir  noti^x*.   The  matter  was  courteously 
and  promptly  taken  up,  and  not  only  did 
I    receive   a    quantity    of   very  vahiahle 
^^lemorandft   from   the  separate  Conneil.s, 
^^kiita  moi»t  important  Conference  wan  held 
^^pu   the    ^ 4th  of  Jannary,  which    wh8  nt- 
^Bended    by     the    reprejicnlative^    of    28 
^■County  Councils.    That  Conference  was 
^l^iiite   a  model   in   the   promptness   witli 
which  they  got  throngh  a  large  anion nt 
of   business.     The    Government  has    in- 
troduced  into  this    measure    a   series  of 
amendments    of    the    present  systeni  of 
county    administration,   most  of    which 
^^    think  I  can  count  on  to  receive    the 
^fccceptance  of  the  Hotise.     Some  of  tlie 
^■proposals    made    in    tlie     Conference    I 
have    not   adopted,   because  they  woulil 
demand   not  only  an   Act,  hut  almost  a 
e  to  tfieniselves.     I  specially  refer  to 
rery tiling  that  bears  upon  altering  the 
icidence    of    rating,  which    are     neces- 
rily  of  such  a   confrover^ial  ^'baratter 
at  I  am   quite  satfstied   tliey  would,   if 
trod  need,    wreck    the    Bill.     Tije  tir:^t 
tiie  changes  proposed  has  been  antici- 
pate<l    by    my  hou,  Frientl  oppcmite,  the 
^^1  ember  for  Keid^rewsbire,  in  a  Bill  which 
^Bfs  bii<;  introduced,  and  which  has  already 
^^^t  very  far  in  its  passage.     We  propose 
that  Couiity  Councils  should   Y>e  aide  to 
y  a  reasonable  sum  to  the  (muh  of  an 
ssoeiatiou  of  County  CoiincilH — a  power 
■  ich   now    exists    in   England.       I  am 
und  to  fay  that  my  idea  of  a  reasonable 
m  was  more  timid  than  that  of  my  hon» 
riend.     Unless  my  hon.   Friend's  Bill 


has  hecome  law  by  the  time  we  come  to 
this  point  in  Committee,  he  will  see  that 
his  proposals  are  embodied  in  our  Bill. 
We  propose  that  the  chairman  of  the 
District  Council  shall,  hy  virtue  of  his 
ortice,  he  a  tfustice  of  the  Teace  for  the 
county  ;  and  that  nominations  for  County 
Council  elections  may  he  withdrawn  by 
consent,  in  order  to  obviate  the  trouble 
and  expense  of  a  contest.  The  County 
Councils  may  erect  ami  maintain  county 
buildings.  Then — -and  this  is  a  most 
important  provision,  and  one  which  will 
extremely  iittcct  the  interests  of  the 
Highland  counties — instead  of  being  con- 
lined  to  the  expensive  and  elabonite  roads 
liy  way  of  communication,  tliey  may 
make  cart-roads,  footpath^i,  and  foot- 
bridges, which  will  enable  the  road  rate 
to  he  used  for  the  benefit  of  portions  of 
Scotland  wlitch  at  present  get  no  benefit 
from  it  at  alL  The  District  Committee, 
and,  failing  the  District  Committee,  the 
County  Council,  are  charged  with  viu- 
d  i  ca  t  i  n  g  r  i  g  h  t  s-  of  -  wtn  by  p  u  bl  i  c  e  X  cr  t  i  on  8> 
and,  if  necessary,  at  the  jmblic  expense, 
111  the  Highlands  the  ferries  have  fallen 
out  of  public  care  ever  since  the  Act  of 
1889,  and  we  propose  to  give  the  charge 
and  supervision  of  ferries  to  the  County 
Council,  and  enable  them  to  take  over 
altogether  those  ferries  which  the  pro- 
prietors are  willing  to  make  over  to  them. 
I  am  glad  to  say  that  this  part  of  the  Bill 
biiH  been  drawn  by  a  II igldand  proprietor 
with  the  greatest  krmwledge  of  that  part 
of  the  country  w*here  these  forriea 
are  most  needed  and  there  Is 
the  greatest  danger  of  decadence. 
County  boundaries  are  to  be  assimilated 
for  valuation,  and  for  the  distribution  of 
money  under  the  local  taxation  and  other 
grants  ;  ami  the  by-laws  dealing  with 
vagrants  are  to  bedefineil,  and  the  powers 
of  the  County  Councils  to  deal  with 
vagrants  iissured.  The  powers  of  bor- 
rowing for  capital  works,  widening  of 
roails,  and  other  purposes  is  conferred  on 
the  County  Council  ;  and  the  time  for 
the  repayment  of  loans  extended  from 
30  to  4t^  years.  The  land  which  is  re- 
quired for  all  ant  I  any  of  these  purposes, 
whether  by  County  or  Parish  Councils, 
if  it  cjinnot  he  bad  by  agreement,  may  be 
henceforward  obtained  under  provisions 
for  compulsory  purchase — which  we  be- 
lieve will  Ixi  quite  as  etfectual  and  quite 
as  cheap  as  they  can  possibly  he  made. 
On  one  point  only,  so  far  as  I  cau 
remerol>er,   we   have   gone    a^a^ltt&t  iI\a 
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majoritj  fit  the  County  Conference,  By 
a  nittjority  of  22  to  15,  the  Conference 
ilecided  not  to  intorfere  with  the  eompo- 
^itioo  of  the  St8U(liM«jf  Joint  Committee. 
We  propose  to  ask  Parliament  to  en  art 
that  the  repreaentation  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Supply  on  the  Stunilin^  Joint 
Committee  shall  cease  —  and  that  the 
Police  Committee  shall  be  entirely  com- 
posetl  of  County  Cotmcillor!*,  along  with 
the  Shentf  or  SheritT'  Stil>9titiite.  The 
powers  aiul  dsjtiea  of  the  Staridintr  Joint 
Committee  relating  to  cnpitril  works  and 
borrowing  we  propose  to  transfer  to  the 
Finance  Committee  of  the  County  Council 
— a  body  which,  under  the  7oth  section 
of  the  Local  Government  Act,  has  a 
statutory  recognition  and  a  corporate 
existence  quite  as  marked  and  real  as 
the  Stiindiiig  Joint  Committee  itself,  I 
end  my  selections  from  thn  provisions  of 
the  Bill  with  perhaps  Ibc  o^ost — I  arn 
beginning  to  hope  almost  tlie  only 
— Y^ty  cotitrovergial  one  ;  and  J  do  not 
argne  it  now.  Sir,  this  Hill  is  founded 
on  the  existing  civil  parishes  in  Scot- 
land. Undoubtedly  these  parishes  are 
in  some  cases  inconveniently  situated  ami 
bounded.  But  ah'eady  there  exists  h 
remedy  for  this.  Under  the  Poor  Law  Ad 
of  1845,  on  the  application  of  any  of 
tlio  Parochial  Boards  interested,  parishes 
may  be  combined  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Poor  Law  ;  and  uwler  the  5 1st  section 
of  the  Act  of  1889 — a  section  to  which 
the  attention  of  the  country  has  not  been 
nearly  sufficiently  ilirected — on  the  re- 
presentation of  a  County  or  Town 
Council,  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  has 
the  largest,  the  widest — I  was  going  to 
say  the  most  arbitrary  power — for  uniting;, 
and  dividing,  and  rc-grouping  parishes 
and  parts  of  parishes.  There  is  one 
class  of  parishes  to  which  these  powers 
might  be  most  usefitlly  applied,  and  that 
is  ihequoad  sacra  parish,  which  likewise 
is  a  School  Board  district,  and  which 
is  composed  of  parts  of  several  other 
parislies.  There  are  53  such  parishes 
and  School  Board  districts,  maile  up  out 
of  portions  of  lOl  civil  parishes.  Now 
it  is  almost  certain  that  where  a  fpioad 
sacra  parish  has  been  chosen  as  a 
School  Board  district,  it  is  a  self-f^on- 
tained  community,  with  a  life  of  its  own, 
and  could  with  great  advantage  be  en- 
dowed with  a  corporate  eicistence,  and 
would  be  able  to  exercise  for  itself  all  the 
powers  given  to  Parish  Councils  under 
this  Bill,     The  Bill,    therefore,   enacts 
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that  the  County  and  Town  Council 
shall  take  into  consideration  the  castj, 
aud  determine  whether  the  quoad  sacra 
parish  shall  be  converted  into  a  civil 
parish,  which,  therefore,  would  ipso 
facto  become  conterminous  with  tb© 
School  Board  district,  a  matter  w*bich  in 
itself  is  a  great  advantage.  It  only  re- 
mains for  me  to  say  a  word  about  a 
(piestion  which  lust  Session  provided  fuel 
for  so  many  hot  debates — the  question  of 
charities,  I  hope  and  believe  our  dis- 
cussions on  this  rpiestion  will  lie  much 
less  prolonged  and  mu(di  quieter.  In  the 
first  place,  this  matter  has  been  largely 
arratjged  already.  By  the  53rd  section 
of  the  Poor  Law  Act,  the  fnnds  which 
have  been  left  for  the  benefit  of  the  legal 
poor  of  Scotland  have  already  been  made 
over  to  the  Parochial  Boards,  and,  there- 
fore, under  this  Bill  will  pass  quite  natur- 
ally to  the  Parish  Council.  Of  sucl»  funds 
there  were  in  Scotland,  as  ascertained  in 
1869,  nearlv  200,  some  of  them  of  very 
large  value— £1,000,  £2,000,  and  £3,000 
— tind  since  then  a  certain  number  of 
others  have  been  ascertained  and  vested 
in  the  Parochial  Boards.  All  these  atb 
now  managed  by  the  Parochial  Boards, 
and  all  these  under  the  Bill  will  pa«s  to 
the  Parish  Council;  but,  besides,  there 
is  a  large  number  of  charities,  non-eccle- 
siastical in  their  character,  vested  for  the 
most  pari  in  the  kirk-session,  and  with 
trustees  in  some  cases.  Uf  these  non- 
ecclesiastical  charities  the  commonest 
form  is  providing  money,  coal,  and  beds 
in  the  hospital  to  the  poor  of  all  deno- 
minations, for  apprenticing  boys  and 
educating  deserving  young  children,  irre- 
spective altogether  of  the  Church  to 
which  they  belong.  Iti  these  eases  the 
existing  trttstees,  whether  they  be  of  the 
kirk-session  or  not,  will  have  the  power 
if  they  think  tit  to  transfer  the  trust  to 
the  Parish  Council  :  but  if  they  do  not 
take  this  step,  varitms  provisions  will 
come  into  effect  to  give  the  Parish  Coun- 
cil a  strong  hold  on  these  charities . 
The  best  known  proposal  in  the  English 
Bill  is  not  suited  to  Scotland — the  pro- 
posal, namely,  which  enacts  that  the 
Charity  Commissioners  shall  place  trus- 
tees upon  the  Board  in  order  to  take  part 
in  the  deliberations,  and  possibly  a  pre- 
ponderating part,  with  the  old  trustees* 
But  in  Scotland,  wdiere  the  kirk-session 
or  the  heritors,  and,  still  more,  where  the 
kirk -seas  ion  and  the  heritors,  are  trustee*, 
to  add  a  majority  uf  trustees  would  make 
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the  Board   ponderous  and  mimerons  to 
absuriiitjf  and  in  the  next  place  we  have 
no     Charity     Commission    in    Scotland, 
We  propose,  therefore,  that  iti  these  caaoj* 
the  Local  Government  Boanl   for  Scot- 
land   shall    make  a  srbetne    nominating^ 
new  Board  of  Trustees  of  a  convenient 
■Bize  from  the  existing  trnstees  and  from 
the    tritsfcees    appointed    hy    the    Pariah 
Council,  taking  care,  In  the  case  of  a  non- 
ecelesiastieal  charity — -and  these  are  the 
only  charities  which   will   he  dealt  with 
— to  give  a  tnajority  of  the  nominees  to 
.  the  Parish  Couneih       This   is   o^ir  prac- 
llical  and  simple  method  of  dealing  with 
^wbat,  I  believe,  tho  Scottish  people  con- 
sider A  practical  and  simple  matter,  un- 
less, indeed,  the  Scottish  Members  go  fur- 
ther, and  take  the  advice  of  a  very  powerfn  I 
body  of  Members  in  this  House,  not  at  all 
belonging  to  one  Parfy,and  make  over  these 
charities  bodily  to  tho   Parish  Councils.  ' 
I  have  endeavoured  to  give  tUo  House  a 
compact  sketch  of  a  large  measure,  ami  I  , 
think    I   have  said  enough  to  show  that  \ 
we  have  fulfilled  our  promise  ;  and  while  I 
Scotland  gets  even" thing    that  England  ] 
has  got,  while  nothing  has  been  withhehl,  ' 
a  good  deal   more   has  been  given,  or,  nt 
any  rate,  has  been  ottered.    In  eouchision,  I 
I  would   only  ask  hon.  Members  to  read  ] 
the  Bill  as  favourably  as  possible,  and,  at  1 
any  rate,   to  read   it   very  carefully,  and  j 
not  hasten  to  condemn  any  single  provision 

IlintLl  they  have  thought  it  over  thoroughly  i 
Id  connection  with  the  other  parts  of  the  i 
peastire   which   surrotmd   it.      A    detail  i 
phicb  at  first  sight  may  strike  an   lion.  • 
Bfember  unfavourably  may  lie  absolutely  I 
tieeessary  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  , 
a  general  scheme  of  winch,  on  the  whole,  | 
be  approves.      And  again,    it    must   be  ' 
remembered  that  the  Bill,  as  it  enters  the 
House,  will  not  he  the  same  as  the  Act 
which   I   hope  and  trust  will  leave  the 
House.      The    framers    of  the    measure 
readily  admit  that  it  is  (^susceptible  of  im- 
provement    from    the     experience     and 
acuteoess  of  hon.  Members,  and  from  tho 
knowledge  which   tliey    possess,  and  of 

■which  they  are  kept  constantly  in 
Possession  by  the  constituencies  which 
ihey  represent.  But  none  the  less  do  wo 
believe  it  to  be  sound  and  solid  in  its 
framework,  and  practical  in  its  main 
detail,  and  with  the  help  and  co-operation 
of  all  coacerned,  we  hope  to  bring  it  into 
fiucb    a    shape    that    it    may    establish 

Krotighout  Scotland  popular  responsible 
Lf-goverament  in  those  quarters  where 


and  with  regard  to  those  objects  for  which 
it  is  at  present  wanted. 

Motion  made,  and  Qnestion  proposed, 
"That  leave  be  giveo   to   bring  in  a  Bill   t<) 
establish  a  Local  Qoverameiit  Board  for  Scot- 
land, anri   make  farther   provision   for    Local 
Gnvcrnnieiit  in  Scotland."— (N/r  G.  Tnrehjrtn,) 

Mh.  a.  d.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.) :  I  have  only  one  or  two  observations 
to  make  on  the  Bill,  hut  I  rise  at  present 
niaiuly  to  make  a  suggestion  to  the  Gro- 
verument.  It  Is  clear,  after  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  a  speech  of 
great  clearness  and  lucidity,  that  except 
by  arrangement  it  is  impossible  that  the 
First  Reading  can  lie  taken  t4>-night. 
There  are  certain  advantages  from  the 
Scottish  point  of  view  in  getting  the 
First  Reading  to-night,  because  it  is  de- 
sirable to  get  the  Bill  printed,  and  that  it 
should  be  referred  to  the  County  Councils 
of  Scotland,  that  they  may  have  a  full 
opportunity  of  discussing  it  before  wo 
come  to  the  Second  Readings  If  this  is 
conceded  by  the  Government,  I  should 
advise  hon.  Gentlemen  to  refrain  from 
comments  until  the  later  stage,  provided 
that  tljc  Government  undertake  to  give  at 
least  a  full  night's  Debate  after  the 
County  Councils  have  discussed  the  Bill, 
and  after  hon.  Members  have  had  an 
opportunity  of  weighing  the  opinions  ex- 
presses! by  those  bodies.  The  County 
Councils  do  not  meet  till  next  month 
practically,  and  therefore  it  will  be  im- 
possible to  take  the  vSocond  Heading 
before  the  Whitsuntide  HoUdaye,  If 
the  Governmeut  do  not  see  their  way  to 
that,  they  cannot  complain  of  our  dis- 
cussing the  principles  and  even  the  de- 
tails of  the  Bill  at  this  stage.  But  there 
are  two  points  of  great  importance  raised 
by  the  Bill  which  even  on  the  First 
Reading  I  should  not  like  to  pass  without 
a  word  being  said  from  thiij  Bench  re- 
garding them.  Thoiirst  is  the  subject  of 
borrowing  by  Parish  Councils,  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  with  the  example  of  the 
English  Bill  before  him,  has  decided  that 
there  shall  be  no  limit  put  to  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  Parochial  Councils,  and 
practically  no  rigid  litnit  to  their  borrow- 
ing.  In  justification  of  that  departure  from 
the  English  precedent,  he  says  that  Scots- 
men are  so  naturally  economical,  and  have 
shown  themselves  in  the  past  so  reluctant 
to  burden  the  rates  by  unnecessary  ex- 
penditure, that  to  put  any  limit  of  6d, 
for  expenditure  and  a  limit  of  half  the 
rate  for  borrowing  purposes^  as  ia  doae 
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in  the  English  Bill,  would  be  something 
like  a  legislative  invitation  to  the  Scot- 
tish Authorities  to  raise  rates  and  indulge 
in  expenditure  which  they  would  other- 
wise be   loth  to  undertake.      I  am  not 
satisfied  with  that.     Kecollect  that  you 
cannot   argue   of  the    future    of    these 
Bodies    from    the    past    of   the    Bodies 
you     are    dispossessing.       There    may 
be   and   are   anomalies   in   the   existing 
Constitution  of  the  Parochial  Boards,  but 
at  all  events  they  do  represent  in  over- 
whelming force  the  opinion  of  the  people 
who  have  to  pay  the  rates,  and  naturally 
enough  they  were  extremely  economical 
of  the  rates  they  themselves  had  to  pay. 
One  object  of  this  Bill  is  to  transfer  the 
power   not    only   to    a    class    who    do 
not  in   some   cases   pay   the   rates,  but 
you  are    also   giving    powers   to   carry 
out  objects  which  those  classes  will  be 
specially  anxious  for.     One  consequence 
of    that    will    be    that   there    will    be 
a  pressure  in  the  direction  of  expendi- 
ture, and  the  removal  of  ancient  obstacles 
to   expenditure,   which    may   make   the 
future   of  these   Parochial   Bodies  very 
different  in  this  respect  from  their  past. 
I  think  it  a  most  rash  piece  of  inductive 
reasoning  to  suppose  that  because  the  old 
Parochial  Board,  as  it  was  constituted, 
had  proved  a   most  economical  adminis- 
trator, the  new  Parish  Council,   elected 
on  an  entirely  different  line,  and  having 
entirely  different  relations  with  the  rate- 
paying  class,  will  carry  on  the  financial 
traditions  of   its  predecessors.     I  do  not 
feel   myself  justified    in   giving  a   final 
judgment  on  this  matter,  but  1  confess  I 
do  regard  it   with  apprehension,  and  I 
trust  that  those  who  discuss  this  matter 
will  see  fit  to  make  the  legislation  in  re- 
gard to  Scotland  run  in  this  respect  more 
absolutely  on  all  fours  with  the  legisla- 
tion which  the  Scottish  Members  have 
aided  in  imposing  upon  England.     The 
only  other  point  I  wish   to  speak  on  at 
present  is  the  abolition  of  the  Standing 
Joint  Committee.     I  do  not  complain  of 
the  Government  taking  the  opportunity 
of  introducing  this    Bill   to  settle  some 
much-needed  reform  in  the  Act  of  1889. 
But,  under  the  inspiration  of  some  form 
of  legislative  insanity,  the  Government 
have   deliberately    imported  into  a  Bill, 
which  in  other  respects  they  have  striven 
to  make   uncontroversial,  this  most  con- 
troversial matter.     If  you  are  going  to 
introduce   this  reform  into  Scotland  by 
means  of  the  Parish  Councils  Bill,  why, 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


when  you  were  dealing  with   England, 
did  you  not  introduce  it  into  the  English 
Bill  ?     That  is  my  first  objection  ;  but 
there  are  other  objections  of  the  gravest 
substance  to  this  proposal.     It  entirely 
destroys  the  financial  machinery  of  the 
County  Councils,  deliberately  adopted  by 
Parliament   in    1889  ;    and   not  content 
with     that,     it    entirely    destroys    the 
machinery  by  which — through  the  police 
— the  law  is  administered,  and  the  liberty 
and  peace  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  pre- 
served. I  must,  at  this  very  first  moment, 
enter   my  protest  against   it.     I  was   a 
Member  of  the  Government  which   in- 
troduced the   original    proposal,  and    I 
was  largely  responsible  for  it,  but  I  be- 
lieve it  to  have  been  founded  on  justice 
and  equity,  and  I  do   not  think  it  was 
open  to  the  charge   of  being  an  inter- 
ference with  the  liberties  or  rights  of  any 
popular  body.     Then,  with  regard  to  the 
financial  authority  of  this  joint  committee, 
what  is  it  ?     It  has  no  control  over  the 
annual  expenditure,  or  over  the  annual 
taxation  for  the  purposes  of  expenditure. 
What  it  has  is  a  control  over  the  borrow- 
ing powers  of  the  county  ;  and  when  we 
recollect    that    the   County   Council    is 
elected  by  a  constituency  on  whom  the 
burden     of    meeting     these     ])ermanent 
liabilities  will  not  in  the  main  fall,  and 
that  it  will  give  to  those  on  whom  it  will 
not  fall   a   much   greater   voice  in   the 
matter,  is  it  not  a  very  strong  order  that, 
without  justification,  without  the  slightest 
defence  given  by  the  Minister  in  charge 
of   the   Bill,   he  should   make   this  far- 
reaching  alteration  in  a  Bill  adopted  by 
Parliament  after  long  and  full  discussion  ? 
That  was   the   financial   part ;   but  the 
police  part  of  the  proposal  appears  to  me 
even  more  important.       There  are  parts 
of  Scotland  where  it  cannot  be  said  that 
there   is  absolute   unanimity  among  all 
classes,  as  happily  is  tbe  case  in  many 
parts  of  Scotland,  to  see  the  laws  en- 
forced and  supported  by  the  forces  which 
this  House  had  placed  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Local  Authorities  ;   and  yet  you  are 
here  handing  the  power  to  a  body  elected 
by  those  who  may  not  want  to  see  the 
law    enforced    against   certain  kinds   of 
offences,   and  you  are   placing   the   un- 
fortunate Sheriff  of  the  County,  who  is 
responsible  for  keeping  order,  in  a  minority 
of  one,  it  may  be,  in  the  Police  Com- 
mittee, which  is  to  have  absolute  control 
over  the  whole  machinery  by  which  he  is 
to   carry    out   the   duties   of   his    office* 
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Qn¥>e^  have  arisen  evcu  ctider  tbe  existing  |  proposals,  wliicli  froni  their  nut  lire  ouj^^lit 
system  where  you  have  some  qualiiicii- 
tiou  of  the  character  of  this  Police  Com- 
mittee, and  where  it  has  been  foiinJ 
inipo?»sible  for  the  Sheriff  to  obtain  the 
necessary  police  force  to  enforce  the  law* 
With  that  example  fresh  in  yonr  minds, 
how  can  the  Government  brin^  down  to  I  opinion  of  the  various  Couuty  Conncils. 


to  he  discussed  and  decided  in  Committee 
of  the  whole  House.  1  am  not  making 
au  unreasonalik^  demand  also  when  I  a»k 
that  we  Hliall  have  ampJe  time  after 
Whitsuntide  to  consider  the  Bill  on  its 
own  raeriti*   and   in   coiuiection   with  I  he 


I 


this  Honse  a  proposal  which  has  notliiug 
whatever  to  do  with  the  main   objects  of 
the  Bill,  which    h  foisted   in  artificiaily, 
ami  w^hich  i?^  not  covered  by  the   title  of 
the   Bill,  as   far  as   we  Jiave  heard   the 
title  ?       How  can   they  make  that  pro- 
vision with   that   instance  fre^h   in  their 
tnind^  of  the  difficulty  of  officers  carry- 
ing   out    tiie    law     under     the    existing 
system  ?       Hero,  then,  are  tw^o  gigantic 
subjects    with    wdvich     the    Government 
have  deliberately  determined  to  embitter 
and    lengthen    onr    Debates,      Why   are 
they    not    content   to  deal    with    Parish 
Con  lie iU  in   an   unroutroversial    manner, 
in  doing  what  ^vqtj  Scotsman  wants  to 
Bee   douc^,    withotit  runidoj]^   their    head;^ 
against  this  stone  wall,  and  compelling 
Ds — who    would  certainly   appnmch   the 
lonsideratiou  of  thisBill  in  other  rej^pects 
1th   the  most  favourable  feelings,  and 
ith  a  desire  to  see  this  question  settled 
effectually  and  quickly — ^to  reH!eive  this 
part  of  tlie  Bill   with  protest  and  warn- 
ing?    I  trust  that  even  now  the  Govern- 
ment will  see  fit  to  alter  their  policy,  and  i 
I  confess  I  tlTuik  they  wonld  have  been 
more    honest    antl  more  straigb [forward 
with  the  House   if  they    had    told  us,   in  ! 
the  comse  of  the  four  days'  discussion  | 
upon   this   Standing   Grand    Committee,  ' 
that  the  Bill  they   were  going  to  refer  to  j 
it  was  not   a    Parish    Councils  Bill,  w^as  | 
not   the    uncontroversial  ineasure  which  j 
they    have   pretended   that  it    was — but  i 
that  it  :;on tains  proposals   for   modifying 


Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 

I  do  not  understand  why  the    riglvt   bon. 
Gentleman,  who    has    addrei^sed    to    the 
House  some  very  forcible  animadversions 
and    eriticisins,  as    to   which   I   have  no 
complaint  to  make, should  have  expressed 
himself  as  surprised  at  finding  these  pro- 
visions   in    tbe    Bill,     When    tbe  Local 
Government  (Scotland)  Bill  of  lH89wa8 
lie  fore  the  House,  these  points  were  de- 
I  bated,    and    the    right    hon.    Gentleman 
must  remember   that  the  Liberal   Party 
!  protested  in  tlie  strongest  possible  terms 
'  against  the  constitution   and   the  powers 
given    to    the   Joint    Conmiittee.      The 
Liberal  Party  from  the  lirst  opposed  the 
existing    arrangement    in    the   strongest 
I  possible'  tenus,  for  the  very  reason  that 
they   had   no   sympathy   with   the  argu- 
ments that  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  has 
urged.     We,  ntdike  him,  believe  that  the 
best  thing,  in  the  interests  of  law  and  order, 
i  s  t o  e n  t r u s 1 1  li e  el ec tors  w i  th  a  m u c h  la rger 
power  over  the  police  and  the  machinery 
I  of  order,    I  am  not  going  to  enter  into  that 
I  controversy  now.     I  am  only  surprised  at 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  being  astonished 
to  find  sticb  provisions  in  this  Bill. 
!      Mr.  a.  j.  BALFOUR:  What  I  am 
I  astonishetl  at  is  to  find  such  provisions  in 
'  a  Parish  CotjncilsBitl ;  and,  in  the  second 
j  place,  that  tliey  are  introduced   in  a  Bill 
I  that  is  not  a  controversial  one. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  this  was  not  a  Parish  Councils  Bill ; 
this  was  a  Local  Government  (Scotland) 


Iprofonndly  the  original  arrangements  of  I  Bill,  and,  therefore,  Parish  Councils  came 
Parliament  with  regard  to  County  |  legitimately  into  it.  He  acknowledged 
Councils,  and  that  it  contains  subjects  on  I  the  spirit  in  wdjich  tlie  right  hon.  Gentle^ 


which  sharp  divis^ions  must  make  them- 
selves felt.     This  is  not  an  uncon trover- 


man  proposed  that,  in  the  circumstances, 
they  might  be  allowed  to  introduce  the 


leial  measure.     It   might  have   been  had  '  Bill  to-day,  and  take  the  Second  Reading 


\^iQ  Government  so  wMlied  it,  I  think 
ought  to  have  told  ns  its  character 
fore  they  asked  us  to  assent  to  that 
rrand  Committee  ;  hut  as  they  have 
^needed  it  for  obvious  reasons,  at  all 
events  they  must  now  take  the  conse- 
quences, I  hope  tliey  will  give  ns  ample 
[)p|x>rtnnity   for  discussing  not  only  the 


after  Wbitsnntidc,  He  imagined  it  would 
not  be  an  extreme  undertaking  for  him 
to  say  that  the  Government  wouhl  not 
bring  the  Second  Heading  on  until  after 
Whitsuntide,  and  promise  a  full  night  for 
the  discussion.  He  hoped,  if  they  made 
that  concession,  that  that  night  would 
seethe  end  of  the  discussion  on  the  Second 


erits  of  the  Bill,  but  the  propriety  of    Reading,  and  the  reference  to  the  Com- 
Beuding  it  to  the  Committee  with  such  j  mittee. 
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had  been  of  very  great  importunce 
duriug  the  last  few  years.  He  was  sorry 
that  education  was  not  included  iu  the 
Bill,  and  a  single  Board  established  in  the 
parishea  which  would  not  only  have  the 
fiin^fiouft  of  the  Parochial  Board,  but  have 
the  fnnction.s  of  the  School  Board  as  well. 

Mi{.  RENSFFAW  thought  that  in  the 
smaller  rural  parishes  the  School  Board  and 
the  Paro  e  b  i  a  I B  oard  m  ig  h  t  be  ^i  n  i  ted .  T  h  ere 
might  also  be  introduced  some  limitation 
of  borrowing  powens  of  Parish  Councili*. 

Mr.  D.  CliAWFORD  also  regretted 
I  hat  no  attempt  had  been  made  to  araal* 
gam  ate  the  functions  of  the  School  Board 
with  those  of  the  Parish  Council  in  the 
smaller  parieheft. 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  «aid,  he  should 
have  to  say  a  good  deal  about  education 
when  the  time  came.  He  had  no  objec- 
tion to  a  limit  of  borrowing  power  of 
any  sort  or  Icind  ;  but  he  doubted  whe- 
ther the  Scottish  people  would  not  be 
rather  alarmed  at  it. 


Mr.  a.  J,  BALFOUR  said,  it  was^ 
impossible  for  him  to  give  any  pledge 
that  the  Debate  would  only  take  one 
night.  From  his  own  point  of  view, 
speaking  at  this  time,  that  would  lie  suffi- 
cieut.  There  would  be  no  desire  on  their 
part  to  prolong  the  Debate. 

Mu.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAK 
said,  it  must  be  understood  that  ihis  one 
night^s  Debate  included  the  reference  to 
the  Standing  Committee, 

Mk.  graham  MURRAV  (Bute- 
shire) said,  that  as  a  Scottish  Member  he 
did  not  think  any  such  promise  could  l»e 
given.  It  might  be  that  the  exigencies 
of  private  business  would  reduce  the  time 
at  their  disposal.  He  referred  to  ooe  or 
two  important  points,  such  as  the  recon- 
struction of  the  Board  of  Supervision,  the 
desirability  of  a  continuity  of  policy  in 
the  administration  of  the  Poor  Laws,  and 
the  c]uestion  of  a  uo-liniit  rate,  all  of  which 
would  require  careful  consideration. 

Dr.  M ACGREGOR  ( InverncBS-shire) 
iufjuired  if  provision  was  made  in  the 
Bill  for  the  payment  of  travellingexpenses 
of  County  Councillors  ? 

Sir  G/IRE  VELYAN  said,  there  was 
no  Btich  provision. 

Dk.  MACGHEGOR  :  Then  I  beg  to 
give  notice  that  I  shall  move  an  Amend- 
niont  to  that  eflfect. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELANF)  (Mr.  J,  Morlev,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  said,  he  nnderstoo<l  that  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  tliough  ho  did 
Dot  promise  positively, saw  no  reason  why 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  and  its 
reference  to  the  Standing  Connnitteo 
should  occupy  more  than  one  night,  and 
that  he  was  prepared  fo  do  his  best  to 
secure  the  attainment  of  these  two 
objects,  Oq  that  understiindiog  the 
Government  were  quile  ready  to  defer  the 
Second  Reading  till  after  Whitsuntide. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he 
entirely  accepted  the  right  lion.  Gentle- 
man's version  of  his  jjosition.  He  could 
Dot  himself  imagine  that  it  would  he 
necesi^ary  to  give  more  tlian  a  full  night 
to  the  Second  Reading,  unless  some  en- 
tirely new  pl»ase  of  eoutroversy  arose  in 
consequence  of  the  discussion  of  the  Bill 
in  Scotland, 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  said,  that  in 
regard  to  the  Standing  Joint  Committees, 
they  were  a  necessary  protection.  There 
were  counties  in  which  the  existence  of 
tbeae  Committees  as  a  possible  safeguard 


Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
G.  Trevelyan,  The  Lord  Advocate,  and 
The  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time. 
[Bill  202.] 

CROFTERS'  HOLDINGS  (SCOTLAND)  ACTS 
AMENDMENT  (COUNTY  OF  BUTE) 
BILL.— (No.  U2.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  re^d. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposerft 
*'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Sir  C,  Camerofi,) 

Sir  C.  PEARSON  (Edinburgh  and 
St.  Andrews  Universities)  said,  this  Bill 
should  not  have  been  i introduced  by  a 
private  Member,  and  he  would  like  to 
kuow  from  hon.  Members  who  were 
responsihle  for  the  Bill  what  they  con- 
:*idered  brought  the  Islands  of  Bute  aod 
Arrau  within  the  scope  of  the  Act  ? 

It  bei ug  ten  tninntes  to  Seven  of  the 
clock,  the  Debate  stood  ad  jounced. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Mondai 
next. 

LOCAL   GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)   PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (Sq.  4)  BILL. 
(No.  HO.) 
Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed* 
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PIER  AND  HAIlBOtTIl    PROVrSIOXAI* 

ORDER  (No.  1)    BILL.— (No.  LV).) 
As   amiHidciJi   cousiileretl  ;  to  be   rettd 
he  fliJrd  time  upon  Moiulaj  uext. 


I 

^B    PUBLIC  BUILDINGS  (LONDON)  BtLL. 

^B     CoDsidcred  Id  Committee. 

^B  (Iti    the    Coininittee.) 

H     Clause  4. 

^B     Amendmeulf^  made. 

^™  Another  amendment  propoj^ed,  in  pa^e 
3,  line  30,  after  the  word  *' .served,"  to 
insert  the  words  "The  (Jrder  shall  not 
require  to  be  eon  firmed  bv  Aut  of  Par- 
liament."—(J/r.  A,  C,  Morfoih) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

It  being  after  Ten  Minutes  to  Seven 
&f  the  Cloek,  and  Objection  bein^  taketi 
to  Further  Proceeding,  tlie  Chairman 
left  the  Chair  to  make  hi,s  Keport  to  the 
House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Wetlnesday  next. 


i 


Sister,   ordcrerJ   to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Rees 

Davits,  Mr.  All>ert  Hnglit,  Mr,  Lloyd- George, 

Mr.  Arch,  Mr.  Husbnad,  and  Mr.  Joseph  Peaie. 

Bill  preacntot,  and  read  ftrst  time,  [Bill  199 J 

STEAM    TBAWLEI18    (esCoTLAKO)    BILL. 

Oa  Motion  of  Mr,  (*romhie»  Bill  to  compel 
the  Masters  of  i>t<iam  Trawlei^*  tisliing  in  8tiot- 
land  to  hold  eertifii-ates  of  eompeteney,  ortleral 
tr>  be  brought  in  l>y  Mr,  Crombie,  Mr, 
Anstriither,  Sir.  Renahaw%  and  Sir  William 
\Ve<iderljurn. 

Bill  presentevL  and  read  ttrat  time.  [BUI  200.] 

MINE^^,    ROT.\LTIE.i,    AND    EA;^EMENTj^. 

On  Motion  ot  Mr.  Atherley-Jones,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Royalties  and  Mining 
Easement**,  onlered  to  tjc  bronght  in  by  Mr. 
Atherley-Jones,  Mr.  Charles  Feavdck*  Sir 
Jame»  Joicey,  Mr.  John  Wilscni,  Sir  Oharlt^a 
Dilke,  Mr.  Jojioph  Pcjiae^  and  Mr,  Pickar^b 

Bill  presentetl,  and  read  first  rime.  [Bill  2UL] 

STATUTE   LAW  R£\ril»tOX  BILLS,  &C. 

Lords  Mefisiige  [2(]th  April]  relating  to  the 
Joint  Caniraittei^on  Statnte  l^tiw  Revision  Bills^ 
<kc.^  considered. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  appointed  by 
this  Honse  to  join  with  tlie  Committee  appointed 
by  the  I/ords  on  i^tatute  I^aw  Revision  BilL^  and 
Conaolidation  Bills  do  meet  the  Lorda  Com- 
mittee in  Conmnttec  Ktx>m  B,  upon  Monday 
next»  at  Twelve  of  the  Clock,  aa  proposed  by 


i6aB  ^M 

\  Ree0    V 


SELECTION   (STANDING   COMMITTEES). 

Sir  John  Mowbrav  reported  from  the  I  tHelr  Lordships, 
Committee  of  Selection  ;  That  they  had        Message  to  the  Lords  to  acquaint  them  there- 


added  the  following'  Fifteen  Members  to 
the  Standing  Committee  on  Law,  and 
Courts  of  Justice,  atnl  Lethal  Procedure, 
in  respect  of  the  Building  Societies 
(No.  2)  Bill  :  Mr.  Oerald  Balfour,  Mr. 
Banbury,  Mr,  Benn,  Mr,  ThomaH  H*3nry 
[iBolton/  Mr,  Buckuill,  Dr.  Clark,  Mr. 
^ohen,  Mr.  Cros«lield,  Mr.  Dodd^  Mr,  | 
Thomas  Healy,  Mr,  Leen  Knowles,  Mr. 
Herbert  Lowis^,  Sir  John  Lnbhock,  Mr.  i 
Pickersgill,  and  Mr.  George  Kui^selL         ' 

^H     Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

w 


The  House  Suaipended   its  Sitting  at 
Seven  of  the  Clock, 

EVENING  SITTING, 


ANAL  RATE^,  tolls,  AND  CEIARGES  j 
PROVigiONAL  ORUEU  (nO.  2)  (BRIDG-  I 
WAT^H,    &C.    canals)    BILL.  j 

On  Motion  of  Mr.   Bnrt^  Bill  to  confirm  a  ' 
visional  Order  made  by  the  Boar^l  of  Trade, 
er   *'  The   Railway   and  Canal   TraflBc  Act, 
containing   the   ClaHsification  of    Mer- 
Traffic  and  the  Schedule  of  Maximum 
Tolls,   and  Charges  aiiplicable   thereto^ 
T  the  BridgvvHter  Canals  Undertaking  of  the 
Uanche-ster  i^hip  Canal  Ck>mpAny  and  for  certain 
other  Canals,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr, 
Burt  and  Mr.  Mundella. 
Bill  presentsdj  and  read  first  time.  [  BiU  1 98.] 


MARRIAGE    WITH     A     DECEASED     WIFB's 
SISTER    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Rees  Da  vies,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Uiw  Ha  to  Marriage  with  a  Deceased  VV^ife's 


ORDERS    OF     THE    DAY. 

SLTPPLV.— CUMMITTKB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr,  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair.** 

CROFTERS  (SCOTLAND)  ACT,  1886. 

RESOLUTION. 

Sir  D,  MACFARLANE  (Argyll), 
who  had  given  ootice  of  his  intention  to 
call  attention  to  tlie  necessity  for  amend- 
ing and  extending  the  Crofters  (Scot- 
laud)  Act  of  1886  ;  and  to  move, 

'*  Tliati  in  the  opinion  of  this  Houae,  it  13 
expedient  that  the  Crofters  (Scotland)  Act  of 
1886  be  amendeil  so  as  to  include  leaaeholdera  \ 
to  increase  and  make  effective  the  power  to 
enlarge  existing  holdings ;  and  to  provide  that 
a  person  who,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Gommis- 
sioners,  is  aubstantially  a  crofter  and  who  ia 
resident  in  the  crofting  parish  in   which   his 
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holding  is  situated,  shall  not  necessarily  be  |  that  the  Act  had  done  more  for  the 
excluded  from  the  benefits  of  the  Act  because  |  Highland  people  than  he  ever  expected, 
he  does  not  reside  on  his  holding/'  rp^^^  ^^^  ^^^^  ^l^j^g   j^  ^ad  done  which 

not  be  undone  was 


said,  he  understood  that  a  technical 
question  had  arisen  with  reference  to  the 
first  part  of  the  Resolution,  inasmuch  as 
it  contained  a  recommendation  which  was 
included  in  a  Bill  that  had  been  read  a 
first  time.  If  under  these  circumstances 
it  was  out  of  Order  for  him  to  move  the 
first  part  of  his  Motion,  he  would  leave 
it  out  and  move  only  the  second  part. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  I  think  that  the 
part  which  relates  to  the  inclusion  of 
leaseholders  will  not  be  in  Order,  as  it 
anticipates  a  Bill  now  before  the  House. 
SiK  D.  MACFARLANE  said,  he 
would,  then,  leave  that  out,  and  he  could 
do  so  without  difficulty,  because  the 
Government  had  already  accepted  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  The  question  he 
had  therefore  to  discuss  was  limited  to 
two  points.  The  first  related  to  the 
enlargement  of  existing  holdings.  There 
was  a  clause  in  the  Crofters  Act  of 
1886  providing  for  the  enlargement  of 
holdings,  but  he  thought  the  House 
would  not  be  surprised  to  learn  that  that 
clause  was  so  restricted  that  practically 
it  had  been  a  dead  letter.  As  far  as  he 
could  make  out  from  the  Report  of  the 
Crofters  Commission  of  1892,  in  the 
eight  years  since  that  Act  was  passed 
only  44  holdings  had  been  enlarged 
under  the  permissive  clause  of  the  Bill. 
It  was  obvious,  therefore,  that  it  had  not 
fulfilled  the  purpose  for  which  it  was 
intended.  The  Motion  did  not,  of 
course,  refer  to  a  Report  which  would 
be  received  shortly  from  the  Deer  Forest 
Commission,  but  it  was  evident  that  the 
restrictions  now  in  force  would  practi- 
cally make  it  impossible  for  the  Com- 
missioners to  enlarge  the  holdings  to  any 
extent.  The  Crofters  Act  would  have  to 
have  been  a  much  better  Act  than  it  was 
if  it  had  not  been  necessary,  after  the 
lapse  of  time  that  had  taken  place  since 
its  passage,  to  put  it  into  dock  for  altera- 
tion and  repair.  It  had  been  found  to  be 
a  very  weak  measure.  He  remembered 
that  during  the  discussions  that  took 
place  when  the  Bill  was  before  the 
House  in  1886  he  ventured  to  predict 
that  it  would  not  answer  the  purpose  it 
was  intended  for  sufficiently  to  satisfy 
the  just  demands  of  the  people  of  the 
Highlands.  But  while  he  said  that  this 
prophecy  had  unfortunately  been  fulfilled, 
he  must  admit  in  all  truth  and  lionesty 

Sir  D.  Macfarlane 


could  not  be  undone  was  to  place  upon 
the  Statute  Book  the  recognition  of  the 
principle  that  the  native  population — 
what  he  might  call  the  aborigines  of 
the  Highlands — had  rights  in  the  land  as 
well  as  the  landlords.  It  was  impossible 
to  over-estimate  the  value  of  the  recogni- 
tion of  that  principle.  The  Act  had 
effected  a  reduction  of  rent«*  from  30  to 
60  per  cent.,  and  it  had  also  struck  off 
a  number  of  arrears  that  hung  round 
the  necks  of  the  crofters,  and  made  the 
struggle  for  life  impossible.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  defects  in  the  Act  had  been 
made  plain,  and  it  was  the  manifest  duty 
of  the  House  to  remedy  those  defects  if 
it  could  be  shown  to  be  just  and  reason- 
able that  they  should  be  remedied.  He 
was  convinced  that  it  was  just  and  reason- 
able that  the  holdings  should  be  enlarged, 
and  he  was  also  convinced  that,  the  re- 
strictive clause,  which  defined  what  was 
and  what  was  not  a  crofter,  should 
be  amended.  He  should  be  afraid  to 
say  how  many  letters,  petitions,  and 
papers  he  had  received  on  the  subject 
of  this  restrictive  clause.  T4ie  Commis- 
sioners had  decided  that  men  who  were 
bona  fide  holders  of  crofts,  but  happened 
to  live  in  little  hamlets  which  had  the 
crofts  all  round  them,  were  not  crofters. 
The  result  had  been  the  exclusion  from 
the  benefits  of  the  Act  of  a  very  large 
number  of  people  whom  the  Act  was 
originally  intended  to  include.  There 
were  many  other  Amendments  of  the 
Act  which  might  be  recommended  to  the 
House  as  necessary  ;  but  he  desired  to 
approach  the  subject  with  the  utmost 
moderation,  and  in  a  practical  spirit,  and 
he  proposed  only  that  which  he  believed 
he  should  be  likely  to  succeed  in  carry- 
ing. He  had  left  out  a  very  large  class 
of  deserving  people  in  the  Highlands, 
but  he  was  waiting  hopefully  for  the 
Report  of  the  Deer  Forest  Commission, 
when  he  trusted  that  a  sufficient  amount 
of  land  would  be  found  to  be  available  in 
the  Highlands  to  provide  land  for  all 
who  needed  it.  Two  small  Acts  of  Par- 
liament were  passed  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment which  were  supplementary  to  the 
Crofters  A(;t,  but  extended  over  a  wider 
area — namely,  the  Small  Holdings  Act 
and  the  Allotments  Act.  He  said 
nothing  about  the  motives  of  the  lato 
Government  in  passing  those  measures. 
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but  certainly  if  tiiey  had  been  designed 
to  prevent  the  acqiiitsiiion  of  email 
lioldings  and  aUotmenti^  they  coiilJ  uot 
have  been  better  framed  for  the  purpose. 
County  Council  after  County  Council 
had  refused  to  put  tbem  in  force  beeause 
of  the  intolerable  restrictions?  contained 
in  them.  He  was  anxious  that  the  dis- 
cussion abould  not  occupy  more  time 
than  was  absolutely  necessary,  and  he 
would  therefore  do  no  more  than  appeal 
to  the  Houi^e  on  behalf  of  a  deserving 
humble  people,  who,  if  they  bad  been 
less  law-abiding  and  less  deserving, 
would  have  had  their  grievances  redresseit 
many  a  year  ago.  They  bad  been  an 
uncomplaining  people,  altbotigh  they  bad 
suffered  under  landlord  tyranny  to  an 
extent  that  the  House  was  uot  fully 
a%vare  of.  The  principle  of  the  Crofters 
Act,  recognising  as  it  did  the  interest  of 
crofters  in  the  land,  was  invaluable,  not 
merely  as  a  means  of  obtainiug  a  rG<hic- 
tion  of  the  rents  they  paid,  but  as 
a  means  of  const itn ting  them  free 
men  who  were  not  afraid  of  eviction  at 
every  glance  of  the  landlord's  factor. 
They  asked  respectfully,  lawfully,  and 
humbly  that  as  much  Justice  should  be 
done  to  them  as  had  !>een  done  to  their 
fellow-subjects  across  the  water  in 
Ireland.  There  were  no  restrictions 
as  to  leaseholders  or  as  to  those  who  did 
not  actually  live  upon  their  crofts.  The 
present  legal  definition  of  a  crofter  was 
absurd,  unjust,  and  unreasonable.  He 
appealed  to  bon.  Members,  far  removed 
as  they  were  from  all  knowledge  of  the 
misery  of  these  people,  to  try  and  do 
something  that  would  ameliorate  their 
oonditton.  Ho  had  been  in  a  great  many 
parts  of  the  world,  including  countries 
like  Turkey,  that  were  called  benighted, 
and  he  declared  there,  before  the  House, 
that  he  had  never  seen  a  civilised  jjeople 
that  were  condemned  to  live  the  life  that 
many  of  these  poor  Highlanders  bad  been 
reduced  to.  It  was  a  scandal  and  a 
shame  that  such  things  should  be.  He 
was  quite  sure  that  an  appeal  of  this  kind 
would  not  be  heanl  with  deaf  ears  by  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  (S  ir  G .  Tre  velyan  ), 
and  that  he  had  in  this  matter,  as  in  all 
others  affecting  the  welfare  of  the  people, 
the  full  sympathy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, He  moved  the  Resohition  with  the 
altaration  that  bo  had  already  indicated. 

Dr.  FARQUH arson  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W,),  in  seconding  the  Reaohition, 
eon  gra  tula  ted  his  hon.  Friend  on  having 


obtainml  the  opporttinity  of  bringing  it 
before  the  House,  It  was  very  appro- 
priate that  bis  hon.  Friend  should  be  the 
Member  to  bring  it  forward,  because 
many  Members  would  remember  the 
active  and  energetic  aid  the  hon.  Member 
bad  given  to  his  constituents  and  to  the 
Highlanders  generally  in  |iassing  the 
Crofters  Bill  through  the  Houftc.  He 
(Dr.  Farquh arson)  could  also  congratulate 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Sir  G, 
Tre  velyan),  whose  name  would  be 
always  in  Scotland  honourably  Hssoeiatod 
with  the  passing  of  the  Crofters  Act,  on 
having  had  the  opportnuity  afforded  to 
him  of  completing  the  work  he  so  well 
began  a  few  years  ago.  He  (juite  agreed 
with  his  hon.  Friend  that  the  Crofters 
Act  had  been  a  great  success  in  Scot- 
land. Only  the  other  day  emphatic 
testimony  was  given  of  tlie  improvements 
that  had  lieen  made  by  the  Crofters  Act 
in  the  parts  of  Scotland  to  which  it  had 
been  applied — how  it  bad  given  the 
stimulus  of  hope  to  the  |>oorand  suffering 
people,  and  such  security  of  tenure,  and 
such  fair  rents  as  emibled  them  to  carry 
on  their  methods  of  agriculture  with  a 
greater  prospect  of  success  than  before* 
His  hon.  Friend  had,  however,  well 
pointed  out  that,  good  as  the  Act  was  in 
many  respects,  it  still  required  Jimend- 
ment.  He  concurred  with  his  hon.  Friend 
in  hoping  that  the  results  of  the  labours 
of  those  Commissioners  who  were  now 
conducting  very  laborious  investigations 
throughout  Scotland  would  be  to  enable 
the  Crofters  Commission  to  carry  out 
further  good  work,  and  to  enable  the 
Highlanders  to  obtain  that  greater  amount 
of  land  which  they  so  urgently  required. 
He  was  bound  to  say  that  his  interest 
in  the  question  was  a  little  wider  than  the 
scope  of  the  Resolution  which  his  hon. 
Friend  bad  proposed.  He  had  always 
wondered  why  the  Crofters  Act  had  not 
l>een  a  little  more  widely  extended,  and 
that  other  parts  of  the  country  had  not 
been  brought  within  its  scope.  He  could 
not  holp  feeling  a  shade  of  disappointment 
that  his  hon.  Friend  had  not  made  his 
Motion  as  wide  as  was  its  Preamble.  He 
hoped  to  see  an  extension  of  the  Crofters 
Act  to  other  parts  of  Scotland  besides 
those  to  which  it  was  now  applicable, 
and  he  was  glad  to  see  the  Amendment 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Aberdeenshire  (Mr.  Buchanau)  had 
placed  upon  the  Paper.  Aberdeenshire 
was  essentially  a  crofting  county,  and  it 
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ttCtualljT  eonfHiued  u  larger  inimljer  of 
small  holdiugB  tbati  any  other  county  in 
Scotland.  At  tliis  moment  there  were  in 
Aberdeenshire  ovur  8/XK)  holdings  of  less 
than  £50  annnal  rent,  and  6,000  of  them 
were  of  less  rhau  £20  animal  rent.  These 
holdings  had  great  elainjH  to  bo  ineloded 
under  an  Act  whieh  would  give  dxity  of 
tenure  and  fair  rent.  They  were  t?mall, 
and  very  many  of  them  were  held  npon 
conditions  under  which  the  holders  might 
at  any  moment  be  forcibly  dispossessetl 
without  having  any  claim  to  compensation. 
Very  many  of  the  holders  had  pasture  in 
common,  and  they  were  also  under  other 
conditions  which  ought  to  bring  thera 
within  the  provisions  of  the  Crofters 
Act.  There  was  no  county  in  Scotland 
in  which  the  demand  lor  the  extension  of 
the  Croftert;  Act  to  itself  was  bo  keen, 
so  strong,  and  so  universal  as  Aberdeen- 
shire. He  thought  the  Aberdeenshire 
faiuicrs  felt  that  the  large  number  of 
small  holdings  in  thai  eonnty  had  been 
the  making  of  their  farming  industry, 
and  that  they  had  been  the  means  of 
liuilding  up  the  great  prosperity  of  the 
eonnty  «s  an  agricultural  centre,  anil, 
above  all,  us  a  great  rattle-feeding  and 
breeding  county.  Tlie  fact  was,  tiiat  the 
small  farms  had  fed  the  large,  and, 
betw*een  the  two,  Aberdeenshire  had 
been  erected  into  what  he  might  call  the 
premier  coimty  in  Scotland  for  cattle- 
feeding,  if  not  for  cattle-breedhig.  The 
county  had  been  enabled  to  hold  its  own 
better  during  the  present  depression  of 
agricukure  than  any  other  part  of  Scot- 
laud.  It  was  perhaps  tiot  unnatural 
that,  under  these  circumstances,  the 
Aberdeenshire  farmers  were  eastiog 
wistftd  eyes  upon  the  advantages  which 
the  Highlanders  derived  from  the  Crofters 
Act.  He  thought  that  if  there  could  he 
an  ext^iisiou  of  the  Crofters  Act  in  these 
parts  of  Seotliind  it  w^onhl  be  of  enor- 
mous advantage.  It  would  check  the 
present  tendency  to  abolish  crofts  and 
small  holdings — the  landlords  being 
anxious  to  avoid  keeping  tip  the  build- 
ings on  thera  ;  it  would  keep  the  people 
on  the  soil,  and  would  operate  in  some 
degree  as  a  remedy  for  the  prevailing 
agricultural  depression,  as  it  would  in- 
duce the  tenants  to  put  their  capital 
into  the  soil.  He  most  cordially  secooded 
the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend, 
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Amendment   proposed,    to    leave    out 
from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of  the 
QueetioDy  in  order  to  add  the  worda— 
J?n  Farquhanon 


**  In  the  opinion  of  tins  House,  it  is  expe- 
dient that  tlieCruftura  (Scotland)  Act  of  1886  be 
iimenrled  so  as  to  increaKC  and  make  effective 
the  power  to  enlarj^e  existing  holdings,  and  to 
provide  that  a  person  who,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  ConimissiouerHt  is  HubetantiiiUy  a  crofter, 
;uui  who  is  resident  in  the;  rroftlng  pflrish  in 
which  his boltling  is  situated,  shall  not  neoefl- 
sarily  Ix?  excluderl  from  the  tenefits  of  the  Act 
liecttuse  he  does  not  reside  on  hia  holding,'* — 
(*S7/-  li.  Jiltir/urlanc.) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  he  left  out  stJind  part  of  the 
Question," 

The     secretary     for    SCOT- 
LAND   (Sir  G,  TreveI-yax,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)     said,   that    the    hon*  Mem- 
j  her   had    heen   obliged   to  leave    out   of 
I  hie  Anieudtnent    that   part  of    it  which 
applied  to  leaseholders,  hut  he  might  say 
that    his  opinion   on  that   question    waa 
I  well   known.     As   to  the  second  part  of 
I  the    Aniendnient,     in     IW88    he  luid  the 
honour  of  railing  the  jUtention    of    ihe 
House   lo  the  great  disappointment  that 
was  experienced   in    regard  to  the  opera- 
tion   of   the    provisions    of   the    Act  for 
enlarging  the    holdings    of  the    crofters. 
The  Goveiinnent  of  thatday  were  pleased 
I  to  grant  a  special  Return  by  the  Crofters 
I  Com  miss  ion  to  show  the  reasons  why  the 
I  Act  bad  failed  in  that  respect  ;  and    as 
soon   as   that   Return    was    laid  on    the 
Table    of   the   House,   it  becume  evident 
that  there  must  be  sonie  remedy  for    the 
existing  state  of  things,     Little  had  been 
done  up  to  that  time.  There  were  24,000 
crofters,  so  far  as  the  Government  knew, 
'  in  the  crofting  counties  of  Scotland.  The 
!  net  result  of  applications  for  the  enlarge* 
I  tneut  of  holdings  had  been  that  57  had 
I  been  carried  into  etiect,  to  the  advantage 
I  of  844    applicants.      No   less    than    444 

were  in  one  county^ — Sutherland  shire, 
I      Dk,  CLARK  :  And  one  is  the   Duke^ 
I      SiK  G.     TKEVELYAN  :  And    one 
w^as    the   Duke.      That    made    443.     Iq 
I  that  district  the  matter  had  been  carried 
'  through   largely    liy    agreement,    hut   in 
other  counties  comparatively  few  appli- 
cations had  been  made  and  brought  to  a 
successful    result.      He  earnestly  trusted 
that  Parliament   would  soon  have  an  op- 
portunity of  dealing  with  this  matter.  Up 
I  TO   the    present    enlargement   was    only 
competent   when    five   or    more  crofters 
applied.     Ho  thought  that  an  individual 
!  crofter   ought    to   be  allowed  to   apply. 
Under  Section  13,  Sub-seetion  5,  of  the 
Act  it  was  not  cotn potent  for  the  Croftera 
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Commissioii  to  graQt  au  applicatiou  for 
enlargemeut  of  crofts  if  it  would  Lave  the 
effect  of  raising  the  atiinial  valite  of  tlte 
Uoidiog  to  a  liigher  amount  tliiin  £15. 
It  was  not  competent  to  the  Crofters 
Comraiasiou  to  raise  the  aiinujil  vahie  of 
the  holdiugi^  to  a  higher  tignre  th*io  £15 
each.  His  opinion  waa  that  the  figure 
of  £15  ought  to  be  raised  to  that  of  £30 
as  the  amount  of  rental  which  a  iTofter 
could  pay  without  losing  the  lionefits  nf 
the  Act.  Then  it  ought  seriously  to  bo 
considered  whetlier  the  limit  of  £KK> 
rental,  below  which  no  land  could  be 
taken  from  a  farm  for  the  purpose  of 
enlarging  crofterp'  lioldingB,  ought  not  to 
be  reconsidered.  Rents  had  fallen  in  the 
Highlands  from  the  same  causes  us  in 
other  parts,  and  a  rent  of  £100  for  a 
monntain  farm  was  a  high  standard 
below  which  laud  might  not  be  takeu  for 
eniarging  erottersi'  holdings.  In  the  next 
place,  Section  22  of  the  Act  onght  mi- 
donbtedlj  to  be  repealed,  and  the  powers 
which  the  Commission  had  for  the  pur- 
pose of  enlarging  crofters'  holdings  onght 
to  be  made  pcrmiinent  powers,  uot  de- 
pending on  the  willingness  of  Parliament 
to  prolong  them  from  year  to  year. 
Besides  that,  the  provisions  about  the 
continuity  of  crofts  ought  to  he  carefully 
reconsidered.  It  wai*  with  the  object  of 
preparing  the  ground  for  legislation  on 
this  iiupoTtant  c|ue8tinti  that  tliey  had 
appointed  what  was  generally  called  the 
Deer  Forests  Commission,  tie  had  come 
down  provided  with  an  acsouiit  of  the 
work  the  Commisisiou  had  been  doing, 
and  he  Inul  reason  to  lw>lieve  that  the 
complete  survey  of  the  Highlands  that 
was  wanted  in  order  to  found  upon  it  a 
satisfactory  measure  for  the  eniargeraeut 
of  crofters'  holdings  would  be  concluded 
within  a  reasonable  time.  Now  became  to 
the  third  part  of  his  hon.  Friend's  Motion— 

"  Tu  provide  tUat  a  person  wlio,  in  the  opmiun 
of  ihe  Coromissionerf!,  is  sntietantially  a  crofter 
and  who  is  resident  in  the  crofting  parish  in 
which  his  ; holding  is  i^ituated,  Bhal!  not  aeceS' 
Barily  be  excludeci  from  the  benefits  of  the  Act 
because  he  does  not  reside  on  his  holding." 

These  were  very  important  words  in  the 
opinion  of  the  ComtDissiouers,  and  he  did 
not  believe  the  Commissioners  ever  ex- 
tended the  benefits  of  the  Act  to  a  per- 
son that  was  not  actually  a  crofter,  if 
he  lived  In  a  orofttng  parish  ;  and  he  did 
not  see  why  he  should  be  debarred  from 
the  benefits  of  the  Act  because  he 
resided  in  a  crofting  village,  though  his 


actual  dwelling   was    not    ou    the    croft 
itself.  If  he  fulfilled  the  eouditions  of  the 
crofter,   if   the   improvements   had   been 
matlc  by  himself  or  his  predecessors  in  title 
if   he   rftshled    on  a   pasture,   he   was   a 
crofter  to  all  intents  and  purposes.     He 
was  very  much  gratitied    with  what  bis 
hou.   Friend   had   said  about   the   opera- 
tin  us    of    the    Crofters    Act.     They    re- 
ferred to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  and  to 
the  advantages   Irish   Memliers   had  got 
in  their  turn?  they  referred  to  the  advan- 
tages the  crofters  Iiad  obtained,  and  he 
was    bound    to    say    not    without    some 
reason.      He   found  that  since  the  Act 
had   been   in  operation^  in   no  less   than 
1 4,0fK)  holdings  out  of  a  gross   total  of 
24,0(K)  the  rents  had   !»een   reduced  from 
173,000  a  year  to  £52,000  a  year  ;  that 
was  to  say,  there   had   been   an  average 
reduction  of  29  per  cent.,  and,  what  would 
he  regarded  in  Ireland  as  an  eu viable  ad- 
vantage, the  arrears,  which  amounted   to 
£180,000,  had  been   cancelled  until  only 
32   per   cent,    bad    actually   to   l>e   paid. 
The  effect  of  the  Act  Imd  cert^iinly  been 
hi  every  respect  equal  to  everything  that 
his  hon.   Friend  described.      In   certain 
respects     the    crofters     and     their     de* 
scendants   had  been  encouraged,  and  he 
was  told  that  interference  by  the  factor — 
interference  of  a    vexations  sort — was  a 
thing  scarcely    known,      From    a  letter 
sent  to  him   recently,  it   up  pea  red  that  a 
most  excellent  Judge  said   the  effect  of 
the  Act  had  l>een  that  in  the  majority  of 
cases   the  crofter  t^ok   a  greater  interest 
in  his   holding,  and   bad   made  improve^ 
ments  and  used   better  methods  of  culti- 
vation.    Among  other  things,   the  sys- 
tem of   the   rotation   of  crops   had    been 
more  widely  adopte<i  than  formerly.  The 
administration  of  the  Act  had  hnd  a  large 
educational  effect^  iuc hiding  the  adoption 
of  important   suggestions   for    improved 
methods    of    farming.     As    to    improve- 
ments   in    buildings,   it    was   beyond   all 
doubt  that  a  very  large  number  of  new 
dwelling-houses   and  stemlings  had  been 
erected  at  the  crofters'  expense  since  the 
passing  of   the  Act.     This  fact  had  cer- 
tainly forced  itself  even  on  such  cursory 
observation  as  he  had  been  able  to  make^ 
and  a  friend  of   his  connected  with  this 
movement,  from  the  point  of  view  of  a 
promoter  of  the  movement  by  agitation^ 
had  informed  him  that  he  had  been  Id 
every    part   of  the    Highlands,    and    he 
knew  no  part  in  the  crofting  counties  in 
which  much  better  houses  had  uot  beia^ 
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built  iu  place  of  the  bad  ones,  and  he 
ventured  to  say  that  in  many  places  in 
the  Highlands,  from  being  almost  worse 
than  the  Irish  cabins,  had  become  equal 
to  the  best  cottages  in  Northumberland 
and  the  North  of  England.  To-day  he 
had  had  sent  him  a  telegram  from  Argyll- 
shire, which,  however,  was  somewhat 
marred  in  the  sending — 

»*The  Medical  OflScer  for  the  County  of 
Argyll  has  reported  on  the  (general  condition  of 
Argyll ;  he  has  reported  to  the  CJounty  Council 
showing  great  improyements  have  been  carried 
out  in  the  dwelling-houses  on  the  island." 

— he  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  thought  it  must 
be  the  Island  of  Tiree — 

«*  During  the  past  three  years  about  30  houses 
have  been  entirely  rebuilt.  This  has  been 
voluntarily  done  by  the  crofters  on  the  security 
which  is  adfforded  by  the  Act." 

When  the  Act  had  produced  such  great 
advantages,  including  among  them  a 
regular  and  cheerful  payment  of  rent,  he 
was  sure  the  House  would  only  be  too 
glad  to  agree  with  the  Government  in 
extending  the  Act  as  far  as  his  hon. 
Friend  proposed  by  his  Motion. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Aberdeenshire, 
E.)  said,  he  was  sure  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Argyllshire  (Sir  D.  Macfar- 
lane)  must  have  heard  with  satisfaction 
the  speech  just  delivered,  and  all  Scotch 
Ministers  would  agree  with  him  in 
satisfaction  at  the  acknowledgment 
given  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
to  the  various  Amendments  which  the 
Government  promised  to  support.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  shown  most 
clearly  what  an  immense  boon  and  ad- 
vantage the  Crofters  Act  had  been  during 
the  eight  years  it  had  been  in  operation 
in  that  part  of  Scotland  to  which  it  was 
extended.  But  he  had  heard  his  right  hon. 
Friend  in  one  respect  speak  with  a  certain 
sense  of  disappointment,  for  he  did  not 
allude  to  the  proposals  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Aberdeenshire  (Dr. 
Farquharson)  for  an  extension  of  the  Act 
to  those  parts  of  Scotland  to  which  the 
Act  did  not  now  apply.  During  the 
progress  of  the  Bill  through  the  House, 
before  it  became  an  Act,  it  w  as  urged  on 
the  Government  of  the  day  that  the  Act 
should  not  be  arbitrarily  limited  to  one 
geographical  portion  of  the  country,  but 
that  it  should  be  made  applicable  to  all 
crofting  tenants,  no  matter  where  they 
-were.  Scottish  Members  representing 
•crofter  constituencies  claimed  that  those 
who    held    under    substantially    similar 
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tenure  in  other  parts  of  Scotland  should 
have  applied  to  their  crofts  precisely 
similar  legislative  remedies.  That  was 
the  claim  they  made,  and  urged  on  the 
consideration  of  the  House  and  the  Go- 
vernment, and  he  was  sure  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Aberdeen- 
shire (Dr.  Farquharson)  would  agree 
with  him  in  asserting  that  there  was  no 
subject  that  demanded  greater  attention 
and  consideration.  There  was  a  strong 
feeling  in  the  North-Eastern  Counties, 
not  confined  to  one  political  Party,  that 
at  all  events  a  similar  measure  should  be 
passed  for  crofters  whose  position  was 
similar  to  that  of  the  crofters  as  defined 
by  the  present  Act.  The  crofter  in  the 
North-East  of  Scotland,  like  the  other 
crofters,  had  a  claim  on  the  soil  from  his 
ancestors.  He  had  built  the  house  in 
which  he  lived,  and  he  had  made  the  im- 
provements iu  the  holding.  They  had 
just  the  same  reason  as  the  crofters  in 
the  North  and  West  for  their  rent  not 
being  raised  on  their  own  improvements. 
The  crofters  in  the  North-East  had  also 
suffered  from  insecurity  of  their  tenure, 
and  been  capriciously  dismissed  from 
their  holdings.  Sometimes  it  was  in 
order,  no  doubt,  to  carry  out  some  great 
agricultural  improvement.  A  crofter 
had  brought  a  bit  of  hillside  into  cultiva- 
tion, another  had  done  the  same  on  the 
land  adjoining,  and  the  landlord,  wanting 
to  throw  these  and  perhaps  a  dozen  other 
crofts  into  one  large  holding,  had  the 
right  to  turn  these  men  out  without 
any  compensation.  Anyone  who  remem- 
bered the  inquiry  of  the  Crofter 
Commission  a  dozen  years  ago  would 
find  these  were  the  great  grievances 
under  which  the  crofters  of  the  West 
Highlands  were  suffering.  Though  as  a 
general  rule  in  the  North-East  of  Scot- 
land most  of  the  crofters  possessed  leases, 
it  was  not  universally  the  case,  and  he 
was  prepared  to  show  how  up  to  the 
present  time  there  were  constant  cases 
occurring  in  that  part  of  Scotland  where 
the  tenant  was  turned  out  of  his  holding 
without  notice  being  given  or  any 
compensation  being  given.  There  was 
one  case  that  came  under  the  attention 
of  the  House  and  the  country  less  than  a 
year  ago,  which  he  would  explain  to  the 
House,  as  it  illustrated  the  unfortunate 
position  of  these  men  most  clearly.  In 
the  west  of  Aberdeenshire,  on  property 
belonging  to  the  Duke  of  Fife,  a  large 
number  of   sales  took  place  in  1888  and 
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1889.     In   that  part   of    the  world    the 
Duke  sold    a   gocni   farm   to    ooe  of  his 
^Klenauts  for  a  very  amall  mi m her  of  years' 
^Hpurchase,     Oti    that   farm    wh^    a    Hruall 
^Bcroft  of   ahoiit   tive    nitres.     The   teiiatit 
^V^'^ho  bad  hotight  the  holding  himself  sold 
it  to   auotlier  nino   from   another  part   of 
I*      the  iioiintry.    The  new  hmcllord  on  enter- 
^■ifjg  on   the   property  foniid  this   croft   of 
|^«five  ftere«  at   the  corner  of  the   holding, 
a.fid  finding  tliat  the  crofter  ulio  hehl   it 
had  no  title  to  it  and   no  lease,  the  land- 
lord gave   him    notice  to  tnrn  out  of  his 
ho  id  rug    in  six    months.      JXo   compensa- 
tion  was  ever  giveu   to  the   man    for  the 
improvement?!  he  had  made  on  the  croft, 
or  for  the  honse  that  ho  had  hid  It  npo«  it. 
iThie  crofter  was  one  of  the  oldest  inhnhj- 
^ants  of  tlie  district,  and  was  alive  now, 
heing  ahoKt  89  years  of  age.     His  faiher 

Baud    bis    grandfather    had   rent    rccr'i[pt?5 
dating  hack  from    179.S,  and   hud  hj^d  19 
years'  leases  from  1845  to  1883,    Wlien 
this  man  wanteil  to  reoew  his  19  years' 
lease,   the  factor  to    the  Dnke    of    Fife 
said,  *^0h,  you  cao  go  on  as  yon  are,  yon 
l^*]]\  never   be  distnrhed."     The  man  be- 
lieved  him,  but   the    property    was  so  hi, 
itid  no  means  were   taken   tliat  the  pro- 
Iperty  of  this  man  shoidd  be  safeguarded 
it]   the  sale,    and  the  new    landhml  was 
ithin  his  legal  rights  in  turning  him  out 
l^'ithout  any  compensation.       The  Duke 
of  Fife  was  not  in  any  way  to  hlame  for 
Ihis,  and  as  soon  as  the  case  was  referred 
*to  hiai  the  Duke  took  action   and  imme- 
diately gave  the    man   another    croft   in 
the  neighbourhood*  But  what  they  wished 
to  press  upoii  the  Honse  and  the  Govern- 
ment was  that  it  should  not  be  in  tbo  power 
of  a  landlord    to  do  ibis,   that   the  legal 
rights    of   these  men   shoukh  as   in  this 
tse  they  ought  to  have  been,  he  provitletl 
|or    under    the    sale   and    properly  safe- 
guarded,    lie  would  jubt  say  a  word  oa 
Ihe  subject  allitded  to  by  the  lion.  Mem- 
er  for  West  Aberdeenshire  (Dr.  Fanpi- 
barson),  that  there  were  wider  interests 
tnvolveit  than  were  evident  at  first  sight. 
Tbey    hatl    constant   complaints,    which 
^veryoue  deplored,  that  the  population  in 
he    country    districts   was    steadily  de- 
breasing,  and  that  there  was  a  migration 
rom  tho  country  districts   to   the  towns. 
That  had  taken  place  to  a   lartre  degree 
In  the  country  with  regard  to  which  he 
raa  now  speaking,  and,  If  tliey    looked 
into    the    facts,   they    observed    it    was 
imotigst  that  yery  class  of  individuals  to 
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which  he  was  referring,  and  that  it  was 
most  undesirable  that  it  shouhl  be  so. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  it)  his  observations  on  the  good 
effects  of  the  Crofters  Act,  alluded  to 
the  fact  that  the  houses  of  the  crofters 
bad  been  so  much  improve^l  under  its 
provisions.  He  couhl  give  an  illustration 
which  showed  how  much  the  benelits  of 
the  Act  were  wanted  in  the  North -East 
of  Scotland.  The  right  bon.  Gentleman 
would  iind  it  stated  in  the  Keport  of  the 
Assistant  Lalmur  Commissioner  that 
during  last  autumn  he  visited  part  of  the 
North-East  of  Scotland,  where  he  found 
that  one  crofter  had  to  leave  his  eroft 
becau>ie  ihe  house  had  l>een  condemned 
by  the  i^uitary  ottieer,  the  landlorti  couhl 
uot  afford  to  rebuild  it,  and  would  not 
give  a  lease  to  the  crofter  so  as  to  secure 
bini  in  the  rehiiilding.  That  showed 
that  the  want  of  an  extension  of  the  Act 
perpetuated  insanitary  and  had  houses  in 
that  part  of  the  coiuiiry.  One  word 
more  on  ihe  general  considerations.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Aber- 
deenshire (Dr,  Farqubarson)  alluded  to 
the  fa(!t  that  Aberdeenshire  contained  a 
larger  number  of  agricultural  bolding> 
than  any  other  county  in  Seotland.  Hi> 
Ijoiu  Frietul  quoted  a  Heturn  issneil 
fnr  tiie  year  18H1,  whicii  showed 
the  toljil  number  of  holdings  to  l>e  11*947, 
and  the  holdings  umler  £10  value  num- 
bered 3,866.  In  the  Assistant  Comnus- 
sionei 's  Report  they  bad  the  figures  given 
for  1891  for  Aberdeenshire,  which  showetl 
that  in  the  course  of  the  10  years  the  total 
number  of  holdings  bad  diminished  to 
1 1,4()2,  and  the  holdings  under  £10  had 
dropped  to  3,100.  That  showed  that  the 
greatest  diminution  had  been  amongst 
the  chiss  who  were  crofters  and  cottai>, 
and  this  had  a  very  serious  effect  upon 
the  general  agrjeidtrre  of  Aberileenshire 
aitd  Bnurt':^hire  ;  therefore  he  thought  ihey 
coultl  earnestly  urge  this  extension  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Crofters  Act  upon  the 
Government  in  order  to  check  the  <lrain 
that  was  going  on.  They  urged  it  for 
the  sake  of  thcBe  crofter  tenants  them- 
selves, iti  order  thai  they  might  get 
security  in  ilie  cultivation  of  their  hold- 
ings, seL'uriiy  that  they  would  reap  the 
benefits  of  their  industry,  and  won  hi  not 
he  turned  out  of  their  homes  that  iti 
many  cases  they  hud  built  themselves 
without  due  compensation.  He  also 
urged  it  on  the  House  ajid  the  Govern- 
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iiiGJit  tbut  the  provisions  of  the  Act  !=$liotild 
be  exteodod  to  them  on  the  ground  thai 
they  would  thereby  substantially  juiprove 
the  couditioDs  of  afjjrieulturo  geuorally 
tbrout^diout  Scotland,  nnd  do  something 
more  than  they  eonld  do  by  these  new 
AMotmeurs  and  Small  Holdings  Acts  to 
keep  the  iimall  holdings  that  at  present 
existed  and  check  in  :^onie  degree  the 
constant  drain  tliat  wa,s  going  on  from  the 
country  districts  into  the  towns. 

Sir  W.  WEDDERBURN  (Banff- 
**hire)  supported  the  Motion,  and  urged 
that  thin  legialntion  should  be  exteudoil 
not  only  ns  regarded  the  subject-njatter, 
but  geographically  t^j  those  parts  of  the 
country  where  those  wlio  were  uuiier  the 
same  condition  as  the  croftera  could  also, 
in  the  Bame  way^  get  the  relief  which 
was  conferred  by  the  exiBting  Croft ers 
Act,  He  would  specially  refer  to  the 
eouuly  ho  had  the  honour  to  represent, 
because  it  was  essentially  a  crofters"* 
tiouoty  and  deiserving  of  relief  ia  this 
ret*pect.  It  appeared  from  the  Parlia- 
mentary Return  which  had  already  been 
(juoted  in  the  course  of  the  Delmte,  that 
in  the  County  of  Raiitf'^hire  the  number 
of  crofters — tlmt  wa^  to  say,  those  who 
piild  less  than  £30  a  year  in  rent — -was 
no  les8  than  3,573,  whereas  the  larger 
holders  who  paid  more  than  £150  a  year 
only  numbered  212,  In  other  words,  the 
iimall  holders  were  as  16  to  1  compared 
with  the  large  ones,  and  therefore  Baufif- 
fthire  must  have  been  accidentally  over- 
looked when  this  relief  was  being  giveo 
under  the  Crofters  Act.  With  regard  to 
the  concession  that  had  hoeu  agreed  to  by 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  in  the  matter 
of  the  residences  of  the  crofters,  he  should 
like  to  draw  attention  to  a  particubir 
class  of  holding  which  was  of  consider- 
able importance  in  his  connty.  Many 
people  in  connection  with  tlieir  honses 
held  in  aihlition  a  portion  of  land  in  the 
near  neighbourhood  of  a  town,  although 
they  did  not  hapi»en  to  live  beside  the 
town.  They  held  the  land  on  tlie 
strength  of  the  occupation  of  the 
house,  and  the  whale  of  the 
inipn»vementg  tn  the  land  were  made  b^ 
t/^einseJves*      But   if   the  owner  of  the 
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house  sold  his  proprietary  rights,  the 
Imlder  of  the  allotted  laud  lost  the  whole 
of  bis  improvemonts,  which  went  to  the 
purchaser.  The  teuaut  who  had  rofwle 
the  improvements  had  no  possibility  of 
getting  compensation.  This  was  a  hjird 
case,  which  might  be  met  hy  the  proposal 
of  the  Mover  of  the  Resolution,  supposing 
the  Crofters  Act  was  extended  to  such 
counties  as  Banffshire,  and  the  people 
were  anxious  that  this  legislative  relief 
should  be  extended  to  them.  The 
County  of  Banffsliire  had  a  special 
anxiety  as  regarded  one  portion  of  the 
Crofters  Act — namely,  that  portion  with 
reference  to  harbours.  There  was  no 
part  of  the  Scottish  coast  more  exposed 
to  shipwreck  and  disaster  than  Murray 
Forth,  and  his  constituents  hoped  that, 
by  the  extension  of  the  Crofters  Act, 
they  would  receive  more  attention  to  this 
question  of  harl>onr  accommodation.  He 
trusted  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  would 
give  the  matter  his  most  kind  and  careful 
consideration.  He  hoped  the  right  lion. 
Gentleman  would  not  consider  that,  be- 
cause a  very  active  agitation  had  not 
taken  place  in  these  parts  of  the  country, 
that  the  people  did  not  on  that  account 
feel  very  deeply.  They  were  an  ex- 
tremely law-abiding,  quiet,  piitient  people, 
antl  he  hail  always  assured  them  that,  in 
regard  to  what  had  been  done  for  their 
brethren  in  the  West,  they  must  never 
think  tbai  because  they  were  so  qnlet 
and  piitient  the  Government  would  fail 
to  \^\ve  them  the  same  redress. 

8tR  L.  LYELL  (Orkney  and  Shet- 
land) said,  that  the  crofters  in  his  con- 
stituency owed  a  deep  debt  of  gratitude 
to  the  Government  of  1886  for  passing 
the  Crofters  Act,  but,  during  the  eight 
years  it  had  been  in  operation,  it  had 
been  shown  that  a  considenible  number 
of  ameliorations  and  alterations  were 
requisite.  When  the  Act  was  passed  it 
was  felt  to  be  a  great  act  of  emancipa- 
tion, but  unfortunately  it  was  not  ii 
vohiiitary  emancipation  on  tlie  part  of 
some  landowners. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present  ;  House  cotintetl,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present : — 

ITouse  adjourned  at  ten  minates  after 
Ten  o*clock  till  Monday  next* 


% 


^ 


1653 


Teehmctil 


{30  April  1894} 


HOUSE     OF    LORDS, 
Mandat/,  SOth  April  1S94, 


The  Earl  of  Selboroe— Sat  Spetiker. 

House  adjourn  eel  during  pleasure  ;  aud 
Limed  bf  ibe  Lord  Chancellor. 

TECHNICAL  EDUCATION. 
MOTION'  FOR  A  RETURN. 

♦Lord  NORTON  moved  for  ti  Return 
from  every  County  Council  of  any 
portions  of  the  residue,  after  prior 
charged^  of  Customs  tinti  Excise  Duties 
paid  to  local  taxation  under  iLc 
o3rd  &  O'lth  Vict.  c.  60,  s.  (2),  put 
lit  their  diapoaal  for  tecbuicai  education, 
Trhich  had  been  appropriated  by  them  to 
Other  purposes  ;  and  what  may  have  been 
allowed  to  accumulate  without  appropria- 
tiou.  He  tbouglit  it  was  high  time  that 
Parliament  shonid  know  something  about 

e  expenditure  of  the  very  large  annual 
nt  made  under  the  o3rd  Viet*  to  the 

ounty  and  Borough  Conneilt*  from  IH91 
for  the  purpose  of  technieal  education— 
in  the  meaning  of  that  term  under 
the  Technical  E<hicafion  Act,  1889 — 
being  the  residue  of  certain  Custom*? 
and  Exeise  Duty  paid  in  relief  of  local 
taxation^  after  prior  charges.  The  grant 
was   necesi*arily  uucerlain   aud    variable, 

t  hitherto  it  had  amounted  to  about 
;500,000  a  year,  hei^ide^  £2.50,000  a  year 
voted  by  County  and  Borough  Couucils 
for  technical  education  out  of  the  rate^. 
A  Royal  Couj  miss  ion  was  aliout  to  sit  on 
the  general  subject  of  secondary  educa- 
tion, wliich  made  it  the  more  urgent 
that  this  naatter  (which  must,  after  all^ 
be  the  basis  of  a  considerable  part  of 
their    inquiry)    should     hn    immediately 

tiaid     l>efore     Parliament.       Owners    of 
leai    property,    of    course,    felt   no   ob- 
(BctiOD    teO    the    relief     of     local     rates 
fot    of    the   Treasury ;     but    the   relief 
iibrded  them  by   this  grant   was  of  so 
vague   and    loose    a    nattire     and  of    ho 
Jtotally    nncoustitutional    an    origin    that 
I  yen    those    who   might    apparently    be 
oost  benefited  by  it  won  Id  have  long  ago 
epudiated    it    hut   for   the  general  dis* 
ncliuation   in    human    nature    to    refuse 
Booey,  and  to  lose  a  share  of  anything 
littered     over     the     conntry    for     all 
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cliiimants.  With  that  feeling  County 
Councils  had  all  taken  their  share  of  the 
grant,  and  Parliament  should  now  know 
what  they  had  done  with  it.  Last  year  a 
Return  was  made  to  Parliament  of  the 
extent  to  which  County  and  Borough 
Councils  had  disposed  of  money 
grants  for  purposes  of  science  and  art 
and  of  technical  and  mamml  instruction. 
It  appeared  that  tlie  grant  hml  been 
spent  to  a  great  extent  for  technical 
instruction  untler  heads  which  require*!  a 
good  deal  of  criticism  outside  the  present 
Motion.  It  had  partly  been  applied  by 
County  and  Borough  Councils  in  pay- 
ments for  lectures  on  such  subjects  aa 
dairVj  laundry,  and  needlework,  dress- 
making, or  in  arts,  such  as  wood-carving  j 
aud  even  going  higher  —  to  such 
stibjects  as  miuing.  Many  of  those 
lectures  so  given  were  entirely  at  vari- 
ance with  the  terms  of  the  Act  of  1889, 
by  which  the  appropriation  of  public 
money  for  technical  instruction  under  the 
Act  of  1891  WHS  limited.  The  Act  of 
1889  expressly  exchided  fron>  the  objects 
of  teclmical  instructioii  at  public  cost 
tlie  practice  of  atiy  trade  or  employment, 
and  restricted  it  to  the  elementary  teaching 
of  science  aud  art  bearing  upon  practice. 
Elementary  teaching  in  such  sub- 
jects was  now  being  largely  given  by 
Mechanics'  In.'^titutes,  Literary  TnstitU" 
tious,  and  by  the  Science  nnd  Art  De- 
partment, which  drew  a  sharp  distinction 
between  elementary  and  what  they  called 
advanced  teaching  upon  such  sub- 
jects. The  advice  of  people  most  to  be 
trusted  upon  the  subject  was  always  that 
that  distinction  should  lie  <lrawn  ;  and 
the  recommendation  of  such  men  as 
Armstrong  and  Whit  worth  had  alwnys 
been  that  practice  teaching  should  take 
place  in  actual  practice,  and  that  schooU 
should  not  be  used  for  the  purpose 
of  teaching  trades.  He  appealed  to 
their  Lordships  to  consider,  moreover, 
whether  it  was  wise  that  the 
County  Councils  should  be  constituted 
an  additional  Educational  Department* 
(Tenerally  speaking,  he  was  not  tnuch  in 
agreement  with  Mr.  Ac  land,  but  in  one 
respect  he  agreed  entirely^ — namely,  the 
necessity  of  reducing  the  number  of 
Educational  Departments  in  this  country, 
At  present  there  were  four  or  five,  and 
we  appearml  to  be  running  into  the 
mistake  of  constituting  the  County  aud 
Borough  Councils  ao  additional  Dejmrt- 
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ment.  However,  those  Councils  had 
now  got  this  very  large  grant  for 
technical  education  besides  the  power 
of  rating,  and  had  been  led  to  con- 
fuse intermediate  with  technical  instruc- 
tion. Preparatory  education  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  make  lectures  of 
any  use  whatever.  Lectures  were  not 
teaching — they  followed  upon  teaching. 
Without  preparatory  teaching  a  lecture 
was  absolutely  valueless.  The  lectures 
given  by  the  County  and  Borough 
Councils  were  some  of  them  useful,  but 
were  often  addressed  to  persons  who  were 
not  at  all  intended  by  Parliament  to  re- 
ceive technical  education  at  the  public 
•expense — in  many  cases  they  were  given 
to  children  who  were  wholly  incapable 
of  making  any  use  whatever  of  them, 
and  in  some  cases  they  were  very  little 
Attended  at  all.  Again,  the  lecturers 
themselves  were  untrained,  and  often 
•could  put  forward  no  claim  for  giving 
lectures  at  the  public  expense — beyond 
the  general  readiness  of  people  to  under- 
take anything  which  had  a  salary 
attached  to  it.  As  part  of  a  national 
system  of  technical  instruction  the  whole 
thing  was  an  absolute  disgrace  to  the 
country,  and  the  sooner  it  was  put  an 
end  to  the  better.  He  quite  agreed  with 
the  statement  of  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
of  Commons  in  addressing  his  consti- 
tuents recently,  that  Parliament  never 
intended  this  money  to  be  frittered  away 
as  it  was.  But  the  worst  of  it  was  that 
the  money  was  not  only  frittered  away 
but  the  pretence  stood  in  the  way  of  much 
better  work,  both  public  and  private,  in 
the  shape  of  technical  instruction  in  art 
and  science.  The  Return  for  which  he 
was  moving  was  in  reality  complementary 
to  the  Return  made  last  year,  which  gave 
a  list  of  subjects  on  which  the  County 
and  Borough  Councils  were  giving 
technical  instruction.  He  wished  now 
to  know  how  far  the  Treasury  grants 
had  been  expended  for  subjects  totally 
different,  and  also  the  portions  which 
they  had  not  spent  at  all,  but  were 
accumulating  for  future  purposes.  The 
most  important  instance  was  that  of  the 
London  County  Council,  which  for  the 
first  year  devoted  the  whole  of  their  grant, 
f  160,000,  simply  in  relief  of  rates,  with- 
out applying  it  to  any  technical  purpose  ; 
and  he  could  name  a  County  Council 
which  had  used  a  portion  of  the  grant  in 
paying  off  county  debts  in  respect  of  build- 
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ings  and  other  matters.  Several  such  in- 
stances might  be  given  upon  which  the 
House  ought  to  have  information.  When 
the  grant  was  first  proposed  the  Duke  of 
Devonshire,  then  Lord  Hartington,  asked 
the  Minister  in  the  House  of  Commons 
what  assurance  he  could  give  that  the 
grant  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
County  Councils  for  technical  education 
would  not  be  spent  for  other  purposes. 
Their  Lordships  knew  the  history  of  this 
most  unconstitutional  grant  of  money. 
It  was  originally  proposed  to  be  given  to 
compensate  the  brewers  for  the  loss  of 
licences  ;  but  the  House  of  Commons 
would  not  consent,  and  the  money  was 
transferred  and  devoted  under  the 
Customs  and  Excise  Act  to  technical 
instruction.  Lord  Hartington's  ques- 
tion was  answered  that  no  Minister 
would  ever  allow  the  grants  to  be 
applied  otherwise.  But  it  had  already, 
within  three  years,  been  to  a  considerable 
extent  applied  to  other  purposes.  In  his 
own  County,  Warwickshire,  it  had  been 
allowed  to  accumulate  for  what  might 
seem  a  good  object  to  some  people^s 
minds  —  the  establishment  of  an  Agri- 
cultural College.  If  every  county, 
puzzled  to  know  what  to  do  with 
this  money,  undertook  such  schemes, 
a  number  of  institutions  would  be  esta- 
blished far  beyond  what  were  wanted. 
Colleges  of  that  kind  were  not  wanted  in 
every  county  throughout  the  Kingdom. 
It  was  really  the  difficulty  of  knowing 
how  to  dispose  of  this  money  that  had 
put  such  notions  into  the  heads  of 
County  Councils.  The  grant  was  pre- 
carious, and  as  the  Duke  of  Devon- 
shire's question  implied  a  fear, 
supposing  the  money  was  devoted  to 
other  j)urposes,  what  was  to  become  of 
the  technical  instruction  which  had  been 
set  up  under  its  encouragement  ?  It 
must  either  fall  through,  or  become  a 
charge  upon  the  rates.  In  fact,  by  such 
desultory  and  uncertain  patchwork  of 
national  education  we  were  damaging 
the  country's  interest  in  a  most  important 
work,  and  spending  large  sums  of  public 
money  which  a  real  system  would  most 
advantageously  economise  for  the  public 
benefit. 

Lord  MONKSWELL  :  My  Lords, 
there  is  no  objection  on  the  part  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  by  which  De- 
partment this  Return  should  be  made,  to 
grant  it,  with  some  slight  modifications, 
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rhielif  having  meutioiied  tliera  to  liim,  I 
think  the  nobit?  Lord  will  agree  with.     I 

twill  not  detil  with  the  strictures  passed 
{in  the  aeherae.s  for  teehuieiil   instruction 
Jiut  forward  by  the  var ions  County  Conn- 
cih,  as  I   have    no  suffix ieiit  knowledge 
of   the   matter.     My  noble   Friend  Lord 
Phiyfair    has    undertaken    to   answer    in 
lis   House  for   the    Education    Depart- 
lent  ;   but  the  Notice  on  the  Paper  deals 
tclnaively     with     raattera    other    than 
jucational,  and   therefore    I    conid    not 
.snppose  that  the  noble  Lord  intended  on 
this    occasion    to    say    anything   on    the 
subject  of  particular  schemes  for  technical 
^^^ucation.     The  noble  Lord  has  specially 
^|nf erred   to   the  London  Connty  Council, 
^^Vhe    London    County   Council    do    not 
^Besire  that  there  should  be  the  sHghtcdt 
mystery  about  what  they  have  done  with 
the  money  they  have  receivetl,  and  they 
are   rea<ly   to   ^^jlve   their   reasons  for  the 

I  course  they  have  adopted.     In    the  tir?it 
frear,  it  is   true,  they  spent  none  of   the 
Bioney  upon  technical  education  ;  but  the 
iutn    spent    in     the    second    year    was 
i30,0(K) ;    next   year   they    propose    to 
|ipeud  £.57,000  ;  and  in  the  year  follow- 
ing  probably  £90,000,     When  the   pro- 
posal was  made  that  a  larger  sum  should 
he  put  in  the  County  Council  budget  for 
techutcal    instruction,     Sir    J,    Lubbock 
^^objected,  and   .said    it  was  desirable   that 
^%h6  Council  should  proceed    tentatively. 
In   the  schemes   now  in   operation  there 
j       would     bo    an     automatie     increase    of 
cholarshtpB  and    grants   which,    in    the 
Durse    of    the    next    few    years,    would 
swallow    up   all  that  had   been  received 

»from  the  Beer  and  Spirit  Duties.  The 
Government  will  assent  to  the  lieturn 
moved  for  if  the  noble  Lord  will  restrict 

it  to  the  four  ye^rs  ending  31    March^ 

1894,  and  to  expenditftre  other  than 
iucational,  as  there  are  already  Returns 

bf  all  that  has  been  done  in  educational 
rork  and  of  what  has  been  allowed  to 
ccuranlflto    without    appropriation,       I 

bope  that  will  meet  with  the  approbation 

bi  the  noble  Lord, 
•Loud  NORTO^f  said,  he  was  quite 
:>uteut  with   that   alteration.     He  only 
rished  to  say  that  the  lie  turns  already 

given  of  expenditure  on  technical  educu* 

I&ion  were  not  entirely  satisfactory.  The 
subjects  were  given  under  certain  heads, 
put  it  was  not  shown  how  the  expendi* 
lure  on  each  head  was  made.  That  waa 
the  point  of  his  cotnplaiut. 
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R:3turn  showinii^,  as  regards  the  moneys  re- 
ceived by  the  couacil  of  each  countj  and  county 
borough  in  England  and  Wales  out  of  the  reai- 
tbie  of  the  Lwul  Tuxation  (CutstomH  and  Ex- 
cise) Duticj*  in  respect  of  the  four  years  ended 
tlie  3Ut  of  March,  J 8!)4t  the  aggregate  anioiint 
expent1t?«l  by  each  council  on  purposeti  other 
than  educational ;  and  uhat  has  been  allowetl 
to  accumulate  without  appropriation  :  Orderetl 
to  l>e  laitl  before  the  House. — {Thv  Lord 
JVtfrtim.y 

CHARITABLE     TRUSTS     ACTS     AMEND- 
MENT BTLF^.— (No.  12) 

COltMlTTEE, 

Hon  He  in  Commit  tee  (according  to 
Order). 

The  LORD  C^A^X^ELLOR  (Lord 
IIersciiell)  :  My  Lords,  I  have  re- 
ceived a  number  of  suggestions  with 
regard  to  this  Bill  not  bearing  ypon  the 
specific  provisions  contained  in  it,  but 
suggesting  modificationt?  with  regard  to 
the  Charitable  Trusts  Acts  ai*  consoli- 
dated last  year.  I  do  not  propose  to 
deal  with  them  in  detail  now  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  House,  but  I  desire  to  say 
that  tlicy  have  not  escaped  my  notice, 
and  that  I  shall  submit  them  tu  Grand 
Committee. 

Bill  reported  without  amendment  ;  and 
re-committcd  to  the  Standing  Committee. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND)  PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (No.  2)  BILL, 
House  ill  Committee  (according  to 
Order)  ;  Bill  reported  without  Amend,- 
meat  :  Standing  Committee  negatived  ; 
and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow, 

OOUNTV  COUNCILS  ASSOCIATION 
(SCOTLAND)  EXPENSES  BrLL.-^(No.  27.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTTXa  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (NO.  3)  Bill  [h.L.J. 
A  Bill  to  confirm  certaiu  Provisional  Orders 
made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  under  the  Electric 
Lighting  Acts,  1882  and  18S8— Was  prejscnted 
by  the  Lord  Piayfair ;  read  !• ;  to  be  priated  ; 
and  referred  to  the  Exaxaiaera.     (No.  35.) 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT      (iRELANp)     PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER  (no.  4)  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  rearl  !■ ;  to  be 
printed ;    and     referred    to    the    ExaraJaers, 
CNo,  360 

House  adjounied  at  five  minutes  l»efore 
Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 
quarter  before  Eleven  o'olock* 
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positiou  to  state  the  names  to  the 
House. 

Mr.  PROVAND  (Glasgow,  Black- 
friars)  :  May  I  ask  how  Scotland,  which 
is  included  in  the  inquiry,  is  to  be  repre- 
sented on  the  Commission  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  been 
fortunate  enough  to  secure  the  services  of 
three  distinguished  Scotch  Members. 


HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Monday^  30th  April   1894. 


QUE  S  T 10  N  S. 


THE    CASTLEBLAYNEY    MILK 
CONTRACT. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  is  aware 
that,  on  the  1 4th  of  March,  the  Castle- 
blayney  Board  of  Guardians  had  before 
them  contracts  for  milk,  lower  by  a  penny 
a  gallon  for  sweet  milk  and  a  halfpenny 
a  gallon  than  the  accepted  tender  ;  and 
if,  by  this  action  of  the  Guardians,  an 
additional  expense  of  £150  is  placed 
upon  the  rates  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  facts  appear  to  be'  as 
stated  in  the  first  paragraph,  though  I 
am  informed  that  the  Guardians  did  not 
bind  themselves  to  accept  the  lowest 
tender.  The  loss  to  the  ratepayers  will 
be,  I  understand,  about  £38 — assuming 
the  same  quantity  und  quality  of  milk  to 
be  received  during  the  current  year  as 
last  year.  The  Local  Government  Board 
have  pointed  out  to  the  Guardians  that  their 
action  is  not  only  injurious  to  the  rate- 
payers, but  calculated  to  prevent  com- 
petition in  tendering  for  workhouse 
supplies. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  :  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  whether  the  reason 
for  the  acceptance  of  the  tender  was 
the  fact  that  the  tenderer  was  a 
Nationalist  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

THE  FINANCIAL  RELATIONS  OF  GREAT 
BRITAIN  AND  IRELAND. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (Roscommon,  S.)  : 
On  behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Water  ford,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
if  he  can  now  state  the  names  of  the 
Members  of  the  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  Financial  Relations  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  hope  that  at 
the  end  of  the  week   I  shall  be  in  a 


THE  POST  OFFICE  AND  THE  TELE- 
PHONE COMPANIES. 
Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  (Manchester, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  the  agreement  with  the 
Telephone  Companies  has  been  completed 
or  has  made  further  progress  ;  and  what 
sum  he  proposes  to  expend  out  of  loan 
on  telephones  in  the  present  year  ? 

Mr.LABOUCHERE  (Northampton): 
Is  ic  the  case  that  this  agreement  has 
been  under  discussion  for  nearly  two 
years,  and  is  not  the  effect  to  give  the 
Telephone  Companies  practically  a 
monopoly  as  agiinst  the  Municipal itieft 
who  wish  to  obtain  licences  to  provide 
the  telephone  service  of  their  towns  ? 

•The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  Morley,  Nottingham,  E.) : 
I  believe  the  heads  of  agreement  were 
signed  towards  the  end  of  June,  1892,  but 
since  then  no  further  powers  have  been 
given  to  the  Telephone  Companies,  and, 
therefore,  I  do  not  think  that  the  posi-' 
tion  of  the  Municipalities  has  been 
prejudiced.  In  answer  to  the  question 
on  the  Paper,  I  have  to  say  that 
considerable  progress  has  been  made 
with  the  agreement  to  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  refers,  and  withiD 
the  last  few  weeks  the  points  of  differ* 
ence  between  the  Telephone  Companies 
and  the  Post  Office  have  been  brought 
within  such  narrow  compass  that  I  am 
led  to  believe  that  it  may  be  possible  to 
lay  the  agreement  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  very  shortly.  As  to  the  sum  to 
be  expended  out  of  the  loan  in  the  present 
year,  I  should  prefer  not  to  give  an  esti- 
mate until  the  arrangements  with  the 
Companies  have  been  completed. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  But  has  not 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  already  refused 
licences  to  Municipalities,  and  has  not 
the  effect  of  the  delay  been  to  enable  the 
Companies  to  cover  new  ground  and  es* 
tablish  connections,  thereby  placing  them- 
selves in  a   better    position   than  those 


[ 

^DiuDtcipalities     xvbtcli     wlsli     to    obtain 

^  Mr.  a.  MOHLEY  :  I  do  not  know 
that  thtit  has  heen  the  «tFeet,  No  ilonht 
Municipalities  have  made  aiiplications, 
but  they  have  been  considttrtid   on   their 

rerita. 
Sir  J.    WHITEHEAD   (Leieeftter)  : 
Then  what  is  the  can.so  of  thudiMsatisf ac- 
tion of  the  Borougli   of  Kondal   on   this 
^  Bubjocl  ? 

Mr*  a.  mo  RLE Y  :  I  have  had  mm- 
municaiions  from  the  Borough  of 
Kendal,  but  I  do  not  carryall  the  details  in 
mj  mind,  so  that  I  cannot  now  answer 
that  question* 

Sir  J.  WHITEHEAD  :  I  will  put  a 
^■onestiou  on  another  day, 

^B  SAMOA. 

^  Sir  T.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
^^Jor  Foreign  Affairs  if  it  would  be  possible 
^^bo  e^tabh^sh  in  Samoa  a  sji^tetu  similar  to 
^Hfchat  which  has  worked  ho  .^neeessfnfly  at 
^■Touga,and  under  which  the  independence 
^^of  the  people  is  secured  ? 

Mr.  hog  an  (Tipperary,  Mid.)  :  At 
^^■ftlie  dame  time,  may  I  ask  the  Under 
^JSeeretarj  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty^ 
Government  has  been  called  to  Articles, 
Section  1,  of  the  Final  Act  of  the  Con- 
ference on  the  Affairs  of  Samoa,  signed 
&t  Berlin,  on  the  Hth  of  June,  1H89, 
which  firovidcfl  that  the  Act  shall  coo- 
linue  in  force  until  changed  by  consent 
of  the  three  Powers,  and  that,  upon  the 
request  of  either  Power,  after  three 
jears,  the  Powers  shall  consider  by 
common  accord  what  nmeliorutions,  if 
any,  may  be  intr*jduced  into  the  pnn  is  ions 
of  the  General  Act ;  and  whether  be 
will  consider  the  propriety  of  consulting 
the  GoverrmieutH  of  (iernmny  and  the 
United  States  wilhout  delay,  as  to  the 
feasibility  of  the  proposal,  approved  by 
aLI  the  Austrahisian  (governments,  to 
place  Samoa  under  the  administrative 
jurisdiction  of  New  Zealantl  ? 

•The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Gret,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
aware  of  the  provisions  of  the  Article 
quoted  as  regards  amelioration  a  of  tlie 
Act  :  but  this  Article  is  governed  by  the 
Declaration  of  the  first  Article,  that»oncof 
the  Powers  parties  to  the  Act  shall  exer- 
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cit^eany  separate  control  over  the  island  n  or 
the  Government  tbereof.  The  proposals 
of  the  Colonies  therefore  are  not  feasible 
whilst  the  Act  is  in  force,  and  the  8th 
Article  which  provides  for  its  amelioration 
does  not  eontetnplate  its  abrogratiun,  to 
whii-'h  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  other 
parties  to  the  Act  wotdd  consent  in  order 
to  place  Samoa  under  the  administration 
of  New  Zealand ;  the  whote  subject, 
however,  is  receiving  the  serious  atten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 

EXPENSES    UNDER    THE    LABOUKERS* 
(IRELAND)  ACT, 

Mr.  E.  BARRY  (Cork  County,  8.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  expenses  incurred  by 
the  Guardians  of  the  poor  in  Ireland  in 
increasing  existing  allotments  to  one  acre 
each  under  tlie  recent  Act  amending  the 
Labourers'  (Ire bind)  Act  are  equal  in 
amount  to  the  eosi  incurred  in  the  acquisi- 
tion of  the  original  half-acre  ;  and  whe- 
ther steps  will  be  taken  to  simplify  the 
procedure  and  reduce  the  cost  of  obtain- 
ing the  additional  half-acre  ? 

Mk.  J,  MORLEY  :  Under  the  exist- 
ing Acts  the  present  half-acre  allotments 
ill  Ireland  cannot  be  increased  to  an  acre 
until  after  compliance  with  the  us^ial  pre- 
liminaries as  to  representation,  scheme, 
notices,  local  inquiry,  Provisional  Order, 
&c.  The  expenses  would,  therefore,  be 
probably  at*out  the  same  as  were  incurred 
in  relation  to  tUe  taking  of  tlie  originaJ 
half -acre  ;  but,  if  Boards  of  Guardians 
could  arrange  for  the  acquisition  of  the 
jwiditional  land  by  agreement  with  the 
persons  interested,  the  portion  of  the  ex- 
p<^ases  incidental  to  c<»mpulsory  purchase 
would,  of  course,  be  saved.  The  terJ3PLir- 
upon  which  the  origiuiil  plot  was^-tflfken 
would  luUurally  serve  as  a  bij^  for  such 
agreement  in  each  case.  ^.--^ 

MAROT:^iAND. 
Mr.  CROSFIELl)  (  Lincobi) ;  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  ttuerctary  of  State  for 
Foreign  AiTairj*  whether  cotnmuni  cat  ions 
have  been  received  at  the  Foreign  OiBce 
complaining.  10  the  mime  and  on  behalf  of 
Lewauika,  King  of  the  Manitsi,  that 
agents  o'  the  British  South  Africa 
Compan/T  under  gui^e  of  lieing  the 
Queen'i*  Representatives,  and  using 
envePp^**    marked  "On    Her  Mja.\ei%i.'^'^ 
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Service,"  and  under  pretence  of  the 
establishment  of  British  protection,  pro- 
enred  sole  rights  of  working  the  re- 
sources of  his  country,  as  is  stated  by 
Dr.  James  Johnston,  recently  returned 
from  South  Africa;  whether  the  Com- 
pany was  authorised  to  send  agents  to 
represent  themselves  as  an  Embassy  from 
the  Queen  Victoria  of  England  ;  and 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Secretary  of 
State  is  taking  steps  to  prevent  Trading 
Companies  from  deceiving  the  rulers  of 
Native  tribes  in  Africa  by  the  improper 
use  of  the  name  of  Her  Majesty  the 
Queen  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  No  communications 
from  Lewanika  have  been  received  at 
the  Foreign  Office.  A  letter,  however, 
dated  November  1,  1890,  was  forwarded 
from  him  through  Sir  H.  Loch  to  the 
Colonial  Office,  in  which  he  referred  to 
his  agreement  with  the  South  Africa 
Company  and  inquired  as  to  its  relations 
to  the  Crown.  In  reply,  Sir  H.  Loch 
was  authorised  to  assure  this  Chief  of 
the  protection  of  Her  Majesty,  and  to 
inform  him  of  the  position  of  the  Com- 
pany under  its  Charter.  The  Company 
is  not  authorised  to  state  that  its  Agents 
represent  the  Crown,  and  the  Secretary 
of  State  would  not  permit  any  Company 
or  individuals  wrongfully  to  make  use  of 
Her  Majesty's  name. 

LABOURERS'  COTTAGES  IN  THE 
STRANORLAR  UNION. 
Mr.  A.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  a  representation,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Labourers'  Acts,  was  made 
by  ratepayers  of  the  Convoy  Electoral 
Division    to    the    Stranorlar    Board   of 
Guardians,  asking  for  the  election  of  six 
labourers'  cottages    in  the  townlaud   of 
Augheygalt,     the     existing     dwellings 
having  been  coodemued  by  the  Sanitary 
Inspector  as  unfit  for  human  habitation  ; 
that  on  a  division  on  the  ques.tion  at  the 
Board    of   Guardians    the   scheme    was 
rejected    by    the    votes    of    ex     officio 
Guardians;    whether  heVis  aware    that 
the  six  labourers  in  questul^n  have,  since 
the  meeting  of  the  GuardWns,  all  been 
served    with  notices  to  quiKbefore   the 
5th  of  May    next;    that    thel^e   are   no 
vacant  houses  in  Augheygalt  or  dv"y  of  the 
neighbouring    townlands  ;    and    tyhat  all 
the  six  families  will  have  to  go  fh  the 
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workhouse  ;  and  what  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  propose  to  do  in  the 
matter  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  The  facts  are 
generally  as  stated  in  paragraph  1 .  The 
scheme  was  rejected  by  the  Guardiana 
by  12  votes  to  7,  and  1  understand  that 
four  of  the  Guardians  who  voted  with 
the  majority  are  ex  officios.  With  regard 
to  paragraph  2,  it  would  appear  that 
only  one  of  the  labourers  has  actually 
received  a  notice  to  quit  on  the  oth 
proximo,  and  also  that  there  are  no 
vacant  houses  in  the  neighbourhood. 
The  Local  Government  Board  have 
received  a  Memorial  from  the  persons 
who  signed  the  representation  in  this 
case  conplaining  of  the  action  of  the 
Guardians  in  declining  to  make  an  im- 
provement scheme,  and  the  Board  have 
decided  to  instruct  their  Inspector  to 
hold  an  inquiry  into  the  matter  on  the 
17th  proximo. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  (Antrim,  N.)  : 
Is  it  not  the  fact  that  the  rejection  of 
the  application  was  due  as  much  to  the 
votes  of  elected  Guardians  as  of  the  ex 
officio  Guardians  ;  and  were  notices  of 
eviction  served  on  the  labourers  before 
the  rejection  of  the  application  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  As  to  the  first 
part  of  the  hon.  Member's  question  he 
can  work  out  the  answer  from  the  figures 
I  have  given  the  House.  I  am  not  in 
a  position  to  answer  the  second  part  of 
his  question. 

CASUALTIES  TO  VESSELS  AT 
HOYLAKE. 

Colonel  COTTON  -  JODRELL 
(Cheshire,  Wirral)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
his  attention  has  been  directed  to  the  fact 
that  recently  several  casualties  have 
again  occurred  to  vessels  endeavouring  to 
enter  or  quit  the  lake  at  Hoylake,  Che- 
shire, especially  to  the  trawler  Perseve- 
rance^ to  the  Pride  of  the  Lake^  Princess^ 
Sunshine,  Gentle  Annie,  and  to  the 
Velocity,  which  last-named  vessel  sank 
on  the  bar  at  the  west  end  ;  and  whether 
he  can  now  see  his  way  to  instructing 
the  proper  authorities  to  restore  the 
Hoylake  to  a  condition  of  safe  navi- 
gation ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  Sixty  years  ago  the  Hoy- 
lake possessed  an  anchorage  with  about 
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10  feet  of  water  at  low  water  of  spriug 
*  tides.  Since  then  it  bas  been  silting  up 
imtil  at  tbe  present  time  it  18  only  navi- 
gable at  half-tide,  ami  even  tbeti  tlie 
channel  is  prHCtieallj  too  narrow  for 
riavigiition  except  with  a  fair  wind.  The 
casualties  meutioued  in  the  hoji.  and 
•gallaut  Member'^  question  are  attribu- 
tnlde  to  the  erowdeil  state  of  the  narrow 
channel.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  autho- 
rity that  is  botind  to  maintain  a  regulated 
depth  of  water  in  the  Ho v lake. 

Colonel  COTTON*'-  JODRELL  : 
The  right  lion,  Gentleman  was  kind 
enough,  last  year,  to  send  down  an  lu- 
epector  to  inquire  rnto  the  lighting  of 
thii*  harbour  ;  will  he  tuke  a  similar 
course  this  year  Jn  regard  to  the  silting 
up? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  will  see  what 
can  be  done,  but  I  in\xy  point  otit  to  the 
hon,  and  gallant  ilemher  with  regard  to 
the  lighting  that  there  is  a  Loeal  Auibority 
responsible  for  it  to  the  Board  of  Trade. 
There  is  no  anthority  which  id  bound  to 
maintain  a  regulated  depth  of  water. 

THE  APPOINTMENT  OF    MAUISTRATE8. 

Mr.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldoo)  ;  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  when  the  Return, 
ordered  by  this  House,  of  County 
Magistrates  appointed  since  the  Resolu- 
tion of  the  5th  of  May,  189*],  that  such 
RppoiDtmentfl  should  no  longer  be  made 
by  the  Lords  Chancellor  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  only  on  tlio  recommendation 
of  tbe  Lords  Lieutenant,  will  be  printed 
and  presented  \  if  he  will  Jiiform  the 
House  how  many  of  such  Justices  have, 
in  Great  Britain,  been  appointed  without 
being  in  fact  nominated  or  recommemled 
by  ilie  Lords  Lieutenant  ;  and  when  it  is 
probable  time  will  he  found  for  presenting 
to  this  House  and  can yi tig  a  Bill  lor 
rendering  the  property  ijualitieation,  at 
present  required  for  tbe  Connty  Magis- 
tracy, unnecessary,  or  found  for  pro- 
ceeding with  one  of  tbe  Bills  for  that 
purpose  uow  before  the  House  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  tuji 
THE  HOME  DEPARIMKNT  (Mr. 
AssjciTH,  Fife,  E.) ;  I  have  this  day  laid 
the  Return  orderetl  by  the  House  of 
County  Magistrates  appointed  since  tlje 
Resolution  of  May,  1893,  on  the  Table, 
and,  as  soon  as  the  Order  is  made  by  tbe 
House  for  printing  and  circulating,  it  will, 
in  due  course,  be  in  the  bauds  of  Mem- 
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iH^rs.  Tbe  Lord  Chaueellor  cannot  give 
the  particulars  as  to  wbieh  Justices  have 
Ijeen  appointed  without  being  nominated 
or  recommended  by  the  Lord  Lientenaut. 
With  regard  to  the  iniroduction  of  a  Bill, 
1  cannot  say  more  at  the  present  moment 
than  that  tl»e  subject  is  engaging  tbe 
uttention  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  DODD  :  Can  the  Lord  Chancellor 
tell  us  how  many  have  bceu  appointed 
without  giving  their  names  and 
counties  ? 

Mii.  ASgUlTH  :  No,  Sir, 


k. 


"TORisii  V.  orb;' 

Mu,  DANE  (Fermanagh,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretiiry  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  bis  attention  bag 
tieen  called  to  the  decision  of  Her 
Majesty's  Court  of  Appeal  in  Ireland,  in 
the  case  of  '*  Torisb  tu  Orr,"  to  the 
effect  that  the  provisions  of  the  Local 
Registration  of  Title  Act  do  not  apply  to 
cases  of  devolution  of  title  under  wills  ; 
and  is  it  the  intention  of  the  Irish 
Government  to  take  steps  to  remedy  this 
omission  iU  the  Act  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  this  decision.  It  is  a 
matter  for  consideration  whether  the  de- 
eiaion  points  to  a  defect  in  tbe  Act  which 
should  be  remedied.  Tbe  case  has  not 
been  reported  yet  in  the  authorised  Re- 
ports, so  1  am  not  at  present  in  a  position 
to  make  any  further  statement  in  the 
matter. 

MU.  JAME^  GEANT,  J.P. 
Mr.    WILLIAM    JOHNSTON:     I 

beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lon!  Lieutenant  of  Iicland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Mr,  James  Grant,  lately  made 
a  Magistrate  for  the  County  Antrim, 
resides  chiefly  in  Glasgow,  where  he 
owns  sevenil  public-houses,  and  that  he 
only  occasiotially  visits  Toome  Bridge, 
County  Antrim,  where  be  some  time  ago 
purchased  the  ^H^Neill  Arms  Hotel," 
which  has  a  public  bar  attached  ;  and 
w  bet  her  be  will  call  the  attention  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  to  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor informs  me  that  it  is  not  a  fact 
that  the  gentleman  named  has  been 
appointed  to  the  Commission  of  the 
l*eace. 


1667 


Welsh 


.  LUNATICS  IN  BELFAST  WORKHOUSE. 
Mr.  SEXTON:  On  behalf  of  the 
Member  for  South  Down,  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  with  reference  to 
the  death  of  J.  Casey,  in  the  Lunatic 
Department  of  the  Belfast  Workhouse, 
whether  he  has  yet  seen  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  appointed  by  the  Guar- 
dians to  inquire  into  the  circumstances 
in  connection  with  his  death ;  what 
explanation,  if  any,  was  given  of  the 
absence  of  relief  or  medical  attendance 
from  the  time  the  night  warder  came  on 
duty,  and  particularly  during  the  two 
hours  and  a-half  of  Casey's  suffering  in 
an  epileptic  fit ;  and  if  he  will  consider 
the  advisability  of  directing  a  sworn 
inquiry  into  the  condition  and  manage- 
ment of  the  Lunatic  Department  ?  At 
the  same  time,  I  will  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  the  Government 
have  ascertained  since  I  last  put  a  ques- 
tion on  this  subject  that  of  490  persons 
confined  in  the  Lunatic  Department  of 
Belfast  Workhouse  since  the  15th  of 
December  last  45  have  died  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot  say  if 
that  is  so.  I  have  read  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Guardians  in  connec- 
tion with  this  matter.  The  deceased 
man  Casey  was  seen  by  both  the  medical 
officers  before  his  death,  and  tl^e  reason 
assigned  for  not  visiting  him  after  the 
night  attendant  came  on  duty  was  that 
the  man  was  dying  and  that  nothing 
more  could  be  done  for  him.  Had  the 
facts  of  the  case  as  elicrited  by  the 
Guardians  been  before  the  jury  at  the 
coroner's  inquest,  it  is  conceivable  their 
verdict  would  have  been  different.  As 
at  present  advised,  I  see  no  necessity  for 
holding  a  sworn  inquiry,  as  suggested  by 
the  question  ;  however,  I  will  look 
further  into  the  matter. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  introduce 
the  Bill  on  this  subject  which  he  pro- 
mised some  time  ago  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  it  under 
consideration. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  Has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  observed  that  part  of  the 
evidence  in  which  the  warder  states  that 
the  deceased  lay  struggling  in  epileptic 
fits  for  two  and  a-half  hours  and  no 
doctor  was  sent  for?  Does  the  right 
boD.  GeDtlem&B  know  that  the  coroner  is 
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strongly  of  opinion  that  this  matter  needs 
to  be  further  inquired  into  ;  and  should 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  find  it  to  be  a 
fact  that  out  of  490  patients  45  have 
died  since  December  last,  will  he  order  a 
sworn  inquiry  to  be  held  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  will  make  in- 
quu-ies  into  the  allegations  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  and  I  am  calling  for  a  further 
Report  on  this  particular  case. 


POSTAL  ARRAI^GEMENTS  IN  THE 
ISLAND  OF  CUMBRAB. 

Mr.  graham  MURRAY  (Bute- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  he  is  aware  that  upon 
five  days  of  the  week  the  first  delivery 
of  letters  in  the  burgh  of  Millport,  in  the 
Island  of  Cumbrae,  does  not  take  place 
till  12.30  p.m.,  while  the  last  mail  out- 
ward leaves  at  2.15  ;  and  whether  he  can 
give  hopes  of  arranging  for  an  earlier 
delivery,  so  as  to  allow  of  an  adequate 
time  to  answer  letters  requiring  prompt 
attention  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  It  is  the  fact 
th«4t,  during  the  present  season  of  the 
year,  on  four  (not  five)  days  a  week  the 
arrangements  in  force  at  Millport  are  as 
the  hon.  Member  describes  them.  On 
Mondays  and  Thursdays  the  mails  arrive 
much  earlier,  and  during  the  summer 
months,  beginning  in  June,  the  more 
convenient  service  is  maintained  six  days 
a  week.  I  should  have  been  glad  to 
sanction  some  moderate  increase  of  ex- 
pense for  securing  all  the  year  round  the 
steamer  service  afforded  in  the  summer  ; 
but  it  appears  that  the  contractors  are 
unable  to  arrange  for  any  improvement 
of  the  hours  except  at  a  very  large  in- 
crease of  expense,  and  I  regret  that, 
under  the  circumstances,  no  improvement 
is  feasible. 

WELSH  CATHEDRAL  CHURCHES. 
Mr.  JASPER  MORE  (Shropshire, 
Ludlow)  :  On  behalf  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Belfast,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  he  can  state  how  much  money 
has  been  raised  by  subscription  or  pri- 
vate donations  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
storing, adding  to,  and  decorating  the 
Cathedral  Churches  of  Llandaff  and  St. 
David's  since  the  year  1703  ;  and  what 
portion,  if  any,  of  the  total  sums  devoted 
to  the  above  purposes,  within  the  period 
named,  have  been  taken  from  any  Welsh 
\ 
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NatioDal  FudJ,  or  from  any  public 
inooejrs  raisod  exclusively  witliiti  the 
Principality  of  Wales  ? 

Mr,  ASQUITIi  :  I  have  no  informa- 
tion which  would  enalile  ma  to  auswer 
thi:?  qnestion  with  accnrai'v  or  ftilness. 
It  appears  from  the  TLjusc  of  Lord'a 
Churches  and  Catheilrals  Return  of 
June  27,  1892,  that  in  the  case  of  Llaiidaft' 
the  cat  lied rai  has  been  restored  by  public 
subscription  at  a  co.st  of  £3,^2 ■!»  and  m 
the  case  of  St.  David's  at  a  coat  of 
£43,452,  of  which  €25,816  consisted  of 
legacies  and  donatiou.^  and  interest 
thereon.  The  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sionerd  inform  me  tliat  they  have  made 
for  structural  purpos^e.-i  a  grant  of  £o,OtK> 
to  Llandatf  and  am  of  £10»000  to  St. 
David's.  The  former  appears  to  have 
been  for  some  purpose?  other  than  the 
restoratioQ  of  the  cathedral  ;  the  latter  is 
included  iu  the  €43,452,  which,  as  I 
have  stated,  was  the  total  cost  of  the 
restoratioQ. 
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THE  **  ESCAPED  NUN"  AT  GLASaOW. 

Mk.  diamond  (Mona;j^han,  N.)  :  I 
heg  to  a^k  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
his  attention  has  been  directed  to  the 
prosecution  ami  conviction,  at  Glai^gow 
Police  Court,  oq  the  23rd  instant,  of  a 
per^ou  falsely  styling  herself  an  escaped 
nuD,  whose  lectures  bad  oceaaioned 
several  disturbances  at  Glasgow  ;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that,  iu  the  case  of  a 
person  named  Evans,  who  incited  her  to 
deliver  the  lectures  atid  paid  her  for  her 
services,  while  nmkiug  a  charge  for  ad- 
missioQ  to  the  place  of  meeting,  ami  who 
waa  prove*!  to  have  given  her  an  obsceuc 
book  from  which  to  obtain  material  for 
her  lectures,  the  Magistrates  hehl  the 
charge  *'uot  proven";  and  whether 
there  is  any  means  of  reviewing  this 
deciiiion  P 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
B,  Balfouk,  Clackmauuan,  (fee.)  :  The 
etatements  made  in  the  question  are  s^ub- 
fitantially  accurate,  subject  to  this  ex- 
plaaatioQ — that  at  tlie  trial  Evans  denied 
that  he  gave  the  person  who  called  her* 
eelf  an  escaped  nun  any  book  or  books, 
although  he  admitted  that  she  had  access 
to  them*  1  am  informed  that  the  Magis- 
trate, while  holdiug  the  charge  against 
Evans  not  proven,  commented  severely 
Qu  hii*  conduct.  There  is  no  power  of 
reviewing  the  decisioD. 


KILPEDDKU  PETTY  SESSIONS. 
Mh.  KILBRIDE  (Kerry,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Cliief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  removal  of 
the  Kilpedder  Petty  Sessions  District 
Court  from  Kilgarvan  toKenmare,  which 
is  causing  great  inconvenience  to  the 
inhabitants  of  the  district,  many  of 
whom  are  obliged  to  travel  nearly  18 
miles  to  have  their  eases  beard  ;  and 
that  the  proprietors  of  30  business  houses 
are  obliged  to  take  their  weights  aud 
measures  to  Keunmro  to  be  tested 
quarterly  ;  if  he  is  aware  that  the  Kil- 
pedder Petty  Sessions  Court  was  esta- 
blished nearly  a  century  ago,  and  is  in 
the  centre  of  a  populous  district  12  miles 
square  ;  aud  whether,  as  there  is  a 
Magistrate  available  living  within  a 
quarter  of  a  mile  of  the  town,  he  will 
direct  that  the  Pelty  Sessious  Court  be 
re-established  ? 

Mil.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed 
that  the  Court  of  Petty  Sessions  was 
recently  removed  to  Kenniare  under  the 
provisions  of  Section  1  of  the  14th  & 
3otb  Vict.  c.  93,  at  the  iDStance  of  the 
Justices  at  Quarter  Sessions.  It  is  a 
fact  thai,  in  some  cases^  the  people  may 
have  to  travel  IS  miles  to  Kennuire  to 
have  their  cases  heard,  and  that,  a 
number  of  shopkeepers  will  be  obliged, 
under  the  altered  arrangement,  to  have 
their  weights  and  measures  tested  twice 
a  year.  I  .understand  that  the  retisous 
assigned  for  the  transfer  of  the  Sessions 
were  the  non-atteudauce  of  Justices,  and 
the  conscc^uent  adjotinirncuts  at  the 
place  where  they  were  former! v  held. 

Mk.  KILBRIDE  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemauxitware  that  the  inhabitants  of 
the  district  had  already  petitioned  the 
Lord  Lieu  tenant  against  the  removal, 
and  that  no  Magistrate  belonging  to  the 
Potty  Sessional  District  voted  in  favour 
of  the  change  at  the  Conrt  of  Qtnirter 
Sessions  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  No,  Sir, 

IRISH  LANDLORDS"  TITHE  RENT 

CHAEOE  ARREARS, 
Mb.  GIBNEY  (Meatb,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  could  state 
what  is  the  amount  of  arrears  of  tithe 
rent-charge  due  by  Irish  laiidbirds  to  the 
Irish    Land   Commissiou ;    and    whether 
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he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
a  Return  showing  the  details  of  the 
arrears,  including  the  name  of  each 
debtor,  the  amount  due  by  him,  and  the 
period  of  time  covered  by  his  debt  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Tithe  rent-charge 
receivable  by  the  Irish  Land  Commis- 
sion, though  principally,  is  not  altogether 
payable  by  landlords.  The  arrears  have 
continuously  decreased  year  by  year  since 
1889.  On  March  31  last  the  arrears, 
though  the  accounts  for  the  year  just 
closed  have  not  yet  been  audited,  amounted 
to  £86,848.  The  arrears,  as  appearing 
at  the  close  of  the  financial  yeur^  March 
31,  do  not  truly  represent  the  state  of 
default,  as  they  include  a  considerable 
amount  of  the  half-yearly  gale  in  course 
of.  collection.  The  collection  of  this 
charge  is  being  vigorously  pressed,  and 
under  the  circumstances  I  do  not  consider 
that  any  useful  purpose  would  be  gained 
by  the  presentation  of  a  Return  as  sug- 
gested. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  How 
much  rent  do  the  Irish  landlords  owe  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot  say. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  Is  the  paper  showing 
the  position  of  the  Irish  Church  Fund 
ready  yet  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  No. 

Mr.  sexton  ;  How  soon  will  it  be 
circulated  ? 

Mr. 
hope. 
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J.  MORLEY  :  Very  shortly,  I 


THE  LEWIS    ESTATE    IN   COUNTY 
GALVVAY. 

Mk.  ROCHE  (Galway,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  any  rent 
has  been  paid  for  the  premises  occupied 
by  the  police  stationed  in  the  yard  ad- 
joining the  residence  of  Mrs.  Lewis  in 
the  County  of  Galway  ;  and,  if  so,  to 
whom  have  the  payments  been  made  ; 
and  whether  he  is  aware  that  the  pre- 
mises held  under  lease  for  the  Constabu- 
lary do  not  include  the  premises  occupied 
by  the  Constabulary  in  the  yard,  and  are 
a  considerable  distance  from  the  resi- 
dence ? 

Mr.   J.    MORLEY':     The   Inspector 

General    informs    me  that    no  rent  has 

been  paid  for  the  premises  referred  to  in 

the  first  part  of  the  question.     The  fact 

28  as  stated  in  the  second  paragraph. 

Jf/r.  Gibney 


DEFALCATIONS  OF  BARONY 
CONSTABLES  IN  MONAGHAN  COUNTY. 
Mr.  diamond  (Monaghan,  N.^  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  serious 
defalcations  that  have  successively  oc- 
curred in  the  accounts  of  two  barony 
constables,  who  are  brothers  named 
Cuming,  well-known  Orangemen,  in  the 
County  of  Monaghan ;  whether  these 
appointments  were  made  by  the  Grand 
Jury  of  the  county  ;  and  whether,  in  both 
cases,  the  sureties  have  failed  to  make 
good  the  losses  ;  whether  anything  can 
be  done  to  make  the  Grand  Jurors  re- 
sponsible for  the  sums  so  lost  in  the 
event  of  it  being  shown  that  insufficient 
inquiries  were  made  as  to  the  solvency  of 
the  men  appointed  and  of  their  sureties  \ 
whether  a  solicitor,  named  Wright,  who 
acted  for  the  Grand  Jury  in  the  matter  of 
these  appointments,  was  at  the  same 
time  a  member  of  the  Grand  Jury  ;  and 
whether  this  is  legal  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  a  fact  that 
two  persons  named  Cuming  have  been 
defaulters  in  their  accounts  as  barony 
constables  of  the  County  Monaghan. 
Proceedings  have  been  taken  against  both 
men  and  their  sureties,  and  it  is  believed 
that  the  entire  amount  of  the  defalcations 
will  be  recovered  in  each  case.  The  ap- 
pointments were  made  by  the  Grand 
Jury,  and  I  am  informed  by  the  Clerk  of 
the  Peace  that  prior  to  making  the  ap- 
pointments the  Grand  Jury  inquired  into 
and  were  satisfied  as  to  the  solvency  of 
the  persons  and  their  sureties.  With 
regard  to  the  fourth  paragraph,  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  solicitor  referred  to  was 
not  a  member  of  the  Grand  Jury  when 
these  appointments  were  made. 

THE  VOLUNTEER  DECORATION. 
Mr.  PAUL  (Edinburgh,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  Volunteers  who  have  served  in 
India  and  the  Colonies  will  be  entitled  to 
the  new  decoration  on  the  same  terms  as 
those  who  have  served  at  home  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR    (Mr.    Campbell  -  Bannerman, 

Stirling,   &c.)  :  Yes,  Sir ;    substantially 
tl\e  same. 
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LONDON  DISTRfCT  SURVEYORS 
Mh.  weir  (Ross  ivml  Cromarty)  :  I 
beg  Xo  ask  tbe  Socretarj  of  State  for  the 
Home  Departmeut  whether  the  district 
surveyors  in  Londoa,  in  caies  of  uegle*_'t 
of  rhity,  are  responsible  to  tbe  Loiakiu 
County  Council :  ami,  if  not,  to  whom  ? 

Mb,  ASQUITH  :  This  is  a  question 
which  eanuot  be  auswereil  in  any  par- 
ticular case  without  reference  to  the 
special  circumstances  and  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  several  Acta  of  Parliament 
which  deal  with  the  matter.  Speaking 
generally,  the  district  siirvevfUi*  are 
reaponsible  to  iha  London  County 
Coimcil. 

SIR  WATKIN  WIUJAMS  WVNN,  J,R 
Mr.  a.  C,  MORTON  (Peterborough)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  hid  atten- 
tion has  bcHN  trailed  to  the  case  of  Sir 
Watkin  VV'illiiims  Wynu,  who,  at  the 
AlbrigbtoD  Petty  Sessions,  on  the  25th 
of  April,  was  iinc?d  £o  and  costs  for 
shocking  cruelty  to  a  horse  on  the  5th  of 
March  last,  the  Chairnian  statitig  that 
the  Magistrates  were  uuanimously  of 
an  opinion  that  the  case  had  been  proved  ; 
and  whether  the  CTOvernment  propose  to 
remove  Sir  Watkin  Williams  Wyrin  from 
the  position  of  Lord  Lieutenant  and 
Magistrate  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  Yes,  All  that  I 
can  say  at  present  is  that  the  case  is  one 
requiring  the  carefnl  an<l  serious  cot»- 
sideration  of  those  authorities  who  are 
responsible  in  regard  tjo  the  offices  which 
ibis  gentleman  holds. 

LmE-SAVING  APPLIANCES  OFF  SBKK- 
KIN  ISLAND,  AND  LOSS  OF  NETS  AND 
GEAR  BY  FISHERMEN, 
Mr.  GILHOOLY  (Cork  Co,,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Presitleiit  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
during  the  recent  storm  off  the  ilizen 
IJea^L  Baltimore,  and  Sherkin  Is  Ian*  I,  a 
number  of  men  who  rescued  the  crew  of 
one  boat  were  in  peril  of  their  lives,  id 
consequence  of  tbe  want  of  a  lifeboat, 
life-buoys,  and  other  life-saving  appli- 
ances, he  will  have  these  provided  for 
Bal  lira  ore,  Sherkin  Island,  Cape  CltiJir, 
Scbull,  Here  Island,  Sheep*8  Head,  Dursay 
Island,  and  Blackball  ? 
I-  Mr.  MLTNDELLA  :  I  assume  that luy 
hon*   Friend    refers    to   ilie  case  of  tiie 
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ChrUtinn  H^tlMm  of  which  I  have 
not  yet  receivetl  fnll  particulars.  There 
is  already  a  rocket  apparatns  at  Balti- 
more as  well  as  one  at  Crook  haven. 
Scbull  is  provided  with  belts  and  lines^ 
and  there  are  belts  on  Berc  Island,  and 
belts  and  lines  at  numerous  other  ad- 
jaL-ent  places^  and  I  will  consider  whether 
any  further  provision  is  necessary.  Life- 
boats are  not  supplied  by  the  Board  of 
Trade ;  ami  with  regar<i  to  them,  I  must 
refer  my  hon.  Friend  to  the  Royal 
National  Lifelwat  Institution. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  Can  ihe  right  bon.  Gentleman 
inform  tfie  House  how  the  lifeboats  are 
used  when  the  wind  is  blowing  on 
shore  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  must  ask  for 
notice  of  tfiat  r|uestion. 

Mr,  (nLHOOLY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  J^ord  IJeutenant 
of  Ireland  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact 
tbiU  during  the  recent  gale  olT  the  Mizen 
Head,  Haltimore,  and  Sherkin  Island, 
luimbors  of  fishermen  have  lost  their 
nets,  and  are  thereby  deprived  of  their 
means  of  livelihood,  he  will  recommend 
the  Congested  Districts  Board  to  make 
inquiries,  in  order  that  assistance  may  be 
renderetl  that  wilt  enable  them  to  pursue 
their  calling  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOHLEY  :     Tiie  Congested 
iJistriets  Board  are   unable  to  make  free 
grants  to  fishermen  whose  boats  or  ge 
are  injured  or  lost,   but   any   applicatioiil 
for  loans  will   be  favourably  entertained 
by  the  Board, 

SEAMEN  AND  HTOKERS  IN  THE  KOVAL 
NAVY. 

Mk.HANBURY  (Preston)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
what  is  the  }>ercentage  of  seamen  af:d  of 
stokers,  respectively,  who  re-engage  to 
complete  tbe  full  period  of  service ; 
what  percentage  of  those  who  do  not 
inuncd lately  re-engage  return  to  t lie  ser- 
vice within  12  months;  and  whelher  he 
will  consent  to  a  Return  giving  these 
Hgures  for  the  last  10  years  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY^ (Sir  U,  Kay-Shlttlewokth, 
Lanciishire,  Clitheroe)  :  The  latest 
tigures  available  are  those  which  I  gave 
in  Debate  on  the  Navy  Estimates  the 
other  day.  It  was  found  in  1891  that  of 
the  seamen  65^  per  cent.,  and  of  the 
stokers  84^  per  cent*  r6-eng,a^o«     It  «v| 
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hon.  Friend  desires  later  or  further  par- 
ticulars in  the  form  of  a  Return  perhaps 
he  will  confer  with  me. 


THE  INDIAN  MINTS. 
Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  there  is  any 
foundation  for  the  rumour  that  the  ex- 
periment of  closing  the  Indian  mints 
having  failed  to  secure  the  object  aimed 
at  and  caused  a  general  paralysis  of 
Indian  trade,  the  Government  contem- 
plate an  abandonment  of  that  experiment 
either  immediately  or  in  June  next  at 
latest  ? 

Sir  BERNHARD  SAMUELSON 
(Oxfordshire,  Banbury)  :  I  beg,  at  the 
same  time,  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  there  is  any  foundation  for 
the  report  that  it  is  proposed  to  reopen 
the  Indian  mints  for  the  free  coinage  of 
rupees  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolver- 
hampton,  E.)  :  There  is  no  foundation 
for  the  reports  that  it  is  proposed  to  re- 
open the  mints.  Such  a  measure  has  not 
been  contemplated  either  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  or  the  Secretary  of  State 
in  Council. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  Is  it  not  the 
case  that  the  Indian  Government  are 
either  refusing  or  are  unable  to  lend 
rupees  to  banks  which  also  are  unable  to 
buy  them,  with  the  result  that  there  is  a 
great  scarcity  of  rupees  required  for 
legitimate  business  purposes  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  The  hon. 
Member  has  really  put  an  argumentative 
question,  which  I  should  have  to  say  a 
great  deal  upon  if  I  attempted  to  answer 
it.  If  he  will  put  down  a  question  as  to 
specific  facts,  I  will  do  my  best  to  reply 
to  it. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  My  question  is 
based  on  a  specific  statement  contained  in 
a  telegram  from  one  of  the  largest  houses 
of  business  in  Calcutta  as  follows  } — 

"  Money  market  very  bard  ;  bank  rate  ex- 
pected to  advance." 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  I   The 
hon.  Member  should  embody  that  in  a 
question  and  give  notice  of  it ;  that  is  the 
usual  course  to  take. 

Sir  U.  Kat/'Shuttleworth 


HERRING  FISHING  ON  THE  SCOTTISH 
COASTS. 

Sir  W.  WEDDERBURN  (Banff- 
shire)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
fishermen  of  the  East  Coast  of  Scotland 
have  decided  to  commence  the  herring 
fishing  on  the  West  Coast  from  the  7th 
of  May  ;  that  this  decision  has  been 
come  to  with  the  concurrence  of  the  fish 
curers  and  the  English  fish  buyers,  and 
with  the  approval  of  the  local  Magis- 
trates at  Stornoway  ;  and  that  certain 
of  the  Lewis  and  Harris  fishermen  desire 
the  fishing  to  commence  on  the  loth  of 
May,  and  have  adopted  an  attitude  of 
opposition  towards  those  who  propose  to 
commence  fishing  on  the  7th  ;  and  whe- 
ther he  will  despatch  a  couple  of  gun- 
boats to  Stornoway  in  order  to  satisfy 
the  East  Coast  fishermen  that  they  will 
be  allowed  to  pursue  their  lawful  industry 
without  hindrance  ? 

The  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND  (Sir  G.  Trevelyax,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) :  The  circumstances  men- 
tioned by  my  hon.  Friend  were  fully  and 
betimes  brought  before  me  by  the  Sheriff 
of  Ross  and  Cromarty  and  by  the  Fishery 
Board.  I  laid  the  situation  before  the 
Admiralty,  which  at  once  arranged  for 
one  of  Her  Majesty's  gunboats  to  be  at 
Stornoway  by  the  1st  of  May,  with  a 
view  to  the  preservation  of  peace  and 
order.  The  Niger^  I  believe,  arrived  at 
Stornoway  last  week.  I  cannot  believe 
that  the  fishermen  will  commit  acts  of 
disorder  which,  as  I  am  informed  on  the 
best  authority,  would  have  a  disastrous 
effect  on  the  fishing  trade  of  their  own 
island.  But,  in  any  case,  the  circumstances 
are  fully  before  the  Board  of  Admiralty, 
which  will  take  care  that  a  sufficient 
force  will  be  provided,  if  it  is  required. 

SCHOOL  FEES  AT  MATLOCK. 
Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee 
of  Council  on  Education  whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the 
accounts  of  the  Matlock  Bank  All 
Saints  Church  of  England  School 
for  the  year  ending  the  31st  of 
March,  1893,  by  which  it  appears  that 
£43  128.  lid.,  or  about  4s.  9d.  per  child, 
was  levied  as  fees  ;  whether  the  differ- 
ence between  the  former  fee  income  and 
the  fee  grant  is  under  3s.  a  child  ;  who- 
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ther  bis  attention  has  further  beeu  culled 
to  A  circular  of  tlio  manngera  of  this 
gchool,  in  which  it  is  stutetl  i\\vd  the 
usual  iicbool  fee  is  2il,  a  week  ;  wlmt 
action  ha  ha«  taken  to  prevent  the  over- 
charge to  parents  ;  and  whetber  he  is 
prepared  ouder  Section  1  of  the  Act  of 
1891  to  atop  the  whole  of  the  fee  grant  if 
anr  overcharge  bus  been  made  in  1894  ? 
The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr,  Ac  LAND,  York,  W.R, 
Rotberbam)  :  The  facti^  a.s  stated  in 
the  first  two  paragraphs  of  the  ques- 
tion are  correct,  except  that  the  amount 
charged  as  fees  last  year  was  not  4s.  9d., 
but  3s.  Hd.^  per  child,  the  amount  allow- 
able being  2s.  11  Jd.  The  overcharge 
was  deducted  from  the  fee  grant,  and  the 
managers  warnetl  that  the  fee  grant 
would  be  liable  to  forfeiture  shoe  Id  anj 
overcharge  lie  repeated*  It  appears  from 
the  Returns  which  have  jiist  come  in  for 
1894  that,  the  managers  have  this  3^ ear 
charged  something  under  wHi at  they  were 
entitled  to  charge.  It  also  appears  that 
out  of  2ol  childreu  on  the  hooks,  80  are 
paying  fees  of  2d,  a  week,  the  remainder 
being  free.  I  tmderstand  that  the 
managers  have  refused  applications  for 
more  free  places  iji  the  school,  but  T  do 
not  know  the  terms  of  the  circular  which 
they  are  statetl  to  have  issued  on  the 
subject. 

THE  OAKINGTON  (CAMBS.)  OVERSEERS. 
Mr.  P.  STANHOPE  (Buruley)  :  On 
behalf  of  the  hou.  Member  for  the 
Chesterton  Divigion  of  Cambridgeshire,  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Go* 
vernnient  Board  whether  lie  is  aware  that 
at  the  recent  Vestry  meeting  in  the  village 
of  Oakiugton,  in  Cambridgeshire,  Mr. 
William  Doggett  aut!  Mr.  William 
Harradine  were  the  two  first  names  on 
the  list  nominated  as  Overseers,  that  the 
Chairman  of  the  meeting  iu formed  the 
meeting  that  t!ie  names  would  !)e  sub- 
mitted to  the  Magistrates  iu  the  same 
order,  and  thiit  the  tneetiug  expressed 
their  satisf act iou,  knowiug  that  it  is  the 
cuBtom  for  Justices  to  appoint  the  two 
names  which  head  the  list  ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  outgoing  Overseers  re- 
versed the  order,  placing  their  own 
names  first,  and  so  secured  their  own 
re-appoiQtment  ;  whether  the  CbHirnmu 
of  the  meeting  has  certified  that  the 
minutes  of  the  Vestry  meeting  show  that 
the    two   aforesaid    names    were    placed 


first  with  a  view  to  their  appointment  by 
the  Justices  ;  and  whether  he  will  take 
steps  to  secure  the  reversal  of  the  ap- 
pointment which  the  Justices  made  upon 
ft  wront^  presentment  of  the  facts,  and  so 
carry  out  the  wishes  of  the  people  of 
Oakington  ?  I  wieh  also  to  supplement 
it  by  a  paragraph  which  the  Clerk  at 
the  Table  informs  me  wag  omitted  by  in- 
advertence— namely,  whether  the  Over- 
seers are  truslees  with  the  Chnrch war- 
dens of  the  Church  Town  lauds  Charity, 
and  whether  complaint  has  not  been 
made  to  the  Charity  Commissioners  of 
the  management  of  the  said  charity  ? 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.SHAw- 
Lefxvre,  Bradford,  Central) :  I  am 
afraid  I  can  only  answer  the  question 
on  the  Paper.  I  have  no  information  as 
to  the  facts  beyond  that  given  in  the 
question  of  my  hou.  Friend  and  certain 
newspaper  extracts  which  have  been 
forwarded  to  me.  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  have  no  jurisdiction  what- 
ever with  regard  to  the  appointment  of 
Overseers^  and  they  are  not,  therefore, 
empowered  to  take  any  steps  as  snggested 
for  the  reversal  of  the  appoiutmeuts 
which  have  been  made  by  the  Justices* 
I  may  add  tlmt  after  the  present  year 
the  appointmeut  of  the  Overseers  in  thia 
parish  will  vest  in  the  Parish  Council. 

NENAGH  WATERWORKS  LOAN. 
Mr.  p.  J.  O'BRIEN  (Tipperary,  N.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secret*iry  to  the  Treasury 
if  he  is  aware  that  the  Neuagh  Board  of 
Guardians  several  months  ago  applied 
for  a  supplemental  loan  of  £800  for  their 
waterworks,  and  that  the  amount  vpas 
duly  granted  with  the  sanction  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  ;  that  ever 
fiiuce  the  Board  of  Guardians  have  failed 
to  get  payments  of  tins  amount,  though 
representing  on  several  occiisious  to  tlae 
Local  Govern meut  Board  that  they  were 
being  fbrealened  with  legal  proceedings 
hy  their  contractor  for  a  balance  of  £5tH> 
on  account  of  the  waterworks  contract, 
and  which  they  could  not  pay  out  of  the 
rates  ;  aud  whether,  as  the  matter  is  now 
one  of  extreme  urgency,  he  will  he  so 
good  as  to  make  inquiries  into  the  cause 
of  this  great  delay,  and  see  that  the 
amount  in  <^piestion  will  be  at  once  paid 
in  to  the  credit  of  the  Guardians  ? 
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The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Oldham)  : 
Treasury  saDction  was  notified  by  the 
Board  of  Works  on  the  5th  of  April  to 
the  Guardians,  with  a  request  to  lodge 
the  preliminary  expenses  forthwith,  which 
was  not  done  until  the  17th  instant.  The 
mortgage  can  go  out  at  once  on  the 
Guardians  forwarding  to  the  Board  of 
Works  the  deed  of  conveyance  of  the 
lands  to  be  charged,^ ^hich  they  were 
asked  to  do  on  the  25th  instant. 

LIVERPOOL  TBLEGRAPH  OFFICE. 

Mr.  SAUNDERS  (Newington,  Wal- 
worth) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  half-time  learners 
were  employed  at  the  Telegraph  Office  in 
Liverpool  to  replace  the  day  clerks  who 
were  put  on  night  duty  to  deal  with  the 
Budget  ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  these  half  -  time  learners  are 
paid  6s.  per  week,  and  are  sometimes  so 
kept  for  12  or  18  months  after  passing 
their  examination  before  receiving  an 
appointment,  being  in  the  meantime  em- 
ployed on  men^s  duties,  he  can  see  his 
way  to  improve  the  position  of  these 
learners  ? 

Mu.  A.  MORLEY  :  In  regard  to  the 
first  paragraph  of  the  hon.  Member^s 
question,  it  is  the  fact  that  half-time 
learners  were  employed  to  replace  the 
telegraphists.  This  arrangement  was 
made  for  the  good  of  the  Public  Service, 
but  I  regard  it  also  as  a  distinct  advan- 
tage to  the  learners  who  were  so  em- 
ployed. In  regard  to  the  second 
paragraph,  if  the  persons  to  whom  the 
hon.  Member  refers  have  any  repre- 
sentation to  make,  and  will  submit  it  in 
the  usual  official  way,  it  will  receive 
attention. 

NEWSPAPER  POSTAGE. 
Mr.  SAUNDERS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  if  he  can  state 
approximately  the  amount  of  loss  which 
arises  from  the  carriage  of  high-priced 
newspapers,  weighing  from  two  to  eight 
ounces  or  over  for  a  halfpenny  ;  and  if  this 
loss  cannot  be  stopped,  will  he  equalise 
the  postal  privileges  on  newspapers  by 
allowing  smaller  newspapers  to  send 
parcels  up  to  eight  ounces  for  the  same 

Mr.  A.  MORLEY  :  The  whole  loss 
arising  from  the  carriage  of  newspapers 


at  the  halfpenny  rate  is  estimated  at 
about  £90,000  a  year,  but  I  am  unable  to 
say  what  portion  of  the  loss  is  assignable 
to  newspapers  exceeding  two  ounces  in 
weight.  Under  the  Act  of  Parliament  a 
single  registered  newspaper  is  carried 
for  a  halfpenny  irrespective  of  its  weight, 
and  the  hon.  Member's  suggestion,  if  I 
understand  it  aright,  is  that  a  parcel  of 
newspapers  up  to  a  weight  of  eight 
ounces  should  be  carried  for  a  halfpenny 
irrespective  of  their  number.  Such  a 
scheme  would  largely  augment  the  loss, 
and  could  not  be  defended. 

WRITERS  AT  SOUTH  KENSINGTON. 

Mr.  SAUNDERS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  whether,  as  practi- 
cally all  the  eligible  writers  are  now  pro- 
moted in  the  Education  Department,  he 
can  deal  similarly  with  those  in  the 
Science  and  Art  Department,  South 
Kensington  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  The  writers  in  the 
Science  and  Art  Department  have  been 
promoted  and  made  abstractors  or  assis- 
tant clerks  as  fast  as  such  posts  could 
properly  be  constituted.  There  are  now 
34  such  promoted  writers  in  the  Depart- 
ment, and  an  application  is  now  before 
the  Treasury  for  13  more.  There  will 
then  only  remain  30  writers  in  the  Depart- 
ment eligible  for  promotion.  No  further 
abstractors  are  at  present  necessary. 

THE  ESTATE  DUTY. 
Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University)  r 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  the  proposed  increased 
Estate  Duties  will  be  payable  in  Ireland 
by  tenants  who  have  purchased  their 
holdings  under  the  Land  Purchase  Acts  ; 
if  so,  whether  the  instalments  of  such 
duties  will  be  a  charge  in  priority  or 
subsequent  to  the  purchase  instalments 
payable  to  the  State  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcourt, Derby): 
Yes,  if  the  net  value  of  the  property  at 
the  time  of  the  tenant^s  death  exceeds 
£100.  If  the  net  value  is  between 
£100  and  £1,000,  the  payment  of  Estate 
Duty  will  exempt  the  property  from 
Succession  Duty.  The  instalments  of 
Estate  Duty  will  be  a  charge  subsequent 
to  the  purchase  instalments  payable  to 
the  State. 
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Mr.  sexton  :  Maj  I  ask  wiiether, 
in  the  cuse  of  a  tenaut  purchaser  wlio 
h&s  only  partly  paid  tlie  duty,  will  be  be 
charged  ou  the  whi>le  auigiiut  of  prineipnl, 
without  regard  to  the  baiatice  due  to  the 
SUfe  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  must  ask 
my  hoti.  Friend  to  give  notice  of  that,  I 
am  obliged  to  be  very  careful  in  answer- 
ing thetje  questions. 

Mit.  CARSON  ;  In  estimating  what 
Ei^taie  Duty  i^  to  be  paid,  will  tlie  period 
of  the  tenancy  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  mnst  ask 
for  notice  of  all  those  questions, 

Mr.  KNOX  (Cavan,  VV.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Cbaucellor  of  the  Exchequer 
what  amount  of  the  estimated  yield  of 
£3,5<K),tXJt>  from  the  alteration  of  the 
Death  Duties  is  estimated  us  likely  to 
be  paid  in  Ireland  ;  and  what  part  of 
the  relief  from  the  alteration  in  the 
mode  of  asseasment  under  Schedule  A^ 
and  wMiat  part  of  the  relief  from  the 
increase  of  the  limit  of  partial  or  total 
exemption  will  be  enjoyed  by  Ireland  ? 

Siu  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Death 
Duties  paid  by  Ireland  arc  under  5  per 
cent,  of  the  total  for  the  United  King- 
dom. The  exact  proportion  last  year 
was  4*9.  I  cannot  say  what  will  be  the 
precise  share  of  Irehincri?  contribution  to 
the  addition  to  Death  Duties,  whicii  is 
estimated  at  £3,500,000.  But,  inasmuch 
as  this  addition  is  iargely  duo  to  gradua- 
tion, and  there  is  a  far  smaller  porportion 
of  large  estates  in  Ireland  than  in  Great 
Brittiin,  it  follows  that  the  contribution 
of  Ireland  to  the  additional  duty  will  be 
at  a  lower  percentage  than  ber  contribu- 
tion to  the  existing  duty.  Taking  it  at 
3  per  cent»,  it  would  amount  to  £105,000. 
Ireland  will  be  comparatively  little 
affected  by  the  alteration  of  ass^cfj^ment 
under  Schedule  A,  inasmuch  as  the 
assessment  to  Income  Tax  in  Ireland  la 
on  the  net  value  of  land,  not  on  the 
gross,  as  in  Great  Britain.  The  relief 
which  Ireland  will  get  from  the  raising 
of  the  limit  of  exemption  or  abatement 
will  be  from  £35,000  to  £40,000. 

MKt  KNOX  :  Is  not  the  amount  con- 
tributed by  Ireland  over  b|  percent.,  and 
h  not  that  a  larger  share  proportionately 
than  IB  paid  by  Great  Britain  ? 


Sru  W.  HARCOURT:  The  answer 
I  have  given  is  the  result  of  careful 
examination  on  the  part  of  the  Inland 
RcvcDUe,  and  I  cannot  say  more  at 
present. 

Mk,  BARTLEY(Ihliugton,  N.)  ;  Are 
we  to  niulerstand  that  the  effect  of  the 
new  tax  will  be  that  Engl  a  nil  w^ill  have  to 
pay  a  stiM  larger  share  of  this  tiix, 
although  she  is  so  much  under-repre- 
sented in  this  House? 

[The  question  was  not  answered,] 

THK  FEES  TO  THE  LAW  OFFICERS  OP 
THE  GROWN. 

Mr.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  (Bir- 
mliigham,  S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  whether  the 
Government  intend  to  avail  themselves 
of  the  opportunity  alfonled  by  the  pre- 
sent vacancy  in  the  office  of  Attorney 
General  to  revise  the  conditions  under 
which  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
now  discharge  their  duties,  so  as  to  pro- 
vide that  their  whole  time  be  devoted  to 
the  Public  Service,  and  that  the  emolu- 
ments of  their  offices  be  reduced  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  Yes,  Sir; 
that  matter  is  now  under  cousideration. 

Mr.  HANBURY  {Pre.stonj:  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  any  Papers  relating 
to  the  subject,  so  that  we  may  know  ex- 
actly what  the  terms  are  .'' 

Sru  W.  HARCOUKT:    Yes. 

Mr.  graham  MURRAY;  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  give  the 
emoluments  of  Law  Officers  in  other 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

Mr.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  :  May  I 

ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  when 
the  Return  ordered  by  the  House  of  th§  ' 
payments  made  to  the  Law   Officers 
the  Crown  of  the  last  three  years  will  be 
laid  on  the  Table  ? 

Sir  J,  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  will  get  the 
information  for  the  hon.  Member, 

Mr.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  :  It  is 
necessary  we  should  have  it  imme- 
diately. 

THE  FINANCE  BILL. 
Mr.  BARTLEY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer   if  he  wiUL| 
explain  why  the  Budget  Bill  this  year 
called  *^The  Finance  Bill;'  and  not, 
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has  been  usual  for  many  years,  "  The 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill  ;  ** 
and  whether,  for  the  convenience  of 
future  reference,  he  will  consent  to  call 
it  by  its  old  name,  or  '*The  Customs, In- 
land Revenue,  and  Finance  Bill "  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Bill  now 
before  the  House  is  called  the  Finance 
Bill  as  a  short  title  to  indicate  that  it 
contains  all  the  provisions  relating  to  the 
finance  of  the  year,  as  well  as  those 
relating  to  the  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue.  The  propriety  of  embracing 
the  whole  finance  of  the  year  in  one  Bill 
was  much  considered  in  the  year  1861, 
after  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  for  the 
repeal  of  the  Paper  Duty  by  the  House 
of  Lords.  It  has  been  thought  well  to 
adopt  the  present  title  in  order  to  give 
effect  to  this  policy. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  it  is  intended  to  permanently 
change  the  name  of  the  Customs  and  In- 
land Revenue  Bill  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  Yes,  Sir, 
for  a-  short  title,  I  hope.  That  is  founded 
on  what  Mr.  Disraeli  said  in  a  discussion 
which  took  place  in  1861.  Mr.  Disraeli 
then  said — 

•*  I  come,  Sir,  to  the  second  mode  of  defending 
our  rights  suggested  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
and,  I  take  it,  adopted  in  the  Resolution — that 
is,  by  insisting  that  the  whole  of  our  financial 
scheme  shall  be  embodied  in  one  Bill.  We  do 
not  —  at  least,  I  for  one,  and  the  Prime  Minister 
for  another,  do  not — question  the  right  of  the 
House  of  Lords  to  reject  such  a  Bill,  but,  of 
course,  the  responsibility  for  such  a  step  would, 
under  these  circumstances,  be  greatly  enhanced, 
and  the  difficulty  of  disturbing  the  financial 
arrangements  of  the  House  of  Commons  pro- 
portionately be  increased." 

SCOTTISH  CONTRIBUTIONS  TO 
IMPERIAL  REVENUE. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  (Ayrshire,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer if  he  will  now  state  when  the 
Government  will  appoint  the  Select 
Committee,  promised  by  him  on  the  15th 
of  March,  to  inquire  into  the  financial 
relations  of  Scotland  to  the  other  Divi- 
sions of  the  United  Kingdom  and  to  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  ? 

Dk.MACGREGOR  (Inverness-shire): 
Is  the  right  hon.  Geutleman  aware  that 
Scotland  now  pays  much  more  than  her 
fair  share  of  Imperial  taxation  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  That  is  a 
matter  about  to  be  inquired  into  judi- 
ciaUy,  and  I  should  not  like  to  forestall 

Mr.  Bartley 


the  decision  to  be  arrived  at.  I  stated 
some  time  ago  that  it  was  intended  by 
the  Government  to  open  such  an  inquiry, 
but  it  is  impossible  that  it  should  go  on 
at  the  same  time  as  the  Irish  inquiry, 
because  the  officials  of  the  Treasury 
would  really  be  the  principal  witnesses 
at  both  inquiries. 

Mr.  COCHRANE :  Why  should  not 
the  inquiry  as  to  Scotland  be  taken  be- 
fore that  relating  to  Ireland  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

IST  CAITHNESS  VOLUNTEER 
ARTILLERY  CORPS. 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  On  behalf  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness,  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  what  was 
the  strength  of  the  1st  Caithness  Volun- 
teer Artillery  Corps  and  of  each  company 
of  it  at  the  end  of  the  years  1887,  1888, 
and  1893  ;  whether  there  is  a  Financial 
Committee ;  and,  if  so,  is  it  elected  by 
the  corps  according  to  the  Volunteer 
Regulations,  or  by  whom  has  it  been 
appointed  ;  whether  the  abstract  of  the 
accounts  has  been  posted  up  in  some 
public  place  for  the  inspection  of  the 
members  of  the  corps,  in  accordance  with 
the  Regulations  ;  and  why  the  General 
Meeting  of  the  corps,  ordered  by  the  War 
Office  on  the  7th  of  December,  1892,  to 
consider  the  alteration  of  its  Rules,  has 
not  yet  been  convened  by  the  Command- 
ing Officer  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

The  strength  of  the  1st  Caithness  Volun- 
teer Artillery  was  634  in  1887,  621  iu 
1888,  and  430  in  1893.  Stated  by  com- 
panies in  the  several  years  the  strength 
was  : — Wick  Companies,  163,  147,  56  ; 
Thurso  Companies,  166,  162,  128  ;  Mey 
Company,  89,  57,  56 ;  Castleton  Com- 
pany, 91,  92,  71  ;  Helmsdale  Company,. 
66,  78,  76  ;  Golspie  Company,  79,  85^ 
43.  One  of  the  Wick  companies  is  dis- 
banded from  the  commencement  of  the 
present  financial  year.  A  Finance  Com- 
mittee is  provided  for  by  the  Rules  of  the 
corps  ;  but  it  does  not  appear  that  it  has 
been  actually  appointed,  and  the  finances 
of  the  several  companies  have  been 
administered  by  their  respective  cap- 
tains. As  this  arrangement  is  contrary 
to  the  general  Regulations  for  the  Volun- 
teers, the  Commanding  Officer  was  in- 
structed to  call  a  General  Meeting  to 
modify  the  existing  Rules  and  constitute 
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a  more  workable  Fiuance  Committee. 
As  a  previous  Oeueral  Meuliug  bad  re- 
fused to  alter  the  Rules  the  Commaudiug 
Officer  thougUt  it  useless  to  summon 
iiDotber  for  the  purYtose.  Ho  has  now 
beeu  iuHtructed  to  have  such  a  meeting 
without  (jelny,  and  eiplanations  have 
also  been  called  for»  It  is  stated  that 
the  accounts  of  the  corps  are  exhibited 
at  its  he*vd(|narter»  in  the  Armoury  and 
Orderly  room. 

MINKS  (EIGHT  HOURS)  BILL. 
Mft.  RUBY  (Luueiishire,  S.E.^Eccles) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  8tate  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  be  can  fix  a 
day  for  Committee  ou  the  Mines  (Eight 
Hour.-^)  Bill  f 

8iu  W.  HARCOURT  (who  replied) 
eaid  :  No,  Sir;  I  am  not  able  to  make  any 
arrangement  at  present. 

EVICTIONS  TN  SOUTH  LEITRIM, 
Mr.  TLTLLY  (Leitrim,  S.):  I  beg  to 
ask  tbe  ChieT  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lientemint  of  Ircluud  whether  he  is  aware 
Ihat,  on  the  5th  of  April  last,  Tbomjis 
Carrigan  was  evicted  from  bis  holding  at 
Stradrenao,  Drumreilly,  South  Leitrim, 
at  the  suit  of  his  landlord,  Mr,  Marsham 
Jones  ;  tbiit  this  tenant  lias  been  five 
years  in  occupation,  and  paid  a  year's 
rent  every  year  during  that  period,  Imt  liis 
receipts  being  knck-dated  b}''  the  agent, 
Mr.  Howsou,  he  was  decreed  for  six 
years' arrears  of  rent ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  Carrigan  otFered  to  pay  one  and  a-half 
year's  rent,  but  his  ofter  was  rejected, 
and  Carrigan  and  his  family  forced  out 
by  the  police  under  the  command  of  Dis- 
trict Inspector  Tyrrell,  Bailinamore,  who 
brandished  Ids  sword  aud  compelled  hia 
men  lo  enter  the  bouse,  and  eject  tbe  in- 
mates hy  force  ;  aud  wf  let  her  similar 
proceedings  on  the  part  of  the  police  will 
be  sanctioned  by  the  Executive  ponding 
the  passage  of  the  Evicted  Tenants' Bill 
into  law  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  must  ask  tbe 
hoD.  Gentleman  to  defer  this  question 
till  tO'ioorrow,  in  order  to  enable  me  to 
complete  some  further  inquiries  which  1 
ba^e  directed  to  be  made. 

HOURS  OF  LABOUR  ON  SCOTCH 
RAILWAYS. 
Mr.  W\  WHITELAW    (Perth) :     I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
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Trade  whether  any  complaints  uoder  tbe 
Railway  Servants  (Hours  of  Labour)  Act 
have  been  made  by  Scotch  railway 
servants  ;  if  so,  ihow  many,  aud  against 
what  Railway  Companies,  have  s^icb 
complaints  been  made  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  Three  **  repre- 
seutations "  under  the  Act  have  been 
received  from  Scotland  and  are  being 
dealt  with.  Two  affect  different  classes 
of  servants  of  the  North  British,  and  the 
third,  drivers  and  firemen  of  tbe  Cale- 
donian. 

Mr,  W.  WIIITELAW  :  Are  they 
being  dealt  with  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  ? 


Mr.  MUNDELLA 

dealt  with  now. 


They  are  being 


ARMY  EXAMINATIONS. 
Mr.  SEXTON  :  On  behalf  of  the 
lion.  Member  for  South  Donegal,  I  beg 
to  ask  tbe  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners, 
who  have  recently  issued  Regulations  to 
holdexitminations  of  Irish  canilidates  for 
the  commissions  in  the  Army  in  Dublin, 
still  continue  to  bold  the  prai-tical  part  of 
the  Army  examinations  in  London  ; 
whether  the  examination  held  in  Loudon 
is  mainly,  if  not  exclusively »  a  rira  voce 
examination,  which  lasts  in  tbe  majority 
of  cases  only  a  short  time  :  and  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  incouvenieuce  and 
expense  entaileil  on  candidates  by  the 
boldingof  a  portion  of  the  examinations  in 
London,  steps  will  betaken  to  have  these 
examinations  in  all  their  departments  held 
in  Dniilin  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

The  new  arrangement  has  been  made 
with  the  object  of  reducing  the  expenses 
of  candidates,  who  will  now  only  have 
to  be  in  London  for  a  few  days,  instead  of, 
as  hitherto,  for  nearly  a  fortnight ;  but 
it  has  not  been  found  practicable  to  have 
the  oral  aud  practical  examiuatious  at 
local  centres. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Why  not  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

The  reason  is  that,  if  it  is  an  oral 
examination  and  is  held  at  ditlereut 
places,  it  is  obviously  impossible  to 
equalise  competition.  If  it  is  an 
examination  conducted   by  papers  only, 
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the  written  answers  can  be  sent  to 
headquarters  and  be  judged  on  a  uniform 
principle. 

FOREIGN  DEATH  DUTIES. 
Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over  Square)  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  a  question  of 
which  I  have  not  given  him  notice,  but 
which  he  maj  be  able  to  answer.  Has 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  Treasury, 
or,  if  not,  will  he  be  able  to  procure,  in- 
formation as  to  the  Death  Duties  imposed 
by  foreign  countries — for  instance,  France 
and  Gernuiny  —  upon  the  property  of 
Englishmen  domiciled  in  England  but 
holding  part  of  their  property  abroad  ; 
and  also  with  reference  to  the  duty  im- 
posed by  those  countries  upon  English- 
men domiciled  abroad  but  holding  part  of 
their  property  in  England ;  and,  generally, 
any  information  with  regard  to  foreign 
countries  as  to  what  duties  are  imposed 
.upon  Englishmen  ?  ' 

Sir   G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool,  Eirkdale) :  May  I  ask  whether  the  ' 
right  hon.  Gentleman   will  give  similar  i 
information  concerning  the  Colonies  ?        I 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  can  at  once 
give  some  information  with  regard  to  the 
Colonies.  I  saw  on  Saturday  a  Bill 
referring  to  New  Zealand,  in  which  a 
duty  of  8  per  cent,  was  charged  upon 
sums  of  £80,000.  It  is  easy  to  get  at 
the  Colonial  Office  the  information  with 
regard  to  the  Colonies,  but,  as  far  as 
foreign  countries  are  concerned,  I  should 
be  glad  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
kindly  put  his  question  upon  the  Paper, 
and  I  then  will  endeavour  to  get  the 
information  from  the  Foreign  Office. 

TITHE  RENT  CHARGE. 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  May  I  ask  what  will  happen  under 
the  Welsh  Disestablishment  Bill  to  the 
part  of  the  clerically  appropriated  tithe 
rent  charge  which  does  not  go  to  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  Having  only  just 
received  notice  of  the  question,  I  have 
not  had  time  to  look  into  the  matter,  but 
I  believe  the  figures  I  gave  the  other 
night  represent  the  whole  of  the  tithe 
rent  charge,  whether  going  to  clerical 
impropriators  or  to  lay  impropriators. 

Jfr.  Campbell'Bannerman 


PARLIAMENTARY  VOTERS  IN 
SCOTLAND  AND  IRELAND. 

Mr.  MOWBRAY  (Lancashire,  Prest- 
wich)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether  he 
proposes  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  Return  of  Parliamentary  Voters 
for  Scotland  and  Ireland,  in  the  same 
form  as  that  already  presented  in  Parlia- 
mentary Paper,  No.  40,  for  England  and 
Wales  ? 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD  -  BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  :  At  the  same  time 
I  will  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  Go- 
vernment will  give  a  Return  showing  the 
population  and  electorate  of  the  Irish 
and  Scotch  constituencies,  similar  to 
that  which  has  just  been  issued  for 
England  and  Wales  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT  (Mr.  George  Russell,  North 
Beds.)  :  I  have  been  asked  to  answer  thia 
question.  The  desired  Return  for  Scot- 
land was  issued  last  year  (see  Parlia- 
mentary Paper,  No.  340,  of  last  Session). 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretaiy 
for  Ireland  informs  me  that  there  will  be 
no  objection  to  the  issue  of  a  similar  Re- 
turn for  Ireland. 

MOTION. 


FACTORIES  AND  WORKSHOPS  BILL. 
MOTION    FOR    LEAVE. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  In  asking  for  leave 
to  introduce  a  Bill  to  amend  and  extend 
the  Law  relating  to  Factories  and  Work- 
I  shops,  I  wish  to  say  that  although  I  do 
I  not  propose  to  introduce  it  at  length,  it  i» 
not  because  in  the  view  of  the  Govern- 
ment this  is  an  unimportant  Bill.  The  ex- 
planation is  that,  in  point  of  principle,  it 
is  not  at  all  contentious,  but  in  point  of 
detail  it  deals  in  a  somewhat  complicated 
way  with  a  number  of  particular  indus- 
tries, and  therefore  it  is  hardly  a  Bill 
which  could  be  conveniently  discussed 
until  it  is  printed  and  circulated,  which  I 
hope  it  will  be  to-morrow.  The  Bill 
proposes  to  make  Amendments  in  the 
general  law  relating  to  factories  and 
workshops  as  to  their  sanitary  conditions 
and  safety.  It  defines  overcrowding  to 
mean  an  allowance  of  less  than  250  cubic 
feet  of  space  per  man,  and  after  8  o'clock 
in  the  evening  400  cubic  feet.     It  gives 
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power  to  the  Courts,  where  premises  arc 
fttruftumlly  uiitit  for  «  partii-tilar  iiroees^, 
to  ret|ntru  the  uecest^ary  altertitiotis  to  be 
made,   aud   it   prohibits   the  elenuiiii^  of 
machinery  ill  niotiou  by  women  aud  youug 
persons,  in  nddition   to  ehildreu,   as   at 
present.     Next,  as  to  the  time  of  empioy- 
Imeot,  the   Bill    provide.^   that    overtime, 
M'bieh  it*  now  capable  of   l>eiug  allowed 
live  days  in  any  week,  tsliall  not  be  allowed 
on  more  tlmu  three  days  ;  aud  it  restriets 
the  emph>yment  outside  the  factory,  \\\ 
the  busiueaa  of   the.  factory,  of  chihlreu, 
women,  and   young   persons — that    is  to 
Bay,  if   the  child   has  been   employed   in 
the  factory  (in ring  the  daytime,  it  is  not 
to  be  allowed  to  tJike  out  work  to   do  at 
home  ;  aud  similarly  women  and  young 
persons    are     not     to     be     allowed    to 
t^ke   out    work    if    they    are   employed 
in    the    factory.       TLie     Bill     proposes 
to    include    in    the    law    as    to    factories 
and  workshops  certain   industries   which 
are  not ;« t  present  eml»raced  ;  such,  for  in- 
stance, as  laundries.     Steam  laundries  arc 
to    be     deemed     factories,      and     other 
laundries  are  to   be  deemed  workshops  ; 
and    speciiil  provisions  are  made  for  the 
ventilation    of   steam    laundries   and  the 
keeping  of  the  floors,  &c.,  drained.  There 
are     exceptions      for    what    are    calletl 
domestic  laundries  and  laundries  belong- 
ing   to   institutions,  which  will  be  under 
the  geneml  law.     As  to  dm-ks,  wharves, 
and    places    where    buildings    are    l>eing 
temporarily  constructed,  they  are  brouglit 
for  the  first  time  under  those   provisions 
of  the  Factory  Act  which  deal   with   in- 
spection,    fcueiiig     of    m7ichtnery^    and 
notice  of  accident.     Thirdly,  and   lastly, 
the  Bill  proposes  in  tlie  case  of  what  are 
called  tenement  factories,  which  are  com- 
mon   in    Sbeflield  aud  that    part  of  the 
country — factories  where  difliereut  parts  of 
the  building  are  let  out  tosmull  occupiers 
— ^to   make   the  owner  responsible  for  the 
sanitary   condition    of    the    factory,     the 
fencing   of   the  machinery,  aud  a  ti umber 
of  matters  of  that  kind.     In  the  case  of 
dangerous    and  unhealthy  employments^, 
the  Bill  gives  power  to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  In  addition  to  his   present    powers, 
to  restrict  the  hours  of  employment,  and 
altogether   t^  forbid  the  employment  of 
women,    yonug    persons,    and    children. 
Finally,  the  Bill  proposes   to  amend,    or 
rattier  to  substitute,  for  what  is  called  the 
'particulars"  clause  in  the  Act  of  1891, 
(pew  clause,  which  will  apply  that  en- 


actment to  all  piece-workers  fn  the  textile 
[rades,  and  which  will  require  employers 
in  those  trades  to  supply  to  every  worker 
paid  by  the  piece  a  plain  definite  form,  in 
writing,  giving  such  particulars  as  will 
enable  the  o|>erative  to  compute  the 
wages  ]  lay  a  hie  to  him  in  respect  of  each 
piece  banded  over  to  him  to  work  upon. 
I  ho]»e  the  House  will  now  consent  to 
read  the  Bill  a  tirst  time  on  the  under- 
standing that  ample  time  will  he  given 
before  the  Second  lieiLding  is  taken,  and 
that  ultimately  it  will  be  referred  to  the 
iSfaudiug  Committee  on  Trade, 

Motion  made,  and  Queatton  proposed^ 
*'  That  leave   bu  i^'jvea  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 

auicnd  and  cxloiifl  tlic  Law  relating  to  Fftctorieii 

aud  \Vork9ho[>8."— (  J/r.  Asquith.^ 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  tij  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Secretary  As(|Liith,  Mr,  Herbert  Glad* 
sroue,  and  Mr.  George  Russell. 

Bill  presented,  aud  read  first  time, 
[Bill  204,] 

OR  DEBS    OF    THE    DAW 


ESTABLISHED  CHURCH  (WALES)  BILL. 

MUTIOX       FOlt        LEAVE.  [aDJOURNED 

DEBATE,] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [26tb  April], 

**Thiit  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
rcrtninate  the  Establish aient  of  the  Church  of 
England  in  Wales  and  MonniouthHldre,  anel 
to  makii  uroviKioTi  in  re8i,>ect  of  the  tcaii>oralitie8 
t he nx) f . — { Mt\  Sip rtt a rt/  jUq tiith.') 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mu.  LLOYD-GEORGE  (Carnarvon, 
&e,)  8akl  tbatj  while  congratulating  the 
Governtiient  on  the  intrwhietion  of  the 
Bill,  he  wished  to  offer  a  few  eritieisms 
on  several  sweeping  statements  which 
bad  been  made  by  Members  of  the  Oppo- 
sition. The  hon,  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Isle  of  Wight  stated  that  the 
NoncouforDiit^t  Bodies  and  the  English 
Church  in  Wales  were  about  equally 
divided  ;  several  hou.  Members  asserted 
that  in  Wales  Nonconformity  was  a 
declining  force,  and  that  the  Church  wsb 
increaHing  in  luHuence  and  in  numbers; 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mera- 
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ber  for  West  Bristol  said  that  Wales  had 
never  had  a  separate  national  existence, 
and  that  nothing  in  historj  could  support 
the  claim  for  a  separate  Welsh  nationality. 
Those  were  very  sweeping  statements, 
and  upon  them  rested  the  whole  case  for 
a  special  Bill.  But  he  thought  they  had 
a  right  to  complain  that  not  one  single 
shred  of  argument,  one  historical  fact,  or 
one  tittle  of  evidence  had  been  adduced 
in  support  of  those  statements.  As  he 
had  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  every  one 
of  these  statements  would  be  repeated  in 
every  town  and  village  throughout  the 
country  during  the  next  18  months,  no 
apology  was  required  from  a  Welsh 
Member  for  taking  steps  to  at  once 
repudiate  them.  As  to  the  first,  he 
ventured  to  say  that  if  it  were  true  that 
the  Church  and  Nonconformity  were 
about  equally  divided  in  Wales,  it  meant 
that  at  the  last  General  Election,  and  at 
several  previous  Elections,  the  sentiment 
in  favour  of  disestablishment  must  have 
been  so  strong  that  no  less  than  tens  of 
thousands  of  Churchmen  must  have  voted 
for  the  disestablishment  of  the  Church. 
Honesty  would  not  permit  him  to  accept 
that  statement.  Several  speakers  had 
commented  on  the  assertion  that  the 
Welsh  Nonconformists  had  refused  to 
assent  to  the  taking  of  a  Religious  Census. 
He  had  the  official  Returns  of  the 
number  of  registered  members  of  the 
particular  denominations  in  Wales.  Now, 
what  were  the  numbers  ?  The  Church 
claimed  to  have  four  dioceses.  The 
number  of  its  communicants 

Mr.  TALBOT  :  What  is  the  hon. 
Gentleman  quoting  from  ? 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  From  the 
official  Returns  of  the  communicants  of 
the  Church. 

Mr.  TALBOT  :  Where  do  they  come 
from  ? 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  From  The 
Contemporary  Review  of  this  month, 
supplied  by  a  statistician,  whose  au- 
thority, I  am  sure,  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site will  not  dispute — namely,  Mr. 
Darlington,  a  gentleman  who  has  gone 
into  the  question  thoroughly. 

An  hon.  Member  :  The  figures  are  not 
*'oflScial." 

Mr.    LLOYD-GEORGE     said,    the 

aggregate  number  of  the  communicants 

of  the  Church  came  to  117,900,  or  6  per 

cent,  of  the  population.     The  aggregate 

number  of  Nonconformists  was  4^2,840, 

Mr.  /Joyd' George 


or  23  per  cent,  of  the  population.  So 
that  the  Nonconformists  were  in  the  pro- 
portion of  three,  or  almost  four,  to  one  of 
the  Church  communicants.  That  did 
not  support  the  statement  made  so 
liberally  on  the  other  side  that  Noncon- 
formists and  Churchmen  were  in  equal 
proportions. 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras, 
E.)  :  The  hon.  Member  says  he  has  an 
official  Return.  I  should  like  to  know  if 
there  were  official  enumerators  ?  ["  Order, 
order ! "] 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said,  this  was 
not  the  only  statement  made  on  the  other 
side.  They  were  told  not  merely  that 
Churchmen  and  Nonconformists  were 
about  equal,  but  that  Nonconformity  was 
a  declining  force,  while  the  Church  was 
increasing  in  numbers.  Some  figures, 
which  were  not  very  relevant,  were  given 
in  support  of  that  startling  proposition. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Isle  of  Wight  (Sir  R. 
Webster)  had  quoted  the  Returns  of  the 
Nonconformist  chapels  from  1884  to 
1886  inclusive.  The  very  selection  of 
that  period  showed  the  partial  method 
and  tactics  of  the  Church  Party,  because 
these  were  the  lowest  years  in  the  Non- 
conformist Returns,  and  there  was  a  prac- 
tical reason  for  it.  There  was  great 
depression  in  trade  at  industrial  centres. 
Thousands  of  working  men — who  con- 
stituted, after  all,  the  bulk  of  the  Non- 
conformists in  Wales — had  to  leave  for 
England,  and  some  for  America.  The 
Church  Party  selected  those  years  of 
depression  in  the  history  of  Dissent  as  a 
fair  sample  of  progress,  but  that  was  a 
thoroughly  discreditable  method  of  en- 
deavouring to  support  a  case.  Still,  he 
found  that  in  1886  the  Methodists  alone 
increased  by  6,401,  whilst  the  Church 
increased  by  6,910;  so  that  even  in  a 
year  of  great  depression  for  Noncon- 
formists, one  denomination  alone  increased 
its  adherents  by  600  more  than  the 
Church.  But  he  did  not  consider  it  fair 
to  take  one  year.  They  ought  to  take 
at  least  10  or  20  years  in  order  to  judge 
of  the  increase  of  the  respective  forces  in 
Wales.  If  they  did  that,  what  would 
they  find  ?  Taking  the  years  from  1872 
to  1892,  they  found  that  the  Methodists 
and  the  Baptists — the  two  bodies 
selected  and  singled  out  for  the 
purpose  of  comparison  by  the  other 
side — had      increased      as     follows  : — 
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The  Methmlists    in    1872  were   95,000, 
and  in  1892  hiul  inQreasecl  to  14<X(XK>,  or 
an    increajie   of  40  per   cent.  ;    and    tlie 
Baptists   in    1872   were  63,000,    and  in 
1892    had     inerea.sed     to     97,0(»0,     or 
an  increa8e  of  t57  per  cent.     In  the  faci' 
of    this    they    were    told    that    Noticon- 
formity   was  a  declining  fon:^e  in  Wales. 
With     regard     to    Nonconformity    as   a 
whole,  there  had  been  an   increase  of  40 
per   cent,    in    the  nnml^er   of  adherents. 
But   they    were  told    that  there    was   a 
marked    (leeline   in  the  snhseriptiouf   of 
Dissentino-  liodieB.     He  had  the  aggre- 
gate con  tri  Kilt  ions  of  the  Method  rfit8  in 
1869  and  1889 — and  he  regretted  tliat  in 
tbe^liort  time  he  had  had  at  his  di exposal 
he  had    been  nnable    to  get  hohl  of  the 
contributions    of     the      Baptists.       The 
official  Returns  of  the  Mtthodtsts  showsil 
that   in    1869  the  anionnt  collected  was 
£l04,UtX),and  m  1889  it  wan  £IH2,000,  or 
an    increase    of   73  per  cent.     That  did 
not  look  as  thongb  in  that  20  years  Non- 
conformity   was    a    declining    force    in 
Wales.     Well,  what  about  the  Church  ? 
He  niaintained   that   Nonconformity  was 
not    dech'ning    in    comparison    with    the 
Cburcb,  and  that  its  rate  of  progress,  as 
compared  with  that  of  the  Church,  wan 
great.      In    1851    there    was    an    oiHcial 
Census   taken    of  the  attendance  at    the 
different  places  of  worshi[j  in    Wales — 
and   he  was  sure  that  the  defenders   of 
the  Clnirch  in  the  ITonse  would  tint  i^tate 
that  this  attendance  was  nnder-estimaled. 
It  was  found  that  the  Church  attendances 
amounted    to    1.32,000,    or   only   21    ]»er 
eeut,    of    the    total     attendanees.      The 
Nonconformist  attendanees,  exclnsire  of 
Roman    Catholics,  amoHUtetl   to  484/KK), 
or    78    per    cent,    of    the    whole.     That 
was    the  proportion    then.       What    was 
the    proportion     now  ?      It    was    this — 
Church,  22    per    cent.  ;    Nonconformist, 
77  per  cent.  ;  so  that  there  was  liarely  a 
perceptible    increase    in     favour    of   the 
Chiirt^h.     That  was  not  to   be  surprised 
at.     Nonconform tty   in    iHol    was   in  its 
full  vigour,  whereas  the  Church  wasoidy 
beginning,  as  it  were,  to  awaken  to  new 
life,  and  it  would   naturally  he  expected 
that  the  progress  of  the  Church   would 
l>e  more    marked  than   that  of  Noncon- 
formity.    8o  much  for  that   part  of  the 
argument.      Bnt    the    hon.    llember  for 
Tnnhridge  Wells  had  used  another  argu- 
ment to  prove    the  decline  of   Noncon- 
formity, and  it  was  that  tlie  Church  was 


making  converts  from  DisBent.  He 
iiaunted  the  case  of  the  few  hundred 
Baptists  in  South  Wales  and  the  eight 
Nonconformist  ministers,  whose  names 
had  uevei'  been  supplied  in  spite  of  re- 
peated demands  ior  particulars.  In  the 
iliocese  of  8i.  Asaph  there  \vere  said  to 
he  16  of  these  conversions  of  mim'titers, 
but  no  names  had  been  supplied. 
Thi»  proselytism  in  Wales  was  the 
strongest  possible  argument  for  disestab- 
lish mejit.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Mendjer  for  Bristol  had  thought  Hi 
to  charge  the  opponents  of  Church, 
establishment  with  envy  and  jealousy  of 
the  Church,  and  to  say  that  those  were^ 
the  two  motives  which  inliuenced  them 
iu  agitating  for  disestablishment.  What 
must  be  the  state  of  miuii  of  auyoue 
who  charged  liuudredH  of  thousands  of 
hia  fellow-eitiKens  with  acting  from  the 
meanest  and  most  malignant  motives  that 
ever  darkened  tiit.^  human  heart  ? 

8i  H  M.  IIICK8-BEACH  (Bristol,  W.): 
I  did  not  do  that. 

Mr.  LLOYD -GEORGE  said,  that 
the  vast  majority  of  the  Welsh  people 
had  recorded  votes  in  favour  of  disest^d>- 
lishment.  There  were  other  motives 
which  iialuced  Welsh  Nonconformists  to 
protest  against  action  which  involved  an 
inference  as  to  the  iid'criority  of  dissent. 
These  clerical  gentlemen,  who  were  main- 
tained at  the  public  txpet>sc,  went  to 
people  who  had  received  rcligimis  instruc- 
tion under  the  best  Snntlay  scuool  system, 
he  fancied,  in  the  whole  Kingilom,  and 
who  had  leceived  spiritiuil  counsel  and 
advice  from  one  of  the  fines^t  races  of 
preachers  timt  liad  ever  appeared,  at  all 
events  in  Wales,  and  treated  them  as  if 
they  were  devoid  of  the  very  elements  of 
religions  truth,  and  as  if  they  were  &» 
proper  subjects  for  conversion  as  pagan 
i  d  o  1  at  ers  i  n  t  h  e  h  ea  r  t  o  f  A f  r  i  ca ,  W as  i  t  to 
be  wondered  at  that  the  Welsh  Noncon- 
form is  ts  resented  such  actioti  ?  These 
clerical  gentlemen  weat  to  men  and 
women  who  had  spent  their  lives  as 
mem  tiers  of  religious  communities,  and 
had  led  perfectly  consistent  and  pure 
lives,  and  tried  to  iuihice  tliem  to  cut 
themselves  adrift  from  their  religioua 
associations  in  order  that  they  might  be 
registered  among  the  assets  of  this  com- 
pany in  Wales.  They  knew  that  there 
was  a  n  a  ppl  i  cat  ion  for  a  winding-up 
order,  and  that  it  was  vei*y  important 
that  the  bahince-sheet  shoitld  look  well. 
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Therefore  every  agent  of  this  company 
did  his  very  best  to  get  in  every  Non- 
conformist he  could  possibly  lay  his 
hands  on  in  order  to  make  the  balance- 
sheet  as  favourable  as  possible.  Was  it 
a  matter  for  surprise  that  Nonconform *st 
farmers,  whose  lot  was  hard  enough, 
should  object  to  be  forced  by  law  to 
contribute  £200,000  a  year  towards  sub- 
sidising a  horde  of  raiders  wlio  Avere 
invading  their  territories  and  trying 
to  capture  them  ?  The  present  prosely- 
tising system  was  creating  a  good  deal  of 
natural  bitterness,  and  was,  he  thought, 
the  strongest  possible  argument  in 
favour  of  disestablishment  and  disen- 
dowment.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bristol  (Sir  M.  Hicks- 
Beach)  had  said  that  Wales  never  had 
a  separate  national  existence.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not,  how- 
ever, suggested  a  single  argument  in 
support  of  that  contention.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  was  down  at 
Carnarvon,  admitted  that  there  was  a 
separate  national  spirit  in  Wales,  although 
he  said  it  was  a  di8eml)odied  spirit.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Isle  of 
Weight  (Sir  R.  Webster)  admitted  in  his 
speech  that  Wales  had  national  tradi- 
tions, so  that  the  national  spirit  had  at 
least  the  power  of  expression.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  M.  Hicks- 
Beach)  was  perfectly  prepared  to  admit 
a  separate  Wales  for  intermediate  educa- 
tion and  even  for  Sunday  closing,  but  he 
was  not  prepared  to  have  a  separate 
Wales  for  disestablishment.  But 
nationality  surely  was  a  question  of  fact. 
Either  there  was  a  separate  Wales,  or 
there  was  not.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  invented  a  new  species  of  fact 
— a  considerable  fact — a  fact  that  was 
only  a  fact  as  long  as  it  was  not  adduced 
in  evidence.  It  might  even  be  adduced 
in  evidence  in  favour  of  a  claim  for  inter- 
mediate education  or  Sunday  closing,  but 
the  moment  it  was  adduced  in  favour  of 
disestablishment,  not  only,  according  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  did  it  cease  to 
be  a  fact,  but  it  never  had  any  existence 
at  all.  Was  it  surprising  that  there  were 
three  nationalities  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons who  thought  they  could  govern 
themselves  better  than  they  could  be  go- 
verned by  gentlemen  whose  ideas  of 
nationality  were  as  crude  as  this  }  No 
one  could  read  the  history  of  Wales  for 
10  minutes  witJiont  discovering  that  phe 
J/r,  Lloyd' George 


I  had  a  separate  national  existence.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  to  the 
Turnpike  Acts,  Intermediate  Education 
and  Sunday  Closing  Acts,  but  what  about 
the  Coercion  Acts  that  were  passed  for 
centuries  in  order  to  keep  Wales  down  ; 
what  about  the  Act  of  Union  between 
Wales  and  England  "^ 

An  hon.  Member  :  What  was  the  date 
of  it? 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said,  the  Act 
was  passed  in  the  reign  of  Henry  VIII., 
and  he  would  give  the  hon.  Member  the 
date  later  on.  It  Avas  an  Act  of  Union 
between  the  Principality  Dominion  of 
Wales  and  the  Kingdom  of  England. 
Was  not  that  a  recognition  of  separate 
nationality  ?  It  was,  however,  unneces- 
sary to  attempt  further  to  prove  a  point 
with  which  any  reader  of  history  was 
acquainted.  As  to  the  Bill  as  a  whole, 
he  thought  it  was  generally  accepted  by 
the  W^elsh  people  as  being  a  highly 
statesmanlike  measure.  At  the  same 
time,  he  fancied  that  there  was  a  strong 
feeling  against  what  were  known  as  the 
Compensation  Clauses.  The  Govern- 
ment proposed,  as  he  understood,  to  leave, 
the  clergy  in  full  possession  and  enjoy- 
ment of  their  life  interest  for  the  rest  of 
their  days.  He  considered  such  treat- 
ment to  be  too  indulgent  and  too 
generous,  and  he  thought  it  would  inflict 
a  considerable  hardship  and  injustice  upon 
the  Welsh  people.  It  meant  the  post- 
ponement of  the  full  operation  of  the  Bill 
in  the  vast  majority  of  Welsh  parishes. 
He  did  not  consider  that  the  Government 
had  any  justification  for  propounding 
such  a  scheme.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Asquith),  in  proposing  the 
Bill,  treated  the  establishment  as  a  State 
institution,  the  clergy  as  State  officials, 
and  the  property  as  State  property. 
Whenever  the  Government  discharged 
any  set  of  officials  they  of  course  com- 
pensated them  for  any  loss  they  might 
suffer  by  being  thiown  upon  an  over- 
crowded market,  but  he  had  never  heard 
of  any  Government  assuming  that  officials 
in  the  prime  of  life  were  so  thoroughly 
handicapped  against  obtaining  other 
appointments  that  they  ought  to  be  pro- 
vided with  the  full  measure  of  their 
income  for  the  rest  of  their  lives.  Some- 
thing must  be  done  undoubtedly  to  com- 
pensate these  men  for  the  losses  they 
must    necessarily    sustain.       They    had 
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been  turned  out  of  h  certam  profession  and 
had  suddenly  to  find  oilier  raeansi  of  ern- 
plojmeut,  and  that  undoubted  I  j  might 
cause  thein  ^^ome  loss,  hut  he  did  Tint 
think  the  Government  y^^Q%•Q  justiJiod  in 
aeeurint^  rlieui  in  their  appoitih«ent^  for 
the  rest  of  their  livets.  The  (Government 
propose  to  utilise  the  pro|ierfy  that  woukl 
be  phiced  at  their  disposal  for  the  pur- 
pose of  tbo  social  regeneration  of  rural 
life  iti  Wale.s,  In  a  small  country  like 
their:*  £20^,000  would  go  a  long  way. 
The  Governnietit,  liowever,  proposed  to 
postpone  the  operation  of  their  uehetne 
of  social  regeneration.  Me  contend eil 
that  they  were  not  justified  in  doing  so, 
and  that  the  fact  of  tiioir  doing  so  would 
be  a  hardship  even  to  tlie  elergy.  Tlie 
right  hon.  (Tentleinaii,  in  introducing  tijc 
Bill,  said  that  the  Estaliliahnient,  in  Wales 
was  creating  a  good  deal  of  exasperation 
and  disturbance.  If  the  Bill  were  passed 
io  its  present  shape,  instead  of  removing 
thecaij-ics  of  dislurbjuice  it  would  increase 
ami  inlensifv  them,  because  the  peof»]e 
would  have  an  inducement  to  create  di.s- 
tnrbiinees  in  order  to  ^^t  rid  of  the  clergy. 
la  what  way  did  the  Government  justify 
the  course  tiiey  proposed  to  take  ?  They 
said  that  the  ctergy  iiad  vesled  interests 
which  were  life  interests.  It  must,  how- 
ever, be  renicinbercd  that  these  life 
interests  were  yot  disposalde.  Theriglit 
hou.  Gentleman  hii\l  based  his  conipcn- 
sation  to  the  owners  of  righrs  of  presen- 
tation upon  the  marketiilde  value  of  sufdi 
rights.  He  did  not,  however,  propose  to 
apply  the  same  test  to  the  life  interest 
of  clergymen.  What  was  the  market- 
able value  of  a  clergy raeirs  interest  ?  It 
waft  nit.  The  clergyman  could  not  dis- 
pose of  it ;  he  was  bound  to  resiile  on 
his  property  and  to  devote  the  whole  of 
Lis  energies  and  time  to  the  service  of 
the  parish,  an*!  he  could  not  leave  the 
parish  except  for  h  month  or  two  withonr 
special  licence.  Tlie  property,  therefore, 
was  mortgaged,  as  it  wero^  up  to  the  hitt* 
and  was  not  disposable.  Yet  the  Govern- 
ment ]>ro[Josed  to  give  the  same  liberal 
eottipeusation  for  the  loss  of  it  as  they 
would  give  if  it  were  an  uneneumhere<i 
and  perfectly  fair  life  interest. 

[Mr,  AsgriTtt  here  interposed  a 
remark  which  did  not  roach  the  Reporters' 
Gallery-] 

Mr.  LLOYD -GEOUGK  said,  he 
thought  that  made  the  case  worse,  ami 
that  it  gave  away  the  whole  case  for  the 


Bill.  The  case  for  the  Bill  was  that  the 
services  performed  hy  these  clergy raeu 
were  not  needed,  and  that  the  fact  that 
Nonconformist  farmers  paid  for  tliose 
services  was  the  cause  of  exasperation 
and  bitterness.  Yet  the  Government 
were  going  to  perpetuate  a  system  which 
they  lulmitted  to  be  a  thoroughly  bad 
one.  lie  said  they  were  simply 
giving  away  any  case  thej  might 
have  for  the  Bill  hy  postponing  its 
operation  for  a  whole  generation.  What 
had  the  Welsh  clergy  done  for  Wales 
that  would  entitle  them  to  this  extra- 
ordinary indulgent  treatment  at  the  hands 
of  a  Welsh  people,  and  at  theJrexpense  ? 
A  Bill  had  l>een  introduced  for  the  dis- 
estjiblish merit  of  the  Ncotch  Church,  and 
he  believed  the  proposals  of  the  two 
Bills  were  the  s?ime  with  regard  to  vested 
interests  ;  hut  there  was  a  great  distinc- 
tion between  the  two  cases.  There  was 
no  doultt  that  the  <*lergy  of  the  Scotch 
Church  were  entitled  to  very  tender 
treatment.  The  Sctucb  Church  was  a 
thoroughly  Xationul  Church.  It  was  a 
Church  wdiich  had  l)oen  founded  by  the 
Scotch  people,  and  its  clergy  had  always 
iieen  in  the  forefrcmt  of  any  struggle  for 
the  upholding  of  the  national  honour. 
These  things  eoultl  not  be  said  of  the 
Welsh  Cburidi,  which  was  a  tlioroughly 
anti-uationa!  Ci)urcb — a  Church  which 
hail  been  f<n'ceil  U|>on  Wales  by  Norman 
Kings,  and  a  Church  whose  whole  his- 
tory hatl  beeti  a  history  of  warfare  against 
Welsh  natiunnlity.  It  w^as  a  Church 
which  thionghout  its  whole  career  liad 
grossly  neglected  its  spiritual  functions. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  indulgent  treatment  pro- 
posed hy  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
far  too  liberal  and  generous.  He  should 
like  to  tpiote  a  few  nutliorities  to  the 
House  to  show  that  the  Welsh  Church 
had  been  an  anti -national  Church.  He 
would,  in  the  lir-^t  instance,  give  an 
jnithority  which  would  he  received,  he 
believed,  even  by  Members  opposite.  Ho 
referred  to  Archdeacon  Pry ee,  who  was  a 
consistent  opponent  of  Welsh  disestab- 
lishment, but  who  had  writleu  the  best 
history  of  the  ancient  British  Church 
ever  publisbeil.  Arciideaeon  Pryce 
said — 

•*  The  subjection  of  the  Welsh  Church  brou^jht 
w-itli  it  eriU  that  have  l>e<*n  perpetujitcd 
throu;?h  many  (jenerationH  dnwa  to  th>?  1  yth  cen- 
tury,    It  wai  the  pulicy  of  the  Normaii   Kings 


yi 


1699        Established  Church        {COMMONS} 


(Wales)  Bill. 


1700 


to  stamp  out  the  Welsh  national  sentiment  with 
a  view  to  assimilation  with  their  English  sab- 
jects;  and.  unfortunately,  the  Episcopate  in 
Wales  was  made  the  instrument  for  carrying 
out  this  policy." 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  : 
But  that  was  the  Church  of  Rome. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said,  it  was 
the  Church  of  which  this  Church  in 
Wales  was  the  successor.  It  was  the 
argument  of  hon.  Members  opposite  that 
the  teaching  was  continuous.  The 
writer  went  on  to  say  that  in  pursuance 
of  the  policy  indicated  the  Bishops  ap- 
pointed in  Wales  were  generally  alien, 
antagonistic  to  the  national  sentiment, 
and  prepared  to  obey  the  behests  of 
English  Kings,  connection  by  blood 
with  thie  Welsh  Princes  being 
xlisqualification  for  episcopal  office. 
That  was  a  quotation  out  of  a  book 
written  by  an  eminent  dignitary  of  the 
Church  in  Wales,  who  pronounced  this 
Church  to  have  been  anti-national  for 
centuries,  who  said  that  the  Bishops  of 
the  Church  were  in  the  nature  of  police- 
men and  spies  upon  the  Welsh  people, 
who  were  simply  there  to  watch  their 
movements,  and  to  report  anything  in 
the  nature  of  a  tendency  towards  insurrec- 
tion. It  might  be  urged  that  this  was  a 
matter  of  ancient  iiistory,  but  unfortu- 
nately it  was  not  so,  for  what  was  known 
as  the  Anglicising  policy  was  the  policy 
of  the  Church  at  the  present  moment.  On 
this  point  he  could  quote  the  authority 
of  another  treatise  written  by  a  distin- 
guished clergyman  of  the  Church  of 
Wales,  also  an  opponent  of  disestablish- 
ment, and  consequently  an  impartial  and 
unprejudiced  witness. .  What  did  this 
ecclesiastic  say  ?     He  said — 

"That the  Anglicising  section  of  the  Church 
dominated  its  policy  at  the  present  moment, 
and  had  done  so  for  centuries.  The  aim  of  that 
Anglicising  policy  was  to  stifle  the  sentiment  of 
Welsh  nationality,  and  this  Anglicising  section 
within  the  Church  sought  to  obtain  its  purpose 
of  attempting  to  assimilate  the  Church  in  Wales 
to  that  in  England  by  depreciating  the  Welsh 
language  and  literature,  .  .  .  .  bj  deriding 
Welsh  patriotism,  despising  Welsh  nationality^ 
and  even  by  attempting  sometimes  to  disprove 
its  very  existence." 

That  was  the  description  given  only  last 
year  by  a  Welsh  clergyman  (the  Rev. 
David  Jones)  of  the  Anglicising  and  de> 
nationalising  policy  pursued  by  thi^ 
party  to  the  Welsh  people,  and  yet  they 
were  told  this  Church  was  to  be  ten- 
derly treated  at  the  expense  of  the  Welsh 
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])ea8ants  because  it  was  their  property. 
["  No  ! "]     It  was  the  property  of  the 
Welsh  people  given  to  a  perfectly  inde- 
pendent Church,  taken  away  from   that 
Church  and  given   to   an    anti-national 
Church  in   spite  of  the  protests  of  the 
Welsh  people,  and  it  was  only  now  their 
claims  were  being  listened  to  by  a  British 
Parliament  for  restitution   of   that  pro- 
perty.    Hon.  Gentlemen  might  say  they 
believed  in  an  Anglicising  policy  in  Wales, 
but  he  could  reply  to  them  in  the  words 
of   Archdeacon   Howell,   who  stated    a 
iihort  time  ago  that  to  attempt  to  de- 
nationalise the  Welsh  was  to  attempt  to 
demoralise  a  nation.     He  could  not  con- 
ceive any  deeper  injury  which  they  could 
inflict  than  to  destroy  that  individuality 
of  character,  that  sense  of  self-respect, 
that  true  manliness  of  spirit,  which  was 
the  possession  of  every  nation  which  had 
traditions,  literature,  and  a  language  of 
Its  own.     Yet  that  was  what  had  been 
attempted  by  members  of   this  Church 
from  the  12th   century  downwards.     Its 
consistent    policy  had    been    to   destroy 
Welsh  nationality  ;  to  use  their  spiritual 
position  for  the  purpose  of   Anglicising 
the  national  sentiment  of  Wales.    During 
the  whole   period   of  its  history  it  had 
grossly  neglected  its  spiritual  functions. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  seemed  to  assume 
that  the  neglect  of  its  religious  work  was 
pimply  a  feature  of  the  latter  part  of  the 
18th  century  ;  but  that  was  not  so.    Let 
them  touch  the  history  of  the  Church   at 
any   point,  and  they    would  not  find    a 
trace  of  any  of   those   qualities    which 
tended    to     make     a     great     Religious 
Body.     The  hon.  Member  proceeded  to 
read  the  Petition   sent     by    the    Welsh 
Princes  in  the  13th  century  to  the  Pope, 
in  which  the  Princes  complained  that  the 
Archbishop    of   Canterbury    sent    them 
English  Bishops   who   were  ignorant  of 
the  manners  and  language  of  the   Welsh 
people,  and    who    could   not  preach    the 
Word  of  God  to   the   people  nor  receive 
their  confessions  but  through  interpreters. 
The    Bishops,    the    petitioners     stated, 
neither  loved    them  nor  their  land,  but 
persecuted  and  oppressed  them. 

Mr.  W.  JOHNSTON  :  May  I  ask 
if  the  hon.  Member  attempts  to  blame 
the  Reformed  Church  of  England  for  the 
doings  of  England  when  it  was  Romish  ? 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  said,  the  hon. 
Member  endeavoured  to  distinguish  be- 
tween the  Church  of  England  in  the  Idtb 
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century  and  the  present  Church.  Ue 
wondered  if  EogHsih  Conservative  Meni- 
lierw  were  prepared  to  take  that  view  ? 
At  the  date  of  wJiat  was  called  its  anial- 
gamaliou,  according  to  the  hon.  MemKter, 
it  was  a  Rotnish  Church.  That  meant 
it  could  uot  be  the  successor  of  the 
ancient  British  Church,  because  tliat  was 
an  independent  Chnrcb.  Duriug  the 
wiiole  eon  rise  of  it8  extstetice  the  Cbnreh 
in  Wales  bad  been  the  persiBteut  enemy 
of  Welsh  Tuitioiiality,  while  it  bad  grossly 
neglected  itt^  spiritual  fnnctioiis.  It  was 
said  tiiat  at  tlie  present  time  the  Church 
was  active  and  energetic,  and  that  it  way 
a  growing  Cliorch.  ^  But  what  did  that 
mean  ?  It  meant  that  what  this  Cluirch 
would  not  perform  from  a  sense  of  duty 
to  its  people  and  to  the  religion  of  wbicb 
it  was  the  ^ole  exponent,  direetly  its 
socud  ascendeney,  eiimbunents,  and  pri- 
vileges were  attacked  it  was  stimulated 
into  activity  and  etiergy.  It  was  stimu- 
lated into  aetivity  by  the  presence  of  the 
very  forces  whieh  now  rendered  its*  ex- 
islenee  unnecessary.  Nonconformity  had 
provideil  for  the  spiritual  wants  of  the 
people  ;  it  had  its  chapel  in  every  glen 
and  hillside.  There  was  no  necessity 
now  for  subsidising  this  Church,  even  if 
the  princitile  of  religious  establish meut 
were  aibnitted  at  alL  There  was  nothing 
to  bo  aaid  for  a  Church  whieh  could  oidy 
bo  stirred  into  anything  like  aetivity 
when  its  corruption  reached  such  a  point 
that  there  was  a  revolt  of  the  whole 
people  against  it.  That  was  the  ease  of 
the  Chmeb  in  Wales.  He  would  not 
willingly  offend  any  man  iti  the  matter  of 
his  eree*l,  antl  \w  l»olieved  the  Church  of 
England  was  a  great  Church  and  had 
exereised  a  benetitrial  influence  on  the 
destinies  of  the  English  race  ;  but  it  wa« 
>  for  him  to  sjieak  as  a  Welshman  of  what 
this  Cburc)i  had  been  in  Wales,  and  In? 
said  that  dnntig  the  whole  hiatory  of 
the  Church  in  Wales  she  Intd  Wen  the 
enemy  of  the  eoramon  people.  She  had 
I>etrayeil  the  household  which  bad  ox- 
tended  hospitality  to  her  Ity  acting  the 
&py  ;  she  Imd  betrayed  the  people  whose 
spiritual  interests  were  committed  to  her 
charge  by  endeavouring  to  stamp  them 
out  as  a  nationality  from  amongst  the 
Dfttions  of  the  Empire.  She  bad  betrayed 
the  religion  of  whieh  she  was  the  sole 
exponent  in  Wales  by  bringing  disgrace 
upou  its  authors,  and  he  protested  most 
earneetly  against  postponing  projects  for 
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the  amelioration  of  the  condition  of  the 
Welsh  luition  forthe  purpose  of  extending 
exceptional  itidulgenee  to  an  establish- 
ment the  priesthood  of  which,  diiriug  the 
whole  of  their  career,  had  simply  had 
one  record  of  betrayal  of  that  nation's 
highest  interests. 

Mr.  a.  J,  BALFOUR  (Maneheater, 
E.)  :  Air.  Speaker,  the  defence  of  this 
Bill  appears  to  have  been  put  by  the 
CirOYernment  hito  eonnnission.  The  ex- 
position of  its  details  was  made  in  a 
speech  of  masterly  lucidity  by  the 
Minister  in  charge  of  the  Bill.  The 
defenee  of  its  principles  is  apparently 
left  to  the  hon.  Gentleinan  who  has  just 
sat  down,  ami  I  do  not  know  what  the 
Home  Secretary  thonght  of  tVje  method 
in  wbicb  his  general  views  upon  the 
question  of  disestablishment  were  pre- 
sented to  the  House  and  the  nation  by 
the  exponent  of  Welsh  Nonconformity 
who  has  just  addressed  us.  The  speech 
of  the  hou.  Gentleman  di^vides  itself — - 
very  nnefpmlly  I  admit — into  two  parts. 
The  one  dealt  with  the  details  of  the  Bill  ; 
the  other  dealt  witli  the  reasons  for  passing 
the  Bill.  With  regard  to  what  he  said 
about  the  details  of  the  Bill  I  need  Dot 
detain  the  House,  for  the  whole  of  that 
part  of  his  speech  was  occupied  in 
explaining  that  it  was  one  of  the  worst 
Bills  which  ever  was  conceived,  and 
that  the  result  of  it  must  be,  not  to 
bring  that  peace  to  Wales  prophesied  for 
the  Bill  hy  the  Home  Secretary,  but  to 
plunge  Wales  into  discord  even  greater 
than  that  in  wliicdi  she  is  now  x  and 
when  the  Home  Seeretnry  sought,  in  a 
iunnble  interruption,  to  defend  his  ease, 
the  only  response  with  whicli  he  was 
greeted  hy  the  bon.  iientlemau  was  that 
by  that  iuterrtiption  the  Home  Secretary 
had  given  the  whole  case  for  the  Bill 
awayl  It  is  not  for  me  to  defend  the 
Bill'  against  the  attack  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  All  I  need  to  do  before 
coming  to  llie  Bill  itself,  and  before 
leaving  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, is  to  deal  very  l»riefly  with  some  of 
the  general  considerations  wbicb  he  laid 
before  us.  The  hon.  Gentleman  began, 
as  I  suppose  he  was  in  duty  honnd  to 
begin,  with  a  discussion  of  the  relative 
Btrengtb  of  the  various  Religions  De- 
nominations in  Walci^.  He  gave  us,  in 
defence  of  \m  particular  view,  what  he 
described  as  official  statistics,  which 
proved  that  the  strength    of   the  Esta- 
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blished  Church  was  far  less  than  its 
defenders  on  this  side  of  the  House  sup- 
pose. But  when  we  asked  him  what 
was  the  source  of  these  official  statistics 
it  turned  out  that  it  was  an  article  in 
The  Contemporary  Review,  a  very  able 
and  influential  journal,  but  not  a  journal 
which  has  yet  risen  to  the  dignity  of  a 
Blue  Book,  or  which  we  are  obliged  to 
accept  as  an  authentic  record  of  facts 
officially  ascertained.  But  I  do  not 
mean  to  enter  into  any  contest  with 
the  hou.  Gentleman  in  regard  to  these 
figures.  I  think  we  have  wasted  a  great 
deal  of  time  over  them,  for,  after  all,  I 
have  to  point  out  to  the  House  that,  in 
the  first  place,  our  decision  ought  not  to 
depend  upon  the  relative  numbers  of  the 
various  denominations  concerned.  I  have 
to  point  out,  in  the  second  plarie,  that  it 
does  not  lie  in  the  mouths  of  lion. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  use  that  language 
so  long  as  they  refuse  the  Religious 
Census  for  Tvhicli  we  have  constantly 
asked.  When  there  is  a  controversy 
as  to  whether  accounts  have  been 
cooked  or  not,  without  examination 
you  are  safe  to  give  it  against  the 
persons  who  refuse  to  allow  these 
accounts  to  be  examined,  and  so 
long  as  hon.  Gentlemen  from  Wales 
show  their  terror  of  the  Religious  Census 
by  practically  making  it  impossible  for 
any  Government  to  do  for  Wales  what 
has  long  been  done  without  protest  for 
Ireland,  so  long  we  are  justified  in  say- 
ing they  dare  not  have  a  Religious 
Census,  because  they  know  the  result 
of  that  Census  would  destroy  their  case. 
Having  dealt  with  the  official  records 
contained  in  The  Contemporary  Retnew, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  give  his 
views  of  Welsh  history,  and  most 
astonishing  views  they  were.  I  do  not 
know  whether  any  professional  and  com- 
petent historians  were  in  the  House  when 
he  was  speaking — whether,  for  instance, 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen  or 
any  person  of  like  authority  was  present. 
But  it  does  not  require  one  to  be  a  com- 
petent historian  to  know  that  the  hon. 
Member  has  drawn  entirely  upon  his 
own  fancy  when  he  has  pictured  his 
independent  Wales  as  existing  at  some 
period  unknown  and  unspecified  in  the 
remote  darkness  of  the  Middle  Ages. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  give  us,  so 
far  as  I  recollect,  one  single  date  or  one 
single  authority,  except  a  stray  reference 
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to  an  Act,  which  I  confess  I  had  never 
heard  of  before,  which  he  described  as 
the  Act  of  Union  with  Wales.  We 
know  of  the  Act  of  Union  with  Scotland 
and  of  the  Act  of  Union  with  Ireland, 
but  certainly  none  of  us  heard  on  either 
side,  until  he  gave  us  the  information, 
that  there  ever  had  been  an  Act  of  Union 
for  Wales.  I  cannot  help  recalling  in 
that  connection  a  statement  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Midlothian  not  so 
very  long  ago,  when  he  informed  the 
House 

"That  Wales  had  never  been  dealt  with 
separately  or  on  any  separate  principle  in  any 
Reform  Bill," 

and 

"That  distinctions  between  England  and 
Wales  except  in  the  recital  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, for  the  purpose  of  indicating  their  unity, 
it  totally  unknown  to  our  Constitution." 

However,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  refer 
me  to  this  Act  of  Union  for  Wales,  I 
asked  a  friend  to  procure  it  from  the 
Library.  I  do  not  require  to  read  the 
whole  statute,  which  is  a  long  one,  but 
the  Hoube  will,  perhaps,  be  interested 
with  a  few  words  from  its  preamble. 
This  is  the  statute,  apparently,  which  in- 
dicates the  separate  character  of  Wales  as 
a  nationality,  and  is  the  foundation  of  her 
freedom.     It  begins  thus — 

"Albeit  the  Dominion,  Principality,  and 
country  of  Wales  justly  and  righteously  is  and 
ever  hath  been  incor^)orate(l,  annexed,  united, 
and  subject  to,  and  under  the  Imperial  Crown 
of  the  realm  .  .  .  and  also  because  that  the 
people  of  the  same  Dominion  have  and  do  daily 
use  a  si)cecb  nothing  like  or  consonant  to  the 
natural  mother  tongue  used  within  this  realm, 
and  because  some  rude  and  ignorant  people  have 
made  distinction  and  diversity  between  the 
King's  subjects  of  this  realm  and  his  subjects  of 
the  said  Dominion  and  Principality  of  Wales 
.  .  .  His  Highness  therefore  of  a  singular 
zeal,  love,  anil  favour  that  he  beareth  towards 
his  subjects  of  his  said  Dominion  of  Wales," 
desires  "  utterly  to  extirp  all  and  singular  the 
sinister  usages  and  customs  diflPering  from  the 
same,  and  to  bring  the  said  subjects  of  this  his 
realm,  and  of  his  said  Dominion  of  Wales  to  an 
amicable  conconl  and  unity." 

I  really  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  should 
have  carefully  looked  at  this  charter  of 
Welsh  liberties  before  he  led  us  to  think 
that  there  were,  I  will  not  say  rude,  but 
still  ignorant  persons,  who,  in  the  words 
of  tiie  statute,  did  make  a  distinction  and 
diversity  between 

"  The  King's  subjects  of  this  realm  and  his 
subjects  of  the  said  Dominion  and  Prin- 
cipality." 
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Now  the  third  ami  last  point  wbieh  the 
lion.  Memlier  made  t'oiHisttul  ni  iiii  aftuek 
upou  rhe  Eo^HtsIi  C'hureb  in  Wnlen  for 
the  ueibfleet  of  its  duties  andacomparisofi 
between  it  and  tlie  Non<.'onformist  Bodies 
very  muclj  to  tlic  advantage  of  the  latter, 
I  do  not  mean  to  follow  tlio  hon.  Gentle- 
man  through  the  eml>ittered  eonrroverny 
which  lie  ifiitinteil, and  certainly  1  am  not 
^oing  to  tir^e  ti>wHRls  the  Norifoiifonnist 
Bodies  in  Wiilci*  epithets  and  phrat^e.s 
whieh  he  wag  not  asihaiubd — though  lie 
ought  to  have  heeu  ashaine<l — to  use 
towards  I  lie  members  of  lliat  great 
commmjioit  whieh  lie  wiis  altaekiiig.  But 
I  will  only  say,  so  far  as  my  information 
goes,  that  there  is  in  this  respect  an 
honouralde  rivalry  hetween  all  the 
Christian  denominations  in  Wales  U\  ilo 
their  work  and  to  do  their  duty,  ami  no 
denomination  in  Wales  has  a  right  to  say 
that  its  own  work  is  perfect,  and  that 
even  the  Nonconformist  Bodies,  so  ahly 
representctl  hy  (be  lion.  Gentleman,  have 
by  the  months  of  untliorities  not  less  than 
hiirisejf  expressed  llieir  own  view  that 
the  reason  of  the  present  crisis  might  he 
that  the  NuncoidVjrniist  Botlie>  were 
falling  hehind  fheir  EstaMisheil  hrethren 
in  the  great  work  in  which  tln^y  are 
both  concerned.  Mr.  J.  H,  Da  vies,  a 
gentleman  who,  1  l»elievc,  was  lately  a 
Memt»er  of  this  House,  speaking  as 
Chairman  of  the  WeUh  Nonconformist 
Conference  at  Carnarvon,  on!y  two  years 
ago,  used,  as  1  am  iufortn€^d,  this 
sentence^ — 

*'  I  «lou(>t  at  times  whether  dissent  1ms  not 
done  it«  work.  One  thin^  that  iacline?*  ine  to 
this  opinion  is  tli«.*  Iact  that  the  great  aim 
of  the  sects  at  present  is  the  iliHetstubli^mient 
and  disendowineTit  f^f  the  Chuivh  of  Eiif.'^huid  in 
Wale* — «n  aim  wholly  political,  a  low  aim  for 
the  Church  of  the  li%'ing  Gotl,  and  the  faet  that 
thcj  are  swallowed  u|>  by  so  worldly  an  aim  is 
itself  an  admission  and  a  condemaatioa  of  their 
spintuftl  de^ititution." 

It  is  Dot  my  bnairiess,  and  I  am  not  going, 
to  exprei^s  agreetnent  or  disagreement 
with  a  statement  made  upon  I  ho 
nrithority  of  tlie  Choirmun  of  this  Non- 
conformist meeting,  but,  at  all  events,  it 
may  teach,  it  should  teach,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  his  friends  sotne  greater 
humility  of  statement  tlum  ho  ha.s  per- 
mitted himself  to-day,  and  miiy  i ml  nee 
him  to  helievo  tiuit  the  ease  against  the 
Church  in  Wales  is  not  to  be  defended 
upou  some  wrong,  real  or  imaginary,  that 
occurred  in  the  13th  eenfnrv,  l>nt  is  to  be 
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measured  by  the  comparative  work  both 
the  Church  and  Noneonformistsareiloing 
now  in  the  cause  of  true  religion.  If  he 
takes  that  as  the  measure  of  his  com- 
parison* I  think,  whatever  may  be  the 
result  of  his  studies,  he  will  not  again  per- 
mit himself,  either  in  this  House  or  oo  a 
Welsh  platform,  to  use  the  violent  and 
bitter  terms  of  reproacli  he  has  to-day 
hurled  against  men  whom  he  evidently  re- 
gards more  as  polirieal  opponents  than  as 
lueu  engaged  in  a  work  with  which  he  as  a 
Christian  gentleman  ought  to  syni[mthise. 
Now,  Sir,  I  pass  to  n  very  brief  review 
of  the  Bill  which  the  rigtit  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  lloTDC  Secretary  has  laid  before 
us,  and  1  shall  deal  with  it  chiefly  in 
respect  of  those  poizits  in  which  a  d liferent 
plan  has  been  adopted  from  that  when 
the  Irish  Church  was  disestablisheil.  I 
shall  at  once  touch  on  that  part  of  the 
Bill  which  deals  witli  matters  connected 
with  fhe  Cbnrch  cstaldishm<?nt,  and  tlieti 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Hill  in  so  far 
as  they  afl'ect  the  general  community, 
Tlie  tirst  point  on  which  I  have  to  attack 
the  proposals  uf  the  (Tovernment  is  the 
least  importarit.  It  ^^hat  which  is 
raised  by  their  propo^n  h\  regard  to 
Church  patronage*  The  Government 
have  fixed  in  this  Bill  one  year's  income 
as  the  proper  compenstitiou  to  be  givea 
to  patrons,  and  they  found  themselves 
upon  the  action  taken  by  the  Conserva- 
tive Government  in  1874,  in  relation  1o 
the  Scnt<di  Act,  and  the  right  hon.  (tcu- 
tleman  with  a  hsq^jiy  mimicry  was  glad 
to  M\s  be  had  ?^hielded  hitnself  under  the 
pre CLM lent  set  by  Lord  Beaconslield  in 
that  year.  But  tlie  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man  does  not  only  desire  to  disestablish 
the  Welsh  Church,  but  be  is  a  Scotch 
MemlxT,  and  as  a  Scotch  Member  heil 
ought  to  kuow^ — he  must  know — some** 
thing  of  the  circumstances  whicli  made 
one  year  a  full  njeasnre  of  coujpensatron 
in  the  case  of  Scotland,  while  it  is  an  in- 
equitable and  unjnst  measure  in  the  case 
of  Wales,  Is  the  right  Ivoii.  Gentleman 
aware  that  he  will  rmt  tind  a  time,  I 
believe,  in  the  generation  IVd lowing  the 
Act  of  1843  when  there  wus  one  single 
case  in  wliich  the  next  (vresentatioii  in 
Scotland  waa  sold  at  all  ?  There  is, 
therefore,  no  estimate  lo  he  derivctl  from 
the  outsiile  market  as  to  the  value  of 
those  presentations.  In  the  second  place, 
is  he  not  aware  that  in  1843  an  Act  was 
passed  raofJifying  permanently  the  law  m 
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the  Scotch  Church,  and  practically  giving 
parishioners  the  power  to  make  objection 
to  the  presentee  ;  and  to  have  that  objec- 
tion tried  before  a  competent  tribunal, 
and,  naturally,  under  those  circum- 
stances, the  market  value,  if  it  ever 
existed,  for  advowsons  was  entirely 
destroyed,  so  that  there  is  no  parallel 
whatever  between  the  case  of  Scotland 
and  the  cases  of  England  or  Wales,  to 
which  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  desires 
to  apply  that  precedent  ?  But  that  is 
not  all.  The  House  may  not  be  aware 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor,  under  a  recent 
statute,  has  been  empowered,  and  has 
used  that  power,  of  selling  presentations 
in  his  gift.  That  ought  to  give  us  some 
measure  of  what  advowsons  sell  for. 
Has  the  Government  investigated  what 
price  these  advowsons  fetch  in  the 
market,  and,  if  they  have  done  so,  will 
they  give  us  some  particulars  with 
regard  to  them  ?  I  want  to  know  if 
these  advowsons  have  been  sold  in  Wales 
by  the  English  Chancellor  under  the 
statute  passed  by  the  British  Parliament, 
by  what  right  do  you  take  away  these 
advowsons  so  bought  at  the  miserable 
compensation  fixed  in  this  Bill  ?  A 
grosser  case  of  spoliation,  I  think,  can 
hanlly  be  conceived,  and  unless  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  shows  us  by  investiga- 
tion of  facts  that  the  value  in  the  market 
of  these  advowsons  is  what  the  Govern- 
ment estimate  them  at,  he  and  his 
friends  must  be  open  to  the  charge  of 
deliberately  depriving  those  who  have 
bought  property  under  the  laws  of  the 
land  from  legitimate  protection  in  the 
use  of  it.  That,  as  I  said,  is  com- 
paratively H  small  question,  but  the  next 
is  much  more  important.  It  relates  to 
the  curates  ;  it  is  the  measure  of  justice, 
or  injustice,  dealt  out  to  the  curates. 
The  right  lion.  Gentleman  very  naturally 
and  properly  has  made  a  study  of  what 
passed  under  the  Irish  Disestablishment 
Act  of  1869,  and  he  explained  to  the 
House  that  in  the  provisions  of  that  Act 
the  Irish  curates  got  a  great  deal  more 
than  they  ought  to  have  got.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  used  the  occasion 
for  levelling  at  the  House  of  Lords  one 
of  those  sneers  with  which  we  are 
familiar.  The  House  of  Lords,  no  doubt, 
did  mo<lify  the  original  provisions  of  the 
Bill  in  respect  to  compensation  to  be 
given  to  these  curates,  but  I  observe  that 
when  the  Amendment  was  discussed  in 
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this  House  the  Minister  in  charge  of  the 
Bill — the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Midlothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone) — declared  that  the  arrange- 
ments come  to  by  the  Lords  were  fair 
and  reasonable.  I,  therefore,  do  not  think 
it  lies  in  the  mouth  of  a  Minister,  so  lately 
a  colleague  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
to  make  it  a  subject  of  complaint  and 
accusation  against  the  House  of  Lords 
that  they  had  adopted  this  fair  and  reason- 
able arratigement.  If  the  House  of  Lords 
were  guilty — and  I  do  not  think  it  has 
been  proved  that  they  were  guilty^-of 
giving  too  favourable  terms  to  curates,  I 
want  to  know  whether  that  is  any  justi- 
fication for  depriving  these  men  of  their 
just  rights  without  any  compensation  at 
all.  It  is  true  that  the  Lords  modified 
the  original  provisions  in  the  Bill  with 
regard  to  curates,  but  it  is  also  true  that 
in  the  Bill  as  originally  introduced  the 
rights  and  interests  of  these  curates 
were  dealt  with,  and  I  should  like  to  know 
how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  recon- 
cile it  with  his  sense  of  justice,  or,  at  all 
events,  with  that  measure  of  justice 
which  those  who  introduced  the  Bill  in 
1869  thought  ought  to  be  meted  out. 
There  is  something  worse  than  giving 
too  good  terms  to  those  who  are  dis- 
possessed, and  that  is  giving  no  terms  at 
all,  and  treating  them  with  the  gross  in- 
justice which  appears  to  be  deliberately 
contemplated  by  this  Bill.  The  next 
point  of  difference  from  the  Irish  Church 
— and  all  these  points  are  points  of  dif- 
ference for  the  worse — is  that  which  re- 
lates to  the  provisions  which  the  Govern- 
ment have  made  in  regard  to  the 
cathedrals.  It  does  appear  to  me  to  be 
their  desire  for  no  public  object  to  inflict 
a  deliberate  insult  on  the  Welsh  Church. 
If  they  had  set  to  work  to  contrive  that 
insult  they  could  not  have  done  it  better. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
cathedrals  are  to  be  preserved  as  national 
monuments.  At  this  moment.  Sir,  they 
would  be  national  ruins  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  money  the  members  of  the 
English  Church  have  lavishly  spent  in 
their  restoration  and  preservation,  and  to 
hand  the  cathedrals  over  to  these  three 
gentlemen— of  whom  the  Member  who 
has  just  sat  down  would  be  one,  and  who 
spoke  of  the  English  clergymen  as 
raiders,  to  hand  them  over  to  a  Noncon- 
formist body  of  persons  who  are  to  have 
possession  of  the  cathedrals,  and  who  are 
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to  allow  thti*ie  who  Imve  coudiicted 
worship  ill  them  for  these  huiidredB  of 
years  to  eoine  iu  ou  licence  to  perform 
the  services*  aeeme  to  me  to  be  metirrtj 
out  a  kind  of  treat  rue  iit  to  the 
members  of  this  great  commit ii ion  in 
Wales  wiiicii  must  produce  the  pro- 
fouude^t  irritation  amongst  them,  and 
which  can,  as  far  as  J  can  aee,  serve  ito 
public  object.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man gave  us  some  very  obscure  i^ugfj^es- 
tions  ou  this  point.  He  told  us  that  the 
members  of  the  Church  of  En^hiud  were 
to  be  allowed  to  celebrate  their  services 
ID  the  cathedrals,  but  he  dirl  not  tell  ns 
whether  anybody  else  con  hi  do  so. 
7  hereforo,  it  w  open  tti  conjecture  whe* 
ther  the  cathedrals  are  not  to  l>e  handed 
over  to  every  form  of  Chrifitian  worshi[> 
or  public  ceremony.  The  fourth  point  on 
which  this  Bill  differs  from  the  Irish 
Bill  is,  in  my  opinion,  the  most  importaiit 
of  all.  The  rig^ht  hon.  Gentleman  lohl 
us  that,  in  giving  a  12  percent.  lK>nu8on 
capitalisation  or  commutation,  lie  feared 
that  too  favourable  terniB  were  offered  to 
the  Irish  Church,  I  am  not  going  to 
chicane  about  the  exact  percentage  which 
ought  to  he  allowed,  or  whether  any 
should  be  allowed  ;  but  that  yon  should 
make  it  eaay  for  the  Churcli  in  Wales  to 
capitalise  its  property  I  have  no  doubt 
whatever.  And,  wlieu  I  *5ee  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  put  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  sciieme  by  which  capitalisation 
is  rendered  almost  impossible^  I  ani  driven 
to  the  eonclusio[i  that  the  hatred  of  hon. 
Geutleraeu  below  the  Gangway  to  their 
brother  Ghristians  is  so  great  that,  not 
content  with  depriving  the  Church  of  the 
whole  of  its  property,  they  desire  to  de- 
prive it  of  its  property  iiniler  circum- 
titauceft  and  conditions  which  will  make 
it  as  difticult  as  possible  for  that  Church 
to  do  its  work  in  the  future.  What  will 
be  the  result  ?  As  you  have  framed  your 
Bill  the  natural  eonseq nonce  of  your  pro- 
Tisious  will  he  that  each  clergyman  en- 
joying a  freehold  benelice  will  coutinne 
to  the  end  of  his  life  to  enjoy  it,  and  when 
he  dies  the  whole  property  will  he  lost 
lor  ever  to  the  Church  of  which  he  was  a 
member.  The  only  method  of  ilealing 
with  that  is  to  ensure  that  the  varions  in- 
cumbents should  comnnite  their  life 
income  for  a  capital  f  um  to  be  devoted 
for  ever  to  the  use  of  the  Church.  But 
you  make  it  almost  impossible  to 
-tmrry    out     that    operation   at    nil,    and 


<jin*te  impossible  to  carry  it  out 
on  fair  terms.  And  why  ?  1 
will  teli  you.  You  allow  every  clergy- 
man to  enjoy  his  income  in  his  benetice 
at  an  undiminished  rate  of  remnneratiou 
during  the  term  of  his  lifcn,  but  if  he 
leaves  bo  has  to  pay  a  tine,  a  consider- 
able fine,  compared  with  his  age.  If, 
therefore,  be  goes  to  an  Insurance  Office 
to  capitalise  his  interest  in  his  benefice,  he 
will  only  be  able  to  capitalise,  tiot  upon 
the  income  which  be  is  enjoying,  but 
upon  that  reduced  income  which  he  must 
under  any  cirenmatances  enjoy.  That 
is  not  putting  the  12  percent,  bonus  on 
the  commutation  on  capitaligatinn  of  the 
annual  income  ;  it  is  making  a  largo  dis- 
connt — iu  fact,  inflicting  a  heavy  tine 
for  carrying  out  that  provision ;  and 
therefore  I  say  that  in  this  provisifui  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  there  is  not  n 
desire  to  deal  equitably  with  what  he 
must  admit  is  an  ancient  and  an  iionour- 
able  institution,  but  a  desire  to  destroy 
it — not  merely  to  destroy  it  now,  but  for 
all  time  to  come.  More  nugenerou!? 
treatment  of  those  who  at  least  might 
ask  for  justice^ — they  do  not  ask  for 
more — has  never  been  meted  out  to  any 
body  of  men  whose  recognised  rights  this 
House  has  had  to  deal  with.  I  now 
leave  the  points  in  which  this  Bill  differs 
from  the  Irish  Bill  for  the  worse,  and  I 
come  to  the  points  which  affect  the  com- 
munity, who  are  made  the  heirs  and  the 
legatees  of  the  property  which  belongs 
to  the  Church.  Here  I  have  to  criticise 
the  Bill  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
public,  the  parochial  system  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  adopte<l.  He 
says  that  the  central  national  fimd  of  the 
Irish  Church  has  been  abused  by  suc- 
cessive Governments,  and  that  the  fund 
has  been  gradually  plundered  until  with- 
in a  generation  the  whole  has  been 
squandered;  so  he  has  determined  that 
no  such  abuse  shall  occur  in  this  c  tjc  ; 
and  therefore  he  has  adopted  a  pla  »  by 
which  every  parish  shall  be  made  for  all 
time  the  heir  to  the  tithes  which  are 
collected  within  its  limits.  I  do 
not  agree  altogetlier  with  the  criti- 
cism passed  upon  the  uses  to  which 
the  Irish  Church  Fund  has  been 
applied.  There  have  been  one  or  two 
cases  in  which  a  Government,  in  order  to 
relieve  itself  of  immodiate  difficidty,  has 
put  its  hand  into  that  national  fund 
rather    than    draw    U|)Ou     the    Imperial 
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Exchequer.  I  do  not  tbiuk  tlmt  the 
Party  to  whieli  I  beloiig  has  cornmiltetl 
tlioee  mistakes  :  but  1  do  not  desire  to 
revive  recolleotiotis  of  past  f*oDtrov orgies. 
When  I  remember  thnt  out  of  tbis  fund 
yon  have  created  a  great  University  in 
Dublin,  and  that  out  of  it  you  have 
collected  the  res^onrccs  for  the  Congesteil 
Districts  Board,  1  sfiy,  loukiuj^  at  those 
two  great  objects  and  leaving  out  of 
acconot  all  minor  ones,  I  do  not  think  rf*e 
fniid  has  beeu  wasted,  I  wbh  to  know 
what  security  we  have  that,  \vhen  these 
parishes  are  set  stiuabbling  over  their 
share  of  the  funds,  and  when  the  parish- 
iou e rs  are  se t  s ( |  u  ab  h  1  i  n  g  as  to  t  h  e  p u  r p  oees 
to  wdiich  tlie  money  sliall  be  applied,  what 
guarantee  is  there  that  as  large  a  pro- 
portion of  jobbery  and  useless  expendi- 
ture will  not  take  place  under  the  system 
of  this  Bill  as  has  occurred  under  the 
1  ri s h  C h u re h  Act?  T b a t  i s  not  my  main 
objection.  My  main  object  ion  is  that 
the  new  plan  m  tiuworkable,  in 
the  first  instance ;  and  if  it  were 
workable  it  w^ould  prf>duce  lx>undle8s 
difficulties  and  endless  controversies 
between  all  the  parties  who  expect  to 
share  in  the  distribution  of  these  endow- 
ments. I  presume  the  riglit  bon.  Gentle- 
man has  looked  hito  the  figures,  but  I 
cannot  believe  that  the  various  parties 
whose  snpport  is  to  be  bonght  by  their 
share  of  public  plunder  will  be  content 
with  the  result  of  their  examination. 
However  yon  take  the  figures-— %vhether 
as  between  Is'orth  and  South  Wales,  or 
as  between  one  county  and  another,  or  as 
between  one  parish  and  another — yon 
will  tind  inequalities  and  anomalies  so 
glaring  that  1  do  not  believe  the  results 
will  ever  be  tolemted.  Take  two  or 
three  examples.  The  County  of  Gla- 
morgan has  a  popidation  of  693,()OQ, 
or,  say,  700,1X)0,  and  tiie  parochial  tithe 
is  £16,000,  The  County  of  Anglesey 
has  a  population  of  35,(K)0,  and  a  paro- 
chial tithe  of  £12,064.  Therefore,  n 
population  20  times  less  has  three-fonrths 
of  the  some  tithe.  In  other  words,  Angle- 
sey has  1*5  times  more  tithe  than  stie  i«i 
entitled  to  on  any  Just  comparison  of 
pojuilation.  I  dare  say  Anglesey  will 
like  that  arrangement,  but  I  am  sure 
Glamorgan  will  not.  Take  two  great 
industrial  and  mining  counties  and 
compare  them  wvith  the  rest  of  Wales. 
Glamorgan  and  Monmouth  have  a 
population  of  al>out    1,000,000,  and  the 
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rest  of  Wales  800,000.     Glamorgan  and 
Monmouth    have     £34,000   of  paroehiiU 
tithcfc',aiid  the  rest  of  Wales  £120,000,  so 
that  the  Mualler  part,  judged  by  popula- 
tion, has  three  and  a  half  times  its  proper 
share  of  tithes.     Take  ^'orth  and  South 
Wales.     They  have   bad   their   quarrels 
before,     and     may    have     them    again. 
Roughly  speaking,   the    parochial   tithes 
are  the  same — that  is  to  say,  that  North 
Wales    gets   nearly   £74,0(.KJ   and   South 
Wales  £70,000  ;  and,  while?  the  parochial 
tithes  are  nearly  equal,   tlio  populations 
are    as    4ol,000"  to    l,;32o,(H)0,    m  that, 
tested   by  population,    North   Wales  has 
nearly  three    times  the   share  of   South 
Wales,     This  is  a  diHerence  which  is  io- 
tolerable^  and  cannot  be  justified  on    any 
general   principle.      When    you  come  ta 
parishc-s  tins   inequality   is  even   greater 
than  it  appears  to  be  when   you  are  con- 
sidering larger  areas.     It  is  greater  for 
two   reason B^ — ►beeanse    there   is  a  great 
existing  inequality  in  the  distribution  of 
the    tithe   as   between  various  jmrishea, 
and  also  because  that  inec|uality  is  now 
partially  redressed    by  the  action  of  tha 
Ecclesiastical   Commissioners,    but  their 
action  is  to  be  put  an  end  to  by  the  Bill. 
The  town  of  Swansea  has  a  population  of 
43,000;    the   parochial  tithe  is  £142  iu 
ali  ;  and  in  order  more  or  less  to  redress 
the  balance  the   Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners  give   £649   a   year   to   the  five 
parishes  of  which  Swansea  is  composed. 
This  £649  will    be  swept  away  by  the 
Bill,      and      Swansea      will       be      left 
with   its    £142    per    annum    for    earry- 
ing    out    ali     the    objects    of    religion. 
That  J 9  the  ease  of  Swansea.    Take  the 
case   of   the   parish    of   Llangelynin,  in 
Carnarvonshire  ;  its  tithe  is  £250  a  year 
and    its    population    158  ;    so    that    158 
people  in  the  village  have  a  much  larger 
sum  than  the  43,000  in  Swansea,  There, 
again,  1  take  it  that  Llangelynin  will  like 
the  arrangement,  bnt  what  will  Swansea 
say  to  the  new  arrangement  ?     Here  is 
another  cane  that  is  even  worse.     There 
is   a    parish    in    Carmartbenshiro   when? 
there  are  two  livings  in  which  the  paro- 
chial   tithe   is    nil,   the    tithe    goes  else- 
where, but   the   population   is  23,900,  or 
close   uiMiti    24,tXX>.     The  Eceleeiastical 
Commissioners   meet   the   necessities   of 
this  case  by  an  allowance  of  £439,  which 
goes  nnder  the  Bill,  so  that  24,000  people 
will   be  left  without   a  single  sixpence* 
1  could  give  other  cases,  but  I  do  not 
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thiuk  it  is  uecessarjf  because  I  do  not 
believe  utiy  Wels*li  Member  will  ris^e  hi 
his  plittie  aud  pretend  that  these  iti- 
equalittes  do  not  exist,  or  tliat  they  are 
JufltiHttble,  or  indeed  tolerable.  But, 
Sir,  that  is  not  my  only  objectiou,  from 
the  public  point  of  view,  to  tliis  scdieme. 
Wliat  will  the  result  be  from  another 
point  of  view — that  prodticod  by  con- 
tinuing payment  to  a  church  eo  lon/sf  as* 
the  iocumljent  happeus  to  live  ?  You 
will  have  one  parish  coming;  almost  im- 
mediately into  possession  of  what  it  is 
entitled  to  under  this  Bill,  and  uext  door 
to  it  another  parish  which  will  have  to 
wait  for  a  long  period.  Do  you  think 
that  will  conduce  to  a  cordial  feehng 
between  the  pariah ioners  and  the  clergy- 
men ?  I  do  not  know  whether  1  am 
right  in  interpreting  something  which 
fell  from  an  hon.  Member  just  now  into  a 
threat  of  what  won  1*1  happen  to  a  clergy- 
man if  he  presumed  to  live  too  loJig,  and 
kept  the  parishioners  out  of  their  just 
righie — that  he  was  to  be  made  nu  com- 
fortable and  driven  from  the  parish, 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEUKfiE:  I  did  not 
make  use  of  any  threat  at  alh  I  simply 
Baid  that  the  clergyman  might  he  ottered 
iDdiicements  to  leave, 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  will  not 
ehop  logic  with  the  hon.  Member  ;  but  I 
may  assume  for  the  sake  of  argument 
that  hie  Welsh  countrymen  may  resist 
the  inducements  which  may  he  offered.  I 
ask  the  House  to  (!onsider  what  will  he 
the  position  of  the  parish  reformer  rn 
these  circumstances.  Take  the  village 
Hampden,  with  a  passion  for  baths  and 
wash  houses — he  finds  the  village  curbed 
with  a  young  and  healthy  incumbent. 
Would  not  the  whole  infiuence  of  this 
interesting  agitator  l>e  entirely  directed 
to  the  purpose  of  driving  out  the  wtdiappy 
individual  who  stands  in  the  way  of  the 
village  acquiring  the  property  of  the 
Church  to  carry  out  his  favourite  scheme? 
When  I  rememljer  that  almost  the  only 
argnment  the  Home  iSecretnry  con- 
desceuflud  to  use  tn  favour  of  his  plan 
was  that  it  was  going  to  introduce  peace 
into  the  Principality  in  lieu  of  discord,  it 
appears  to  me  to  be  one  of  the  most 
wonderful  projects  ever  advanced  from 
the  Treasury  Bench.  Whotber  1  consider 
it  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  relations 
of  large  areas  of  the  country,  or  of  the 
counties  to  each  other,  or  of  parish  to 
parish,  or  of  individuals  in  each   parish 


who  are  going  to  quarrel  for  these  funds, 
or  of  the  unfortunate  incumbent  who  will 
have  to  bear  with  their  impatience — 
from  whatever  point  of  view  yon  consider 
the  question,  whatever  class  you  take  into 
consideration,  you  are  driven  to  the  con- 
clusion that  you  are  asked,  wiCb  full  de-^ 
liberation,  to  throw  an  apple  of  discord 
into  Welsh  social  life,  that  will  make  the 
conilition  of  that  <!ountry  perfectly  in- 
tolerahle,  I  think  there  is  a  worse 
aspect  of  this  particular  met  liod  of  dealing 
with  (his  fnnd*  Hitherto,  when  we  have 
heard  of  disestablish  men  t»  it  has  been 
aslvocateil  on  the  gronnd  that  it  was 
better  the  money  should  Ix?  thrown  into  the 
sea  rather  than  used  for  a  rival  sect. 
I  do  not  thiuk  that  that  is  a  very  honour- 
able argnment,  but  it  is  an  intelligible 
argument,  and  it  does  not  appeal  to  all 
the  baser  passions  of  humanity.  The 
Government,  however,  drag  in  os  allies 
everyone  of  those  passions  to  winch  they 
can  offer  any  temptation.  Not  content, 
as  their  predecessors  have  been,  with 
niinistering  to  the  envy  of  competing 
sects,  they  must  minister  also  to  the  greed 
and  avarice  of  private  individuals.  You 
are  going  to  teach  every  man  in  a 
Welsh  parish  where  there  are  eccle- 
siastical tithes  to  be  distributetl  that  the 
organisation  and  the  man  who  has  been 
ministering  to  his  spiritual  needs  now 
stand  in  the  way  of  his  putting  so  much 
hard  cash  into  his  pocket  ;  and  you  are 
teaching  him  to  watch  with  eagernesa 
the  grailual  transfer  of  the  property 
which  has  been  hitherto  devoted  to 
spiritual  purposes  to  the  advancement  of 
ends  which  may  he  good  enough  in  them- 
selves, and  which  certainly  iire  in  accord- 
ance with  the  passing  fads  of  the 
Tuoment,  but  which  ifo  one  on  either  side 
of  the  House  will  dare  to  put  on  a  level 
with  the  great  objects  which  the  Church 
swerves.  1  caunot  help  wondering  what 
would  be  the  result  of  a  cross-examijm- 
tion,  could  we  conduct  it  under  favour- 
able conditions,  iti  which  the  examiner 
would  be  some  intelligent  foreigner  not 
ac<|uainted  with  our  ecclesiastical 
squabbles,  and  in  which  the  defendants 
would  be  the  Metnhers  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  I  should  like  them  to  be 
put  on  their  oath  as  to  the  motives  which 
have  moved  them  to  bring  in  this  BilL 
I  can  understand  the  intelligent  foreigner^ 
who  has  been  told  that  this  Church  pro- 
perty dates  hack  from   imtnemorial  auti- 
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quity,  and  has  been  used  for  spiritual 
purposes  for  hundreds  of  years,  askiug 
the  Government  why  it  is  that  the 
Church  is  to  be  deprived  of  this  means  of 
usefuhiess.  He  might  say,  "  Have  you 
ceaseil  to  be  Christians — is  it  because 
Christianity  is  no  longer  the  accepted 
religion  of  the  couutry — that  you  wish 
to  deprive  a  Christian  Church  of  its  en- 
dowments ? "  Whatever  other  reasons 
the  Government  might  give,  that  is  a 
reason  which  they  would  hasten  to 
repudiate.  Then  the  intelligent  foreigner 
might  ask,  "Is  it  because  the  diver- 
gences of  belief  between  the  An- 
glican Church  and  the  Nonconformist 
sects  are  so  great  that  it  is  impossible  for 
them,  though  all  calliug  themselves 
Christians,  to  consent  to  work  together 
for  the  same  great  object  ?  "  He  would 
be  told  in  answer  that  that  was  not  the 
case.  The  greatest  founders  of  Welsh 
Nonconformity  were  devoted  members  of 
the  Auglican  communion,  in  the  very 
days  when  the  hon.  Member  says  that 
that  communion  was  neglecting  its  duty  ; 
they  lived  and  died  members  of  that  com- 
munion ;  and  at  this  moment  I  understand 
that  it  is  part  of  the  charter  of  more 
than  one  of  these  great  Nonconformist 
sects  that  they  accept  the  articles  of  the 
Church  of  England.  It  is,  therefore,  no 
divergence  of  belief  which  makes  these 
gentlemen  rush  for  the  fuuds  of  the 
Church  to  which  they  do  not  belong. 
*'  Is  it,  then,"  our  foreign  inquirer  might 
ask,  "  because  the  Church  of  England 
has  changed  its  religion  and  given  up 
opinions  which  it  once  held  ? "  He 
would  be  told  that  that  is  not  so.  By 
statute  of  this  realm  a  Nonconformist 
Body  which  for  25  years  professes  a 
particular  faith  unchanged,  may  keep  the 
property  originally  given  to  it  for  other 
purposes.  The  English  Church  has 
maintained  for  300  years  and  more  her 
doctrines  unchanged.  And  why  is  she 
to  be  deprived,  with  this  long  record 
behind  her,  of  the  privilege  which  you 
give  to  a  Nonconformist  Body  every  25 
years  if  it  desires  to  change  its  doctrines  ? 
Then  the  foreigner  might  ask,  "  If  you 
are  agreed  that  the  Church  in  Wales 
preaches  Christianity  and  a  form  of 
Christianity  to  which  you  have  no  objec- 
tion, and  has  deserved  to  keep  its  endow- 
ments by  consistent  adhesion  to  its 
<3octriues,  is  your  object  to  deprive  it  of 
its  endowments  because  experience  shows 
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that  the  cause  of  religion  is  not  really 
furthered  by  the  possession  of  material 
wealth  ?  "  ["  Hear,  hear  I  "]  One  hon. 
Gentleman  appears  to  think  that  that  is 
so.  It  is  not  the  opinion  of  the  great 
body  of  the  Nonconformists  of  this 
country,  who  have  gladly  accepted,  and 
have  reckoned  among  their  greatest 
benefactors,  those  who  endowed  them 
with  the  worldly  goods  without  which 
even  spiritual  work  cannot  be  done.  Then 
the  inquirer  might  ask,  as  a  last  resort, 
whether  these  funds  were  now  useless 
for  religious  purposes  because  those 
purposes  were  adequately  provided 
for  from  other  sources ;  and  whe- 
ther these  Nonconformist  Bodies,  of 
which  he  would  have  heard  so  much, 
really  fulfilled  all  the  spiritual  functions 
necessary  for  the  welfare  and  spiritual 
health  of  the  Welsh  population.  He 
would  be  told  in  answer  that  that  was 
not  the  case.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  said  that  in  every  glen 
in  Wales  the  Nonconformists  had  erected 
their  chapel.  But  have  they  found  a 
pastor  in  every  glen  to  minister  to  that 
chapel  ?  He  knows  that  they  have  not. 
In  one  diocese  alone  about  half  the 
parishes  are  without  any  permanent 
pastor,  and  that  is  because  the  funds  to 
provide  the  permanent  pastor  are  wanting. 
And  these  bodies,  who  avowedly  cannot 
carry  out  their  spiritual  functions  effi- 
ciently for  the  population  with  which 
they  deal,  are  nevertheless  so  anxious  to 
deprive  a  rival  community  of  the  means 
of  carrying  out  its  work  that  all  higher 
considerations  appear  to  be  lost  in  that 
one  overmastering  desire.  I  am  afraid 
that  the  result  of  this  cross-examination, 
if  carried  out,  would  be  that,  unless  we 
are  to  draw  our  highest  wisdom  from 
analyses  of  the  Division  Lists  of  this 
House,  there  would  appear  no  adequate 
reason  which  could  move  this  Govern- 
ment, or  any  Government,  to  deprive  the 
Church  of  Wales  of  its  hereditary  wealth. 
The  intelligent  foreigner  would  discover 
that,  while  the  Government  may  be 
animated  by  excellent  motives,  they  are 
certainly  animated  by  the  desire  for 
political  support ;  and  that  those  at  whose 
bidding  they  act  are  not  so  much  be- 
having in  a  spirit  of  missionaries  anxious 
to  propagate  the  same  truths,  as  in  the 
spirit  of  rival  traders  in  a  neutral 
market.  The  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
spoken  hardly  concealed  his  view.     He 
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regmnkd  the  Cbordi  codowaieBts  tt^s 
bounties  pUoed  u^^m  timie  cooipetltors 
and  be  tfaou^Jil  il  deceit  Aiwi  fittiiig  to 
iDtroduce  inio  tlie  spiritHit  spliete  idemfi 
wbieb  hare  na  pbee  oat^ide  ibe 
domaiti  of  the  nurket  ami  the  qtttrrals  of 
ordinanr  contfliidt^g  tnders.  ^hftt  would 
be  thought  of  Imved  8c»cietied  if  they 
were  noi  cootenl  wbb  sa  hoaocmible 
riv»lnr  in  extendn^  the  bounds  of  know- 
ledge, b^i  were  to  derote  their  whole 
energted  to  depriving  rival  bodies  of  mnj 
mlvautagw  wbidi  tbdj  niigbl  iuiT«i  from 
8tAte  ^appon,  sol  for  liie  fwifpo#o  of 
ehariog  that  support,  bat  to  give  it  to 
some  objects  wboUj  tioeoiinected  with 
ecience  ?  Whrnterer  words  thej  used, 
whether  tbej  cloaked  their  polio j  nuder 
the  uame  of  scieDiidc  liliertT  aod  free- 
dom, it  would  be  ea^ilj  perceived  that 
thev  were  reaUv  animated  bv  jealonsv, 
and  bj  nothing  ei;^  but  jealoosj.  It 
would  be  koon  ti  iliat  tliej  were  prepared 
lo  gacriBce  the  etuis  of  knowledge  aad 
the  objects  of  seieoce  in  order  that  thev 
alight  Dot  be  o4it8trip[>ed  iti  the  race  of 
discovery  by  some  rival  body  of  learned 
men.  Meu  of  .-^cieoce  would  be  for  ever 
disgraced  if  they  adopted  such  a  policy. 
I  can  Dot  i^ee  that  it  ts  le^s  disgraoeful 
wbeD  it  is  adopted  by  Christiaos  than 
wheo  it  IS  adopted  by  merely  t^ciencitif 
ttteo.  There  t»  uo  epithet  which  I  »hoiiUl 
be  prepared  Iw  apply  to  men  of  scieDCe 
iu  such  e i re uxQ .stances  which  ought  uot  to 
be  tranfiferretl  without  any  alterHtioo  or 
dJDiiuutioQ  to  the  iKxlyof  NoDcoufonnists 
of  whom  llie  hou.  3Jenil>er  is  the  repre- 
sentative. 1  catiDOt  *ay  how  this  battle 
of  di&estiiblishtoent,  of  which  the  liri^t 
guus  were  fired  ou  Thursday  utght,  will 
^nd.  I  dare  not  veoture  to  prophesy,  for 
I  do  DOt  kuow.  But  this  I  will  say^ — 
that  this  19  one  of  those  causes  io  which^  if 
we  »re  to  be  defeated,  I  would  rather 
peritih  with  the  side  that  loses  than 
triumph  with  the  side  which  h  victorious^ 
I  sappose  we  all  attempt  to  gauge  and 
estimate  the  forces  which  are  sileotly  at 
work  moaldlDg  the  future  of  society  ;  and 
I  can  uot  help  feeling — though  1  may  be 
wroug — that  they  are  oo  our  side,  I 
believe  uow  that  the  prospects  of  Church 
Establishroeut,  even  in  the  face  of  this 
Bill,  are  far  brighter  than  they  were  a 
generation  ago.  I  think  a  new  spirit  i$ 
springing  up.  The  democracy,  which  is 
slowly  monlding  for  good  or  for  evil  the 
Creed  on   which  it  will  attempt  to  guide 
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the  ikstiitiet  of  this  eoanirf,  is  mot^m  I 
think,  iu  hanaooj  with  the  kind  of  speech 
to  whieh  we  hi^ve  Ic^tetied  UMUgbt*  or 
with  the  ideas  which  lie  behiad  thooo 
«|)eeche«,  1  believe  that  thmj  hold,  m 
I  hold,  that  for  the  welfare  of  the  OOQK 
moiiity  thb  staiMiiiig  witacis  to  grcut 
spiritual  foreci^  in  overj  pamh  m  the 
w>t!otry  }ii  a  vital  ueeessity ;  mod  that  fhoy 
will  not  allow  the  machinery  by  whidi 
these  great  objects  are  to  be  canied  out 
to  be  impaired  either  to  ^tisly  the  greed 
of  a  too-eeooomical  ratepayer,  or  to 
ssiidly  the  envy  of  rival  I^oiMoaformiet 
seel&. 

•Mr.  REES  DA\TES  (Pembfoke- 
shire)  said,  the  right  boo.  Ctentlemati  the 
Leader  of  the  Op|>06itiou  had  poured 
otit  the  vtaU  of  hi?  wrath  and  h^  cctt* 
sored  bis  boo,  Frieod  the  Member  for 
Carnarvon  l^ecause  of  hh  strictures  on 
the  £9tabli«hed  Church  iu  Wale:^,  He 
coufesaed  llml  the  censure  souuded 
very  strange  in  hi^  ears,  coming 
as  it  did  from  one  who^  durtug  0-*' 
former  Delate  in  that  House,  bad 
accui^ed  the  Welsh  Meixil>ers  wba 
were  iu  favour  of  the  disestablish* 
meat  of  the  Church  in  Wale^  of  beitig 
animated  by  envy  and  a  deeire  for 
plunder.  La^t  year  when  the  Suspensory 
Bill  was  l>efore  the  House  the  Govern- 
ment were  taunted  by  the  Party  opposite 
with  hiivliig  brongbt  in  21  ha  If -bear  ted 
measure.  They  said  that  the  Suspensory 
Bill  would  be  a  chain  around  the  neck  of 
the  Church  of  England;  that  it  would  1 
hamper  the  operations  of  the  Church  in 
Wale.s  and  they  demandeit  iust^ad  a 
fair  and  straight  measure  of  disestablish- 
ment. The  Govenunent  had  acoepledr 
the  challenge,  and  the  Party  opposite 
had  obtjiiuetl  what  they  wanted.  Tho  Bill 
before  the  House  was  a  broad  and  com- 
prehensive measure;  it  had  the  heartiest 
support  of  the  overwhelming  majority  of 
the  people  of  Wales;  and  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  people  of  Wales  ex- 
prised  their  sincere  gratitude  to  the 
Goveruuieut  for  having  brought  it  for- 
ward, l>ecause — though  the  Bill  in  some 
of  its  details  was  not  so  drastic  us  tbejr 
desired — they  recognised  that  it  was  a 
just  attempt  to  settle  a  long-stand iog 
grievance  in  their  country.  He  would 
not  argue  the  more  technical  point  as  to 
whether  the  Church  of  England  was  the 
**  Church  in  Wales  *'  or  "  the  Church  of 
Wales.''  He  would  tay  that  it  was 
4  B 
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not  the  Church  of  the  people  of  Wales  ; 
that,  m  fnet,  It  was  alien  to  the 
8}rmp4ithies  of  the  people  of  Wales,  and, 
as  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  had  said  in  a  former  De- 
bate— 

"Now  tliar  the  politioal  disabilitit?a  of  the 
coanty  ho uaeh olden*  have  been  removed  the 
grievance  of  the  great  body  of  the  Welsh  |.>eople 
with  respect  to  Church  diseatftblitihment  is  the 
moat  signal  injuBtice  which  is  atill  left  unre- 
dressed/* 

Hon,  Gentlemen  opposite  had  challenged 
the   Welsh   Members    to    brio^   forward 
statistics  in  flnppiort  of  their  cage.     His 
hoti.  Friend  the  Member  for  Carnarvon 
had  that  nij^ht  brought  forward  Btalistici* 
which  were  abnolnteljnDanwwerubie,  and 
he    shonld    look    with    curio^itv    to    the 
manner  in  whicli  borL  fTeutlemon  opposite, 
who  were  the  stalwart  dofentierH  of  th« 
Chitrch    on    Church    Defence  platforms, 
would  meet  ihose  statistics.  But  atatistlcjs 
were  not  necessary  to  prove  the  case  for 
the  disestablishment   of   the   Church   In 
Wales*     They  relied  on  the  fact  that  31 
out  of  the  34  Memherti  elected  by  Wales 
were    pledged    to   dlsestiiblisbment,   and 
alno  on    the    words    of    the    late    Mr. 
Matthew    Aruold,    who    had    doBcribed 
Wales  as  *'  a  nation  of  Nonconformists." 
He  would  remind  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, who  asked  that  a  Cenj^na  should    bo 
taken  on  the  (|uestion>  of  the  grossly  dis- 
honest methods  wbiclj   were  resorted   to 
in    order   to   obtain    signatures    to    Peti- 
tions against   the    Suspensory    Bill    last 
Session.      If    he    went    fully    into    the 
matter  he   would   probably   lie,  on    that 
occasion,  otit  of  Order  ;  but  be  was  In  a 
position    to    prove   that   m    bis    county 
the  names  of  children  6  months  and   18 
months  old   were    put    to  the    Petitions 
against  the  Suspensory  Bill  ;  that  in  one 
case,  at  least,  the  signature  of  a  lunatic 
was  obtained,  and  tliat  a  large  number  of 
farm  servants  were  induced   to   sign  the 
Petitions  by  statements   that  the  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  rob  the  clergy  of  their 
fees,  and  that  it  would  ocean  the  imposi- 
tion of  a  heavy  tax  on    farm  servants. 
Atid    ho   could   further   prove    that    the 
name  of  a  woman   who  objected  to  sign 
had  been  literally  forged   to   a   Petition, 
and    had    been    subseqnently    erased    by 
the    clergyman,   at    the    instigation    of 
a  le^Ing  Nonconformist.      Those  were 
some    of    the   methods    adopted  by   the 
Church  Party  in  Wales   to  obtain  signa- 
tures against  the  Suspensory  Bill ;  and 
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if   that    was  to  be  the  system  adopted 
to    obtain     the    views    of    the    Welsh 
people  on    disestablishment,  the  friends 
of     disestablishment     would     have     no 
part    in    it.        He    frankly  made    hon. 
Gentlemen    opposite   a   present   of    one 
fact.     He  iwimitted  that  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent in  urban  districts  there  had  been  a 
slight   increase   in   the  numbers   attend- 
ing the  Church  In  Wales.     But  would  it 
be  contended  that  because  of  a  system  of 
proselytism — in  some  cases  possibly  fair, 
and  in  other  cases  unfair — there  had  been 
a  slight  increase  in  the  number  of  Church- 
goers in  Wales,  a  real  solid   argument  in 
favour    of    an    Established    Church    in 
Wales  existed  ?     Wherever  the  English 
language  was  spoken  in  urban  districts,  the 
greater  social  aitractions  of  the  Established 
Clinrch,  which  was  attended  byagrejiter 
number  of  rich  people,  had  frequently  the 
effect  of  increasing  the  u umbers  of  that 
Church.     But   If  they  went  to  the  rural 
villages  of   the  country  they   would  find 
that  Nonconformity    was  overwhelming. 
In  the  county  which  he  represented  five 
otitof  every  six  in  the  rural  distriets^ — or 
even    more — were    Nonconformists     and 
opponents  of  the  Established  Church.  He 
knew  of  a  church,  the  roof  of  which   had 
fallen   in  60  years  ago,  and  bad    never, 
at    any    rate   until  a   recent   dat«,    lieen 
repaireil,    and    yet    the    people    of    the 
distriin   in  which   it  was  situated  had  to 
pay  tithe  in    support   of   the    parson   of 
that    district.        He    could   not  conceive 
of  a  greater  fraud  than  that,  and  yet  such 
instances  were  very  niunerous  throughout 
Wales.     How  could  the  people  of  Wales 
have  any   respect  for  an  Establishment 
under  w^blcli   such  things  were  possible  ? 
He   invited    hon.    Gentlemen  to  witness 
these  things  for  themselves  rather  than 
to    rely     wpon     the     fallacious     state- 
ments   of    Church    Defence    emissaries. 
As    he    bad     said    l>efore,     the     right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of   the    Op- 
position had   censured  the   Welsh  Mem- 
bers for  their  strong  language  in  respect 
to  the  Church.     But  this  was    what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  said  in  the 
House  in  1892— 

"  I  qait«  admit,  and  I  fully  and  freely  admit| 
that  there  are  a  very  large  number  of  'gentle* 
men  who  are  in  favour  of  difteatablishnient  upon 
abstract,  generab  and  historical  gTounds  ;  bat  I 
cannot  admit,  with  the  fact^  before  me,  tbat 
tbotie  who  desire  the  discstAbliahment  of  tha 
Welsh  Church  dcaire  it  upmi  abstract  or 
hiaiorical  grounds.     They  I  want  disestabUah- 
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mcDt,  because  they  want  ^Ikendowment.  EHs- 
e«tablishinent  \%  oo  their  lip«  ;  fijHeatftbliahment 
^  iu  their  re«olutioO|  bat  what  they  want  i% 
n«iovvment.  It  in  Dot  reform  thej  desire^ 
t  jihinJer.  Envj — envy,  not  piety,  ia  the 
moUve  of  their  action/' 

Envy  of  what  ?  he  would  ask.  Of  an 
ancient  and  wealtby  iristitutiou,  tottering 
to  its  very  fouadatiou  ?  And  yet  the 
nght  hoii.  Gentleman  liad  the  cool 
assurance  to  censure  tbe  Representatives 
of  tbe  people  of  Wales  for  their  ^troncr 
language.  But  the  right  hou.  Geutleinan 
was  not  singular  in  his  invective.  The 
hon.  arid    learned  Member  for    the    Isle 

iof  Wight  bad  said — 
''  The  funds  which  have  been  devoted  to  the 
/KMabliflhmeiit  will  lighten  the  raten,  and  your 
liDbject  JH  to  take  in  the  poor  raan  j'* 
tkud  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  tbe 
^eniber  for  Epsom,  ecboiiig  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  bad  said  that  the 
No  u  con  form  i  s  ts  w  ere  an  i  ma  ted  l>y  *  *  e  u  v  y 
and  jealousy/'  He  could  aay  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  very  much 
mi.*?ti>ok  the  feeltugs  of  the  people  of 
Wales  if  they  thought  tbey  cared  only 
lor  the  paltry  potuuU,  shiliirigs,  and  pence 
f  the  Establisbmeut.  Tbe  people  of 
Wales  sought  to  put  an  end  to  the  Es- 
tjibliabmeiit  from  a  sen^e  of  justice, 
and  in  order  that  there  might  be 
nbsohite  religious  equality  in  the  Prin- 
cipality. The  voluntary  principle  was 
the  principle  on  which  Nonconformity 
liad  succeeded  in  Wales.  There  were 
4,000  Nonconformist  chapels  in  Wales, 
nud  every  year  C 400,000  w^vq  subscribed 
lor  tbeir  maintenance.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tbe  Loader  of  tbe  Opposition 
had  talked  about  **  honourable  rivalry" 
between  theivYO  sections  of  the  Cbrisiian 
Church  in  Wales*  There  was  a  rivaby 
between  them  ;  but  it  was  not  altogether 
an  honourable  rivalry.  The  Cburch  of 
England  in  Wales  still  posseiiaed — not- 
withstanding all  the  efforts  of  the  Non- 
conformists — tbe  great  advantages  which 
she  bad  enjoyed  for  hundreds  of  years. 
For  the  past  100  years  the  Church  of 
England  had  had  all  the  advantages,  yet 
the  rivalry  which  had  beeu  referred 
to  bad  deprived  tbe  Church  of  her 
influence,  and  had  miide  of  Wales  a 
great  Nonconformist  community.  Ho 
[would  not  detain  the  House  longer 
ihau  to  remind  hon.  Members  that  in 
America  and  in  our  Colonies  no  State 
burch  existed,  and  absolute  reiigious 
nality    prevailed,  and    there    were    no 


feuds  between  the  religious  sects.  There 
was  a  wide  distinction  between  the 
Saxon  and  the  Celtic  races.  The  Saxon 
may  cling  to  episcopalianism,  but  the 
Celt  will  not  tolerate  it.  He  and  Ida 
friends  knew  that  they  were  at  the  out- 
set of  a  keen  atrnggle,  but  they  awaited 
the  result  with  absolute  complacency, 
knowing  that  they  bad  the  Welsh  nation 
as  well  as  the  great  body  of  the  Liberal 
Party  at  their  l>aeks.  Although  hon,  and 
right  bon.  Gentlemen  might  retard  dis- 
establishment, as  tbe  Tory  Party  had 
retarded  great  reforms  for  centtjries,  be 
assured  tbem  they  could  only  delay  for  a 
time  the  fulfilment  of  tbe  aspirations  of 
tbe  Welsh  people  for  tbe  establishment  of 
absolute  religions  equality  in  tbeir  country. 
•Mr,  JEBB  (Cambridge  University) 
said,  be  would  not  follow  all  tbe  criti- 
cisms which  had  beeu  made  by  bou. 
Members,  hnt  rather  would  address  him- 
self to  certain  broad  aspects  and  large 
considerations  which  the  Bill  brought 
before  them.  Vital  as  the  Bill  was  to 
the  highest  interests  of  Wales,  far- 
reaching  as  must  be  Its  ulterior  conae- 
quitnces,  should  it  pass  into  law,  to  the 
Principality,  it  was  not  of  less  vital 
import,  and  its  consequences  wtsuld  not 
be  less  extensive  or  less  serious  for 
England  as  a  whole.  Every  Member  of 
the  House,  and  every  member  of  tbe 
Churcb  of  England,  was,  therefore, 
entitled  to  tako  an  interest  in  the  discus- 
sion of  this  measure.  The  principle  on 
which  the  introduction  of  tiie  Bill  was 
justifie*l  bad  been  stated  with  the  utmost 
frankness  and  clearness  by  tbe  Home 
Secretary*  It  bad  been  urged  that  the 
proportion  of  Welsh  Members  in  favour 
of  diseat-ablishment  was  a  sufficient  justi- 
fication for  the  Bill ;  but  be  would  remark 
that  Wales  bad  not  yet  a  separate  Parlia- 
ment, and  it  was  the  duty  of  every 
Member  of  tbe  Imperial  Assembly  to 
consider  this  and  every  question  from  the 
point  of  view  of  what  w^aa  best 
for  tbe  whole  Kingdom,  Tbe  figures 
31  to  3  were  not  claimed  as  represent- 
ing the  proportionate  number  of  elec- 
tors in  Wales  who  voted  for  or 
against  disestablishment.  So  long  as 
the  Religious  Cenaus  was  refused,  they 
lacked  tbe  primary  and  most  essen- 
tial document  for  the  investigation  of 
that  aspect  of  tbe  matter.  No  doubt 
tbe  Church  question  played  a  prominent 
part  iumany  elections  in  Wales  ;  but  did 
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lit)  other  isiiue,  such  a^*  Home  Rule  for 
Ireland,  contribute  fo  the  results  of 
recent  elections  ?  And,  fts  to  the 
Church  issue  itself,  had  there  beeu  no 
ap[>eal  to  mere  (nipidity  and  jealoupj  ? 
A  local  detniind,  not  free  from  arnhignitj, 
was  DUide  the  ground  for  destroying 
a  national  institutiou.  With  regard  to  the 
nature^  of  the  national  iji^tiintioJi,  lie 
remarked  that  they  had  heard  tliroughout 
these  discussions  Hiiieh  more  about 
endowuieut  than  about  establish- 
ment.  The  Church  had  been  con- 
sidered as  a  number  of  Ecclesiastical 
Corporations,  sole  or  aggregate,  severally 
holding  propverties.  The  establisbraeiit 
had  in  these  Debates  been  regarded  only 
uoder  the  aspect  of  privilege*  When 
the  Home  Secretary  introduced  the 
Suspensory  Bill  last  yenr,  he  spoke  of 
the  privileges  appertaining  to  the  status 
of  the  e!*tablishmcnt — a  phrai^e  correct 
in  itself,  but  corresponding  with  an  in- 
accurate ci>nre|itiini  in  the  popular  muul. 
The  e^^tablisbmcnt  of  the  Churcli  had 
been  spoken  of  as  if,  once  upou  a  time, 
the  State  had  singknl  out  this  denomi- 
nation from  other  religions  denominations, 
had  set  it  up,  and  had  attribnted  t<j  it, 
by  means  of  certain  privib^ges,  a  higher 
spiritual  rank  than  ibat  which  was 
accorded  to  other  religion!*  denominations. 
Everyone  knevv,  however,  that  the 
State  never  did  anything  of  the  kind. 
The  word  "establish^'  did  oot  only 
mean  **  to  set  up."  It  also  meant  **  to 
settle,*'  **  to  confirm  in  rights,"  **  to 
ratify/*  In  this  sense  It  occurred  in 
the  Statute  of  Pro  visors,  where  Parlia- 
ment was  tlescribed  as  having  **  or dereil 
and  established '*  such  or  such  a  thing; 
in  Acts  of  Urdformity  of  the  16th  cen- 
tury, in  reference  to  the  Liturgy  of  the 
Church,  and  to  the  Book  of  'Coramou 
Prayer ;  and  in  the  Act  of  Union 
between  England  and  Scotland,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Protestant  religion  in  Eng- 
land and  to  the  Presbyterian  Church  of 
Scotland  respectively.  The  establieh- 
ment  had  its  origin  in  a  time  when  the 
Church  had  as  yet  no  spiritual  com- 
petitor The  Church  possessed  great 
power,  liable  to  be  affected  by  foreign 
influence ;  and  the  State  thought  it 
prudent,  as  a  matter  of  public  policy,  to 
take  from  the  Churcli  certain  secuntieH 
against  possible  excesses  of  uncontrolled 
erc/e«Mst/caJ  power.  It  was  then  enacted 
that   rhe  Ecelesiastical  Lav  at\d  Cowtla 
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should  become  part  of  the  public  law  of  the 
reahn.  Tlie  nature  of  the  alliance  between 
Church  and  State  was  not  so  much  the 
bestowal  of  privileges  upou  the  Church 
as  the  jmposilion  upon  the  Church 
by'  the  State  of  certain  limitations  of 
power.  They  had  heard  a  good  deal 
about  religious  equality,  but  he  would 
remind  the  Hou&ie  tbal  there  was  some- 
thing still  more  vital,  and  that  was  reli- 
gious freedom.  It  might  fairly  be  claimed 
for  the  Anglican  Church,  and  would  not 
be  denied  even  by  those  most  unfriendly 
to  her  so  long  as  thej  were  unbiased  aod 
unprejudiced,  that  throughout  the  cen- 
turies she  had  been  the  greatest  bulwark 
against  f^piritual  and  religious  tyranuy, 
and  had  at^brded  the  best  guarantee  for 
religious  freedouK  If  they  sought  a 
contnist,  need  ihey  look  further  than  to 
some  of  the  provisions  of  Mr.  Ge©*8 
now  celolualed  scheme, or  the  spirit  which 
had  insjnred  a  speech  tijey  had  heard 
that  afternoon  ?  He  would  not  attempt 
on  the  present  occasion  to  go  Into  the  de- 
tails of  statistics,  but  would  refer  only  to 
the  general  features  of  the  case.  The  most 
important  fact  to  be  noted  in  connection 
with  the  Established  Chnrch  in  Wale* 
was  that  she  had  latterly  experienced 
a  revival  of  activity.  It  was  admitted, 
indeed,  that  there  had  been  such  a 
revival.  On  November  20,  1883,  a 
conference  on  disestablishment  was  held 
at  Carnarvon,  at  which  a  Dissenting 
minister  read  a  paper,  afterwards  pub- 
lished by  the  Libenition  ^Society,  in 
which  be  fully  and  fairly  admitted  the 
fact  of  this  revival,  and  of  this  growing 
energy  and  zeal  in  the  Church.  Ho  then 
said — 

*M  know  that  this  revived  activity  of  the 
Church  ifi  taken  by  some  aa  an  argument  why 
we  should  let  the  Chareh  alon*?,  and  allow  her 
to  ^0  on  doing  good,  but  I  talce  the  argument 
to  Ijc  juBt  the  reverse." 

There  could  not  be  lietter  coufinnfttion  of 
the  remark  of  liis  hon,  Friend  (Sir  R. 
Webster) on  Thursday  last,  that  thepreseot 
moment  hac!  been  chosen  for  the  attack 
beeanee  it  was  seen  that  the  Church 
was  so  rapidly  gaining  ground.  In  view 
of  this  testimony  of  the  progressive 
activity  of  the  Church,  why  should  it  be 
beyond  hope  that  this  growit»g  activity  of 
the  Chnrch  shoold  gradually  win  back 
8ome  of  those  who  were  estranged  from 
her,  and  that  she  might  establiflh  witb 
lliQ  rest  some  tolerable  modus  tnvendi  ? 
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That  question  had  been  riiis»ed  by  gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  aide,  and  In  each 
case  the  nnawer  was  siimnied  up  in  the 
wordp*  **  Too  late,**  **  Too  late  "  was  a 
sorrowful  answer,  when  the  qnention  was 
one  of  reconciliation  between  ditferent 
ChriHtian  denominations;  and  ho  declined 
to  accept  those  words  hh  u  final  answer 
to  such  a  qnestion  withouf,  at  all  events, 
further  cxjimination.  He  would  not  ad- 
duce recomlite  facts,  but  merely  auch  as 
could  l>e  learned  from  books  accessible  to 
all.  What  was  the  origin  of  Welsli 
Nonconformity  ?  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
(8ir  G.  O.  Morgan)  Inid  remarked  that 
the  origin  of  WeUh  Dissent  might  be 
ftumined  up  In  the  two  word8»  *'  English 
Bishops  ** ;  but  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
knew  that  under  the  Tiidors  and  the 
8tuarts»  when  44  Welshmen  in  succession 
occupied  Sees  in  Wales,  the  people  of 
W'ales  were  not  disalfected  towards  the 
Church.  The  change  dated  from  the 
time  of  the  Revohuion.  It  was  the 
policy  of  sending  to  Wales  as  Bishops 
Englishmen,  who  were  not  only  ignorant 
of  the  Welsh  Iftuguage,  but  had  no  sym- 
pathy with  the  Welsh  people,  which 
began  to  estrange  the  Welsh  people  from 
the  Church.  Another  cause  was  the  ex* 
treme  poverty  of  the  Church  in  Wales 
during  the  IHth  ceninry,  A  writer  in 
The  Quarterir/  Revieti}  (or  J  fimiiiry^  1890, 
gaid  that  in  the  year  1720,  in  the  diocese 
of  Hi,  Davids,  there  were  no  fewer  than 
233  livings  of  which  the  value  was  not 
more  than  £50,  and,  among  these,  lo4  of 
which  the  value  did  not  exceed  £30. 
Along  with  those  things  came  that  torpor 
and  apathy  which  unhappily  was  not 
peculiar  to  the  Church  in  Wales,  for 
during  the  18th  century  it  atFected,  more 

I  or  less,  the  whole  Church  of  England.  It 
Vas  in  that  state  of  things  that  the  old 
Welsh  Methoilism  began.     That  move* 

[  ment  was  begun  by  Welsh  Churchmen, 
and  it  arose  within  the  Church.  It  re- 
mained within  the  Church,  and  was 
Always  entirely  friendly  to  the  Church. 
Daniel     Rowlands      livetl     and    died    a 

f  Churchman  ;  so  did  Griffith  Jones,  the 
father  of  Welsh  national  education,  and 
the  originator  of  the  itinerant  ministry  ; 
ao  did  Howell  Harris,  the  great  lay 
preacher,  who  was  buried  near  the  altar 

[in  the  church  of  Talgarth — by  his  own 
wish,  because  it  was  at  the  rails  of  that 
ftltar  that  he  first  experienced  a  sense  of 

rhtH  own  fihorteomings.     Meanwhile  what 
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was  the  position  of  Welsh  Dissent  ? 
Dnring  the  18th  centnry,  Welsh  Dissent, 
as  distinguished  from  Church  Metho- 
dism, was  confined  to  small  numbers  of 
three  denominations — Baptists,  Indepen* 
dents,  and  Presbyterians.  At  the  Ije- 
ginning  of  the  present  century  came  (in 
1811)  the  great  separation  of  Noncon* 
formiste  from  the  Church  in  Wales  ;  but 
the  separation  was  not  associated  on  the 
purt  of  the  Nonconformists  with  any  such 
attitude  towards  the  Church  as  they  un- 
fortunately saw  in  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
fin  the  other  side  of  the  House.  Thomas 
Charles  of  Bala,  who  left  the  Church, 
retained,  to  his  death  in  1814,  a  strong 
affection  for  it.  The  phraae,  *'  alien 
Church,^'  is  of  recent  coinage.  When  Mr, 
Watkin  W^illiams  introduced  in  that 
House  ill  1 870  a  Motion  for  disestabliah* 
ment,  he  said — 

"The  Church  eHtabbshmuiit  in  Walew  is  an 
ancient  and  a.  venerable  instituHon.  It  is  not, 
like  the  Churcb  in  Ireland,  an  alien  Churchi 
throiit  upon  the  t>eople  by  a  conqueror  and  an 
oppressor.  It  is  not,  I  tUlnk  I  am  right  m 
saying,  regarfleti  hf  the  people  with  any 
feeling  of  hostility.*  Indeed,  in  many  caaet, 
it  ia  regarded  with  feelings  of  veneratioa  and 
afftfclion," 

When  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  East  Denbighshire  did- 
cussed  the  phrase  "  alien  Chnreh  *' 
the  other  evening,  he  did  not  confine 
himself  to  the  historic  sense  of  "alien," 
as  meaning  a  Church  of  foreign  origin, 
but  also  spoke  of  it  as  a  Church 
which  was  fundamentally  foreign  to  the 
charade  rand  temper  of  the  Welsh  people  ; 
it  was  ttK>  *'cold  "  and  **f«>rmar*  for  them  ; 
in  other  words,  he  used  the  word  "alien" 
in  the  sense  of  uncongenial.  Those 
words,  he  confessed,  rang  strangely  in 
his  ears.  He  wondered  whether  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  ever  read  how  in 
the  last  century  great  congrt^gations  came 
together  in  Whales  from  the  mouth  of  the 
Conway  to  the  month  of  the  Wye,  to  hear 
the  leat^lers  and  founders  of  the  old  Welsh 
JMethodism — clergymen  of  the  Church  of 
England  using  Church  of  England 
formularies  ?  Did  be  also  forget  one 
great  service  with  which  this  *' alien*' 
Church  must  be  perpetually  associate*! 
in  the  minds  of  Welshmen — the  fact  that 
the  Welsh  version  of  the  Scriptures  was 
brought  out  by  William  Morgan  in  1588, 
under  the  auspices  of  the  then  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury  ?     And  when  one 
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generation  later(i«  1620)a  revised  version 
of  the  Welsh  Bible  was  produced,  by 
whom  was  it  brought  out  ?  Bj  Parry, 
who  had  succeed e<l  MorgHu  as  Bii^hop  of 
St.  Asaph,  and  Dr.  Johti  Davies,  Rector 
of  Mallwyd,  in  Merioneth  shire.  It  had 
been  said  of  this  version  of  the  Bible 
that  it  was  "  the  book  which  bad  fi:jted 
the  Welsh  language/*  and  was  *'  prac- 
tically the  dictiouary  of  the  Welsh 
people/*  Thus  that  language  of 
which  Welfc«lmicn  were  so  proud,  when 
drooping  and  i*eady  to  perish,  had 
been  enshrined  iu  its*  noblest  monu- 
ment by  this  very  Church  which  bon. 
Members  opposite  were  seeking  to 
disestablish,  Now,  one  word  as  to  a 
topic  touched  on  by  ibe  Leader  of  the 
Oppos^itiou.  Iu  the  explanalion  the 
right  bon.  Geutieman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary gave  as  to  what  was  to  be  done 
with  cathedralsj  he  said^ — 

**  We  have  come  to  tlie  rou elusion  that  they 
ought  to  l*e  preKcrved  as  national  monuments/* 

He  (Mr.  Jebb)  must  coufesB  tbnt  that 
phrase  had  astonished  him.  The 
catbedrab  had  never  been  used  aD<l 
never  been  intended  for  any  other 
purpose  than  the  worship  of  Ibe 
Church  of  England.  If  ibe  Cburcli  in 
Wales  was  not  a  national  bnt  an  alien 
Church,  bow  could  the  cathedrals  be 
natioual  mouuments  ?  Or  if  the  mean- 
ing was  that  when  transferred  to  the 
new  triumvirate  they  would  become 
*^*  national,"  why  then  *^  monuuieuts  "  ? 
He  hoped  iu  his  heart  that  no  such  hope- 
less irreconcilability  between  Noncon- 
formists in  Wales  and  Churcbnieu  existed 
as  was  assumed  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  The  Church  of  England,  like 
every  other  human  iustitntion,  had  bad 
its  shortcomings  and  failings,  but  at 
almost  every  period  of  its  history  it  Imd 
known  bow  to  conciliate  and  attract ;  it 
had  beeu  an  iuHuence  teudtug  to  soften 
the  sharper  conflict  of  interests,  to  miti- 
gate causes  of  social  strife,  and  to  bring 
people  of  various  classes  and  divergent 
opinions  into  relations  of  mutual  good- 
will, or  at  least  of  mutual  forbearance.  The 
tendency  on  the  part  of  the  older  Non- 
conformist bodies  of  England  was  to 
come  nearer  to  the  Church,  and  be  wished 
the  same  beneficial  agency  of  concilia- 
tion and  goodwill  might  also  become 
operative  in  Wales.  If  be  were  a 
WekhiDAD,  there  svas  nothing  be  should 
be   more    sorry  to     say  or  to  bear  said 
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of  his  country  than  that  it  was  the 
only  part  of  the  United  Kingdom 
where  the  conduct  of  the  people  was  in- 
accessible to  au  agency  of  conciliution, 
and  where  their  ears  were  for  ever  sealed 
against  a  message  of  peace.  Suppose 
this  Bill  became  an  Act,  and  the  Church 
iu  Wales  was  disestablished,  what  would 
be  the  result  to  the  poor  iu  Wales  ?  He 
bad  never  uttered  a  syllable  in  disparage- 
ment of  the  Kouconformist  ministra- 
tion, but  he  believed  it  was  adnritted  by 
many  earnest  Nonconformists  that  the 
parochial  system  of  the  Church  in  Wales 
had  been  enabled  to  do  a  work  which  it 
had  not  beeu  in  their  own  power  to  do. 
If  the  Bill  were  carried  into  law,  the 
possibilities  of  that  parochial  minlstra* 
tion  would  be  greatly  circumscrihed* 
Wales  would  also  suifer  in  the  matter  of 
education — and  it  must  be  borne  iu  mind 
that  in  the  diocese  of  Ltandaff  alone 
there  were  30,000  children  in  the 
church  voluntary  schools.  And  so 
far  as  the  Church  in  England  itself  waa 
concerned,  what  would  be  the  effect  of 
the  passing  of  this  Bill  't  Every 
diocese  not  already  disestablished  would 
exist  at  tlje  mercy  of  lociil  agitation.  It 
would  only  be  necessary  to  show  or  to 
allege  that  in  Cornwall  or  Yorkshire  a 
local  mnjority  existed  against  the  Esta- 
blished Cljurch,  and  the  diocese  con- 
cerned must  go.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  East  Deubigh,  in  1870, 
had  said — 

**  I  tlo  nut  like  tills  long  agony  of  piecemeal 
disestablbhmitnt.  It  is  like  putting  a  man  ta 
death  by  tearing  bim  limb  from  limb/' 

Yes,  it  was  like  that — but  with  a  differ- 
ence. In  ancient  and  in  modern  timed 
men  had  been  slowly  hacked  to  pieces  ; 
hut  that  was  not  after  a  mere  condemna* 
tion  of  an  arm  or  a  leg  ;  it  was  after 
some  sort  of  trial  hold,  and  some  sort  of 
judgment  passed,  on  the  person  as  a 
whole.  He  asked  that  before  the  Bill 
passed  into  law  the  Government  should 
take  tl»e  collective  sense  of  the  country 
n|>ou  the  fate  of  the  Church  as  a  whole. 
Mu.  H.  liUBERTS  (Denbighshire, 
W.)  said,  he  ditFcred  from  tije  argumente 
as  well  as  the  facts  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down,  but  be  appreciated 
the  moderation  with  which  he  bad  spokei^ 
for  he  had  avoided  attributing  uuwortbj 
motives  to  those  who  felt  so  strongly  10 
favour  of  the  Bill.  His  (Mr.  Koberts's) 
principal  object  in  rising  w^as  to  emphastae 
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the  strength  of  the  seDtiment  in  Wales 
in  favour  of  this  Bill.  Dnring  the  lust 
Parliament  the  tiODstitnency  ho  now 
represented  was  represented  by  a  Unionist, 
who  was  returneil  bj  a  majority  of  over 
1,500  votes.  At  the  last  Election  the 
majority  disappeared,  and  in  place  of  it. 
2,300  vot^s  were  registered  iu  favonr  of 
tbecatidtdale  of  the  Government,  Now, 
how  was  that  brought  abont  ?  It  had 
undoubtedly  been  broug^ht  about,  to  use 
a  phrase  of  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  by  the  **  magic  "  of  dises- 
tablish men  t.  The  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion had  treated  somewhat  seornftilly  the 
argument  that  31  out  of  34  Wel^h  Mem- 
bers were  pledged  to  support  this  Bill. 
Tliey  coiiteuded  that  that  was  the  deter- 
mining argument  in  this  Debate.  The 
issue  which  the  House  of  Commons  had  to 
decide  was  a  politioal  issue  ;  but  if  that 
argument  was  objected  to,  he  would  fall 
back  opon  the  fact  that  last  year  not  only 
a  majority  from  Wales  was  disclosed  in 
favour  of  tiiis  Bill,  but  a  majority  of  o6 
was  obtained  from  tlie  whole  of  the 
Kingdom.  The  right  hou.  Baronet  the 
Heml>er  for  West  Bristol  had  attempted 
to  minimise  this  argument,  and  had 
pointed  out  in  the  lirst  plaee  that  no 
attempt  had  been  made  to  bring  thia 
question  prominently  forward  iu  the 
country.  For  the  last  20  years  the 
dcinand  for  disestablishment  had  been 
made  in  Parliament  by  Members  from 
Wales,  and  with  an  inereasing  strength 
and  unanimity.  In  the  year  1870,  before 
the  Ballot  Act  iwas  passed,  only  seven 
Members  for  Wales  voted  in  favour  of  a 
Disestablishment  Resohition  ;  m  the 
year  1889,28  voted  for  tiie  proposal,  and 
only  5  against  it ;  in  1891,  29  voted  for 
it  and  4  against  it  ;  and  in  1893,  31  voted 
for  it  against  3,  or  10  to  1.  When 
they  remem}>ered  fhat  the  Irish  Church 
was  disestablished,  when  the  majority  of 
Irish  Members  in  favour  of  disestablish- 
ment was  69  to  33,  they  would  at  once 
see  with  how  much  greater  urgency 
Welsh  Members  could  press  their  claim. 
In  1885  the  voters  io  Wales  who  voted 
for  dieestablishraent  utiniberetl  31,000; 
in  1892  that  num!>er  was  increased  to 
58,000,  in  chiding  Monmouthshire.  Not 
only  had  the  matter  been  brought  forward 
in  Parliament,  but  it  had  been  brought 
forward  at  every  General  Election  iu  the 
country.  In  1890-91  a  Campaign  Com- 
mittee was  formed  iu  Wales,  and  through 


the  agency  of  that  Committee,  £5,000 

liaving  been  raised  from  the  people  for 
the  purpose,  the  subject  was  properly 
ventilate<l  on  alniost  every  political  plat- 
form throughout  the  length  and  breadth 
of  the  country.  It  was  the  second 
question  on  what  was  called  the  New- 
castle Prognimme,  and  the  time  was  rip© 
for  dealing  with  it,  and  for  definite  action. 
By  some  it  was  said  that  disestablish- 
ment was  uot  the  most  prominent  question 
liefore  the  Welsh  electors  at  the  last 
General  Election,  and  that  the  chief 
subject  upou  which  they  voted  was 
"  Home  Rule.''  They  had  an  authority 
upon  ibis  point  of  no  less  importance 
than  Lord  Salisbury  himself,  who, 
writing  in  the  Autumn  of  last  year  to  one 
of  the  Reviews^  said  that  the  Parlia- 
mentary majority  in  favour  of  Liberalism 
was,  undoubrcdly,  achieved  owing  to  the 
aversion  of  the  Welsh  people  to  the 
Established  Church,  The  right  hou. 
Gentleman  (Sir  M,  Ilicks-Be4ich),  who 
spoke  in  opposition  in  the  present  Debate, 
said  the  Welsh  were  animated  in  this 
demand  to  a  large  extent  by  a  spirit  of 
robbery  and  sacrilege. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  I  did  not 
say  that, 

Mk,  H,  ROBERTS  said,  he  thought 
that  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  had  used 
the  words  *'  robbery  and  sacrilege*"  Well, 
there  were  two  sides  to  this  question. 
They  did  not,  as  representing  Non- 
eonformists  in  Wales,  stand  there  that 
day  as  aggressors,  but  as  the  aggrieved,. 
[  Criea  o/  **  Oh  !  "]  They  did  not  make 
this  demand  with  a  wish  to  rob  or 
commit  sacrilege.  They  were  there 
simply  to  demand  justice  and  eqnality, 
and  adequate  reparation  of  what  in  his 
opinion  ha<i  been  during  the  last  half- 
century  a  very  grievous  injustice  done  to 
them  by  the  Establishment  in  Wales, 
The  hon.  Memlier  for  Tunbridge  Wella 
cited  the  case  of  Brymbo  as  an  instance 
of  the  Churches  activity  and  progress. 
He  (Mr.  Roberts)  would  put  before  the 
House  another  case  known  to  him 
personally  in  his  own  constitueocy.  One 
day  last  week  considerable  excitement 
took  place  in  the  town  of  Denbigh  because 
the  goods  of  a  farmer  iu  a  neighbouring" 
parish  had  been  distrained  upon  for 
tithes  amounting  to  £5  8s,,  and  were  sold 
by  public  auction.  The  parish  was  12 
square  miles  in  extent,  with  a  tithe  rent* 
charge  of  £650,  and  the  farmer  fanned 
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140   acres  in   that    parish.     There    was 
only  one  Church,  wilh  servioos*  oaly  ou 
8iindays,      imd      ntue      Nouconforinist 
chape  is,   with   services  ou    Sundays  and 
week-days.     Four  thousand  five  hiiiulreil 
pouuda    ha<.i    been    raised   hy    voluntHry 
j^nhscriptions  to  l>uikl  these  chapels,  and 
the   people  contributed  a  larj^e   amontit 
annually  towards  keepint(   up  the   work 
of  the  ministry.     Last    Sunday    week  a 
census    was   taken  iti   the  imrif^h  of    the 
worshippers    at    the    chnr*.'h     and     the 
chapels.     At  the  eh  inch   there  were  88 
persons  present  during  llic  services,  and 
at   the  c»hapels   J,1H9.     Was    it  strange 
that  io  a  parish  of  that  description,  with 
the  coiulitioiis  of  church  and  chapels  such 
as  he  had  described,  that  a  farmer  who 
lived  four  miles  away  from  the  church, 
who  had  never  seen  tlie  face  of  his  rector 
upon    his    farm^    should    refuse    to    pay 
£5  8st  tithe  rent-charge,  and   was  it  not 
somewhat   degradinjf     to    a    church     to 
collect  tlmt  money,  which  ou^^ht   to  be  a 
free-will  offering  from  a  parishioner,  at 
the  poitit  of  tlie  bayonet  and  throngh  the 
humiliating  process  of  the  Couuty  Court  ? 
If  tliey  desired  to  have  a  perfectly  im- 
partial view  of  the  present  position  of  the 
Church   and  of  Church   work   in   Wales 
they  ought  to  go  outside  the  Windarics 
of  the   Principality,  and  ask   those   who 
were    not    pei-sonally    interested    in   the 
Church  and  in    the   present   controversy. 
He  would  only  tpiote  the  evidence  on  this 
point   of   the   Bishop  of  Norwich,  who, 
speaking  on   W^elsh   Disestalilishmeut  in 
LiverpcK)l    in    1892,  when,  as  the    Rev. 
J.  Sheepshanks,  he   was  the    Rector  of 
8t.  Margaret's,  An  field,  said — 


'*  And  it  appeara  to  me  that  if  we  take  a  calm 
HTiid  impartial  view  of  this  matter,  there  areiiii* 
[inir-inr  ronsKl  emtio  MS  which  may  be  put 
l»>ru  jini  on  either  Hide  of  ttie  qne«tioii.  In  the 
first  plttce^  it  is  undoubtt^d  that  a  very  detndcfl 
mujority  of  the  Wels^h  not  only  are  not  members 
of  the  Established  (-hurch  but  are  eagerly 
desrifous  for  discstabliubmcnt  and  diftcndow- 
ment.  And,  moreover,  it  is  stated  that  the  small 
ujirionty  of  the  Church  people  in  the  Princi- 
pjility  consiits  larjycly  of  En^hsh  reaidenta  and 
visitors  and  the  well-to-do  classes  ;  whcrean  the 
masses  of  the  Welsh  jieople  arc  fitrcnurjusly 
Nonconformists,  Upon  thi»  I  oiuM  simply 
express  my  own  opinion  that  if  in  any  self- 
governing  country  the  Kstablisheil  Church  ia 
in  a  decided  minority,  and  if  the  lar^e 
majority  of  the  pefiple  arc  unitedly  ho^stileto 
it«  continuance  as  an  Estabiishment^  in  that 
case  its  maintenance  as  an  Kstabliahmeut^ 
evenif  prac^ticable,  wouhl  be  to  the  detriment 
of  rehig-fon,  and  therefore  to  the  true  interests 
of  the  Church.    And  this  leads  ii»  to  aak  tbu 
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question,  the   very  suggeatioa   of    which  wilJ 
doubtless  anger  the  heatetl    partizan»  whether 
il   is  not  Hi  least  [Kissible  that  the  disestablish- 
ment  of  the  Church    in  Wales  might  not  he 
for  the  advantage  of  the  Church  herself/' 
Among  the  Welsh  popnlatiou  in  Ameriea 
tn  day  there  were  from  450  to  500  Welsh 
Nuneonfonnist  ehiirohes,  but  not  a  single 
Welsh   Established    Church.     How    did 
the  tnattcr  statid   in  Liverpool  ?     There 
wus  there  a  very  larg^e  Welsh  population, 
and  there   were  30   Welsh   chapels,  and 
only  two  Welsh  chureljes :  and  in   1892 
a   Jensiis    was  taken  of  those  present  at 
those  ehnrehes  and  chapels  on  a  Sunday 
evening,    and    it   was  fomul   that    4,832 
were  worshipping  in  I  he  Nou4!onfoniiist 
rhapels,  and  only  165  in  the  two  Welsh 
churches.     The  Leatler  of  the  Oppositioii, 
speaking  in  Manchester  last  winter,  said 
the  measure  of  disestablishment  and  dis- 
endowment  of  the  Welsh  Chareh  which 
the  Government  intendeil    to    introduce 
into  Parliament  was-'  deliberately  intended 
to  destroy  a  living  branch  of  tlje  Church* 
Fr<un  the  very  outset  of  this  controversy 
ihey  had  always  made  it   a  point  in  re- 
gard to  every  speech  delivered  and  every 
pamphlet  written  to  show  that  they  had 
no     animosity     whatever     against    the 
Church  as  a  religious  institution.     From 
their    hearts    they    wished    the   Church 
success  in  the  future.     There  was  plenty 
of  work  in  Wales   both  for  the  Church 
and  for  Nonconformity.     Therefore,  be 
wanted  it  to  be  made  dear  that  they  did 
fiot  object  to  the  Cbnrcli  as  a  KeligiotiB 
Institution,  btit  as  a  Religious  Establish- 
ment.    Upon  the  merits  of  the  Bill  he 
had  only,    as    a    hun>ble    Member    from 
Wales,  to  express  his  entire  satisfaction 
with  the  tneasure  in   its  main  provisions, 
and  to  say    that  it  would  be  received  by 
the  people   of    Wales    in    the    spirit    in 
which  it  had  been  conceived.     Its  inlro- 
diiction  was  one  of  the  most   important 
events  in  the  history  of  Wales.    He  ren- 
tnretl    to    think    that   the    Government 
having  once   taken   this   step  could  not 
recede  from  it,  and  that  the  time  was  iiot 
far  distant  when  they  would  see  it  carried 
into  law  to  the  great  gooti  of  the  country 
which    they    represented.     Further,    he 
wished  to  express  bis   personal  gratifica- 
tion that  the  Bill  had  been  introduced  iu 
a  form  which  showed  that  the  Govern- 
ment   intended    to   deal    with    this   old 
grievance  of  Wales  in  a  comprehensive 
and  statesmanlike  way.     Their  action  in 
this   matter  should    earn    for   them    the 
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lasting  gratitufle  of  all  thorie  who  [md  at 
heart  the  true  welfare  of  Wales. 

•M«,  VICARY  GIHliS  (Hert.'».,  St. 
Albans)  8nid,  tlie  bou,  ( rentleniau  opposite 
had  sought  to  j<how  that  the  promoters 
of  thi^  Bill  ought  not  to  l^e  lookeil  upou 
i\A  aggressors  of  the  Clainih,  So  loug, 
liowevor,  bh  the  Party  to  which  he  he- 
longed  sought  to  take  away  tlie  property 
of  the  Cluireh  atitl  apply  it  to  their  own 
l>eueftt,  8o  long  inti^t  thty  be  content  to  l>e 
looked  iipou  an  aggre8t?ors.  He  had  no 
objeetion  to  the  tone  of  the  lion.  Mem- 
l>er'8  speech,  but  when  be  drew  foiielu- 
sions  from  the  number  of  thor^e  who 
attended  Welsh  Chureh  services  and  Dis- 
senting chapels  in  Liverpoob  surely  he 
raust  forget  that  that  argument  was  diss- 
posed  of  last  year  by  the  bon.  Member 
for  Plymouth,  when  he  pointed  nut  that 
the  Eoglish  -  speaking  Welsh  people 
naturally  attended  the  English  churches 
iu  Liverpool.  No  argument  of  any  kind 
could  be  drawn  from  the  point  wliieh  tlje 
hon,  Memiier  had  mentioned.  Tlie  bon. 
Member  for  We^t  Denbigh  bad  told  ibem 
that  lie  wished  well  to  the  Church  of 
England.  Who  wore  they  to  suppose 
was  the  guiding  spirit  in  this  matter — 
the  Member  for  West  Denbigh  or  the 
Member  for  Carnarvon  Boroughs  ?  The 
lattor  hon.  Member,  in  the  course  of  his 
speech,  had  misrepresented  the  position  of 
the  Church  of  Eughind  in  Wales  in 
every  possible  way.  An  bon.  Member 
who  spoke  later  in  the  Dehate— 
the  boo.  Member  for  Pembrokeshire — 
aekeil  how  they  were  going  to  reply  to 
the  nnimpoachabic  iirgnmeut  of  the 
Member  for  Carnarvon.  When  argu- 
ment  resolved  iti^elf  into  calling  docu- 
ments official  which  proved  to  be  taken 
from  7'Ae  Cimtempornry  Hevieu\  aud 
speaking  of  an  imaginary  Act  of  Union 
between  the  two  countries  of  which  no- 
body else  had  heard,  he  thought  that 
argument  of  that  sort  answerer!  itself, 
and  might  he  t«ken  as  a  fair  gauge  of 
the  accuracy  of  tbe  reet  of  the  bon. 
Member's  remarks.  There  was  another 
point  to  which  be  would  like  to  refer. 
The  hon.  Baroi^ot  the  Member  for  one  of 
the  divisions  of  Denliighshire  told  them 
that  they  ought  to  accept  thi^  Bill  lest 
they  should  get  something  worse.  That 
argument  bad  been  advanced  hy  free- 
liooters  find  blackmailers  ever  since  the 
world  began,  and  to  such  an  argument 
any  man  with  spirit  would  make  but  one 


reply.  Wheuever  this  spirit  of  plunder- 
was  abroad  the  Church  was  always  the 
first  aud  easiest  prey,  and  he  would  re* 
mind  those  who,  though  not  feeling 
strongly  on  Church  questions,  had  some 
respect  for  the  rights  of  property,  that 
when  the  attack  began  it  would  not  atop 
with  the  Church.  It  would  go  on  to 
other  kinds  of  property.  They  had  only 
to  look  at  Ireland  to  be  satisfiod  of  that 
fact.  What  was  the  reason  for  taking 
away  this  property  from  the  Church  ? 
It  was  not  that  she  was  misusing  it.  The 
Home  Secretary  himself  had  paid  tri- 
bute to  tlie  ftelf-sacrirtce  aud  devotion  of 
its  ministers.  The  only  reason  that  could 
beallegml  for  taking  away  this  property 
was  that  other  people  wanted  it.  What 
w*as  the  charge  against  the  Church  as  a 
whole  ?  That  it  was  the  Churcli,  in  the 
words  of  the  Home  Secretary,  of  a  eom- 
jiaratively  small  minority,  and  conse- 
nt uently  that  she  was  a  foreign  or  an 
alien  body  ?  As  to  the  tirst  charge,  tbe 
Government  refused  to  ptit  the  question 
to  the  test*  They  «lesired  to  have  the 
Church's  property,  but  they  shrank 
from  producing  their  title  to  the 
knew  very  well 
charge,  that  it  was 
small  minority,  there 
that  if  her  progress 
was  not  stopped  she  would  become  the 
Church  of  the  majority.  What  was  the 
difference  between  tbe  supporters  and 
the  aggressors  of  the  Cburch  in  this 
matter  ?  The  promoters  of  this  Bill 
made  all egal tons  that  tijey  did  not  prove, 
or  if  they  did  substantiate  them  their 
facts  belongetl  to  a  period  so  long  past 
tbat  they  bad  really  ceased  to  have 
weight.  They  who  defender!  the 
Church  8ai<l  that  if  it  was  tbe  Cburch 
of  the  rainonty  in  Wales  it  w^as,  the 
Church  of  a  large  minority,  a  minority 
increasing,  according  t^i  the  admis- 
sions of  hon.  Member  opposite,  in 
membership,  lu  activity,  and  in  zeaU 
They  establisbe^i  that  fact  by  a  list  of 
communicants,  the  num1>er  of  baptisms, 
the  number  of  new  churches  built,  and 
the  children  attending  the  schools. 
When  they  said  that  there  were  some 
dissenting  sects  iu  Wales  who  were  de* 
creasing  in  number  they  based  their 
statements  upon  what  they  read  in  the 
Welsh  papers — The  Baner  and  other 
papers^which  admittedly  represented 
the  views  of  the  Welsh  Nonconformists, 
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atid  wLitsL  very  sensibly  aud  properly 
were  eaostautly  urging  xhvm  to  greater 
activity,  adU  telliugtlieiii  that  tlie  Clmreb 
Wtt8  gaiiviug  iu  the  race,  and  that  they 
ought  to  keep  pace  with  her  advauee- 
tneut.  Besides  the  charge  against  the 
Church  as  a  whole,  there  was  the  charge 
again 8t  the  clergy  of  the  Church  that 
they  used  their  iuflueoce  pohticidly 
agaiust  thoi^e  who  were  attacking  the 
Church  uf  Euglaud  in  Wales.  How  uu- 
reasonahle  would  it  he  that  they  should 
do  anything  elt^e  ?  The  Disseuting 
iniuisterB  were  active  in  snpportiug  tho^e 
who  were  attacking  the  Church,  aud  it 
was  natural  that  tlie  clergy  of  the 
Church  of  Englaiul  shoidd  take  the  best 
oourse  they  could  to  defend  it.  He  sbould 
like  to  say  a  few  words  about  the  cathe- 
drals which  he  uuderstotKl,  under  thin  Bill, 
were  to  he  permitted  to  be  still  usied  for  tli^ 
rel  igioua  serv  ices  of  the  Ch  urch  of  Eughinti  * 
They  knew  pretty  well  how  luuch  mouey 
iu  recent  years  had  !)een  spent  upon  the 
restoration  of  the^^e  edifices.  How  much 
did  anyone  suppose  had  been  subscribe*! 
by  DiBsenters  ?  Not  much,  he  was  sure. 
But  iiow  much  had  been  given  hy  Church 
people,  and  bow  uuicb  would  have  been 
gi>ren  by  Church  people  if  they  bad  bad 
any  idea  tliat  these  cathedrals  would  be 
taken  away  from  the  objects  to  which 
they  were  now  applied  antl  used  for  pur- 
poses not  o«ly  at  variance  with,  hut  re* 
puguaut  to,  the  feelings  of  the  benefac- 
tors who  had  spent  mouey  iu  their  main* 
teuance  and  restoration,  and  worshipped 
within  them  ?  With  regard  to  the  case 
of  the  curates,  the  Home  Secretary  said 
cavalierly  that  the  curates  had  no  vested 
interest,  and  that  therefore  there  was  no 
reason  whatever  for  giving  them  com- 
pensation. He  would  like  to  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  curate 
was  not  the  servant  of  the  rector,  but  of 
the  cure,  and  that  he  could  not  be  re- 
moved, except  for  misconduct,  and  by 
the  order  of  the  Bis^hop  on  tlie  complaint 
of  the  rector.  He  agreed  that  the  curate 
hwl  not  so  Bubstantial  an  interest  as  the 
rector,  hut  he  did  not  think  he  could  be 
looked  upon  as  having  no  more  interest 
than  a  private  servant  wlio  cordd  be  sent 
away  at  a  month's  notice  and  nothing 
more  to  be  said.  Hon,  Members  might 
think  that  because  a  man  was  rich  they 
were  justified  in  robbing  him,  Init  that, 
at  all  events,  did  uot  apply  to  the  Welsh 
curate*  If  there  wiis  any  body  of  men 
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who  should  be  treated  with  generosity  it 
was  the  Welsh  curates.  With  regard  to 
the  owners  of  advowsons,  his  opinion 
was  that  in  oilering  them  a  year's  pur- 
chaste  the  Government  was  either  doing 
too  much  or  too  little.  Either  theownera 
of  advowsons  must  be  regarded  aa 
havitig  DO  vested  iuterest  at  alt  or, 
if  they  had  one,  it  mutit  undoubtedly  be 
worth  more  than  a  jear'H  purchase.  The 
arrangement  as  it  stood  was  iucousistent 
and  unreat^ouable.  Whatever  else  lhi« 
Bill  might  he,  be  hoped  it  would  lie 
understood  that  it  was  a  direct  attack 
upon  the  cause  of  religion.  [_A  vry  of 
"No  I ''J  Au  hon.  Member  expresHcd 
dissent.  He  would  ^hovv  him  why  he 
said  so :  it  was  because  mouey  left 
for  religious  uses  was  to  be  diverted 
and  applied  to  secular  uses,  \^A  cry 
of  **  Not  necessarily  !  "]  At  ail 
events,  a  portion  of  it  was  to  be  so 
applie<l.  He  would  ask  hou.  Members 
whether  technical  education  was  a  reli- 
gious use.  Of  course  not,  but  that  was 
one  of  the  objects  put  forward  as  show- 
ing the  great  benefits  that  this  Bill 
wi»uld  confer.  What  had  happened  to 
make  this  Bill  more  desirable  now  than 
in  the  past  ?  Outside  the  House  every- 
thing hml  gone  in  the  contrary  direction. 
The  Cburcii  iu  Wales  was  doing  its  work 
well  and  increasing  its  members.  What^ 
ever  the  proportionate  increase  amongst 
Noncouformists  might  be,  admittedly 
her  activity  was  so  great,  that  that  very 
fact  promo teil  the  hostility  of  certain 
persouH  against  her.  That  being  so,  he 
asked  agaiu  what  luul  happened  to  cause 
this  Bill  to  be  introduced  ?  He  could 
not  describe  the  reason  better  than  by 
quoting  a  threat  which  the  hou.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  East  Deubigh  held  out 
to  the  Government  some  time  ago,  when 
be  said  there  was  a  compact  body  iu  the 
House  counting  56  votes  on  a  Division.. 
That  Wiis  the  influence  to  which  thej 
owml  this  Bill — not  to  any  consideration 
of  justice  nor  to  the  failure  of  the  Church 
to  do  its  duty,  but  because  there  were 
gentlemen  in  that  House  who  acte^l 
solidly  together,  aud  who  repre8eute<i 
56  votes  on  a  Division.  What  was  that 
but  the  most  shameless  bribery  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  ?  But 
they  could  set  against  hon.  Membera 
opposite  the  fact  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
had   all    his    life    through,  strongly    and 
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most  powerfully  (aud  m»  everybody  on 
that  side  of  the  House  would  admit  with 
a  peculiar  kiiowleilge  of  this  queatiou) 
flouted  aad  denied  the  rtrgumeutfl  they 
had  heard  mlvauced  by  gentlemen 
opposite — and  thm^  uot  in  his  salad 
di»ys  when  he  was  green  in  judg- 
ment, but  aa  late  as  18^tl  ;  and  so  far  as 
they  knew  these  were  his  sentiments  to- 
day. He  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentlenmu  thw  Member  for  Cambridge 
University  that  any  English  man,  eveu 
if  he  had  never  set  foot  in  VV'ale^,  bad  a 
right  to  be  heard  on  this  subject,  and 
that  if  he  was  a  member  (as  he  was)  of 
the  Church  of  England,  and  saw  a  pro- 
posal to  destroy,  as  he  believed,  and  rob 
of  her  moneys  the  westeru  portion  of  that 
ancient  Church  iu  W alee,  he  was  entitled 
to  put  forsvard  bis  protest.  As  Lord 
Grey  said— 

**  A  man  must  have  more  than  the  Kimplicity  of 
a  child  who  couki  li>u  made  to  believe  that  so 
great  a  Vilow  could  tje  fiuccesBftdly  inflicteil 
ujion  one  part  of  the  National  Cliureli  EBtabHeh- 
men!  without  toeing  speetiily  followed  by  other 
attacks  of  the  same  kind,  and  profiahly  in  the 
end  hy  its  overthrow." 

Of  course  they  knew  that  if  this 
Bill  passed,  though  he  was  eonfi- 
dent  it  would  not  pass,  it  would  be 
the  beginning  of  the  end.  Naturally, 
they  were  being  attacked  io  the  weakont 
place.  The  principle  once  conceded, 
everybody  knew  that  it  would  Im  only  a 
question  of  time  before  the  whole  of  the 
Establishment  was  destroyed,  and  its 
income  taken  away  and  diverted  to  other 
purposes.  It  bml  been  said  that  this  Bill 
l)ore  a  strong  resemblance  to  Mr.  (xeeV 
scheme,  and  the  Home  8ecretary*s  reply 
was  that  he  had  never  seen  that  scheme. 
That,  no  doubt,  was  literally  true,  hut 
only  literally,  for  it  was  obvious  that  the 
Home  Secretary  had  seen  somebody  who 
had  seen  the  scheme  who  had  conveyed 
it  to  him,  and  in  order  to  prove  that,  he 
should  read  a  few  lines  from  Mr.  Gee's 
scheme,  ami  he  would  defy  anybody  to 
say  that  they  did  notnpj>ear  to  be  quoted 
from  the  speech  of  the  Home  Secretary. 
Mr,  Gee  said — 

**  The  duty  of  carrying  out  the  adminifttnitivfi 
work  of  disenfJowment  in  Wales  (which  BhouH 
be*  considered  as  including;  Monmouthitlijrc) 
should  be  entrusted  to  three  CommiBaioners 
mppointed  by  tbe  Crown, 

**Tbe  principles  according  to  which  com- 
peniatioD  waa  given  to  the  clergy,  &c.,  under 
the  Irish  Church  Act,  l<^r»9,  uhouldnot,  on  any 
account  whatever,  be  adopteii  In  this  Act.     A 


{jentdon,  as  explained  In  tbc  next  paragT&ph, 
would  be  n  fair  and  eqaitable  pettlement  of  the 
question,  and  satisfy  nil  parties.  \ 

"  The  rithcB  should  be  collected  by  offioerii 
appolntefl  by  the  County  Council.  Each  Parish 
Council  or  \k'gtry  slioulii  receive  its  share  of  the 
ffurpluH  according  ta  the  amount  of  its  tithe, 
from  the  tithe  fund  annually,  which  should  be 
applied  at)  follows  :  To  enable  pariRhioner»  to 
«rect  rooms  for  parochial  purposes,  and  for 
libraries ;  also,  as  loans  to  assist  farmers^ 
lalwurers,  and  mechanics  to  erect  cottages  upon 
freehold  allotoientR. 

"  All  churchyards*  and  Mther  public  burial 
gTounrbi^  should  be  transferral,  and  should  be 
uuiler  the  exclusive  control  of  the  Parifih 
Councils." 

He  admit tetl  there  were  certain  altera- 
tions which  decency  demanded,  but  in 
two  particulars  it  was  eveu  less  g;enerou8 
than  the  scheme  of  Mr»  Gee.  The  latter 
proposed  that  curates  who  were  in  the 
actual  e-erviee  of  incumbents  at  the  pat^sio;^ 
of  the  Act  should  also  receive  a  pension^ 
and  it  \y&^  only  when  cathedrals  wore 
unused  and  allowed  to  go  out  of  repair 
that  tiiey  were  to  be  banded  over  to  the 
County  Couocils.  What  %va.^tliis  national 
feeling  which  they  were  told  bad 
promptetl  thi:^  movement  against  the 
Church  ?  Was  it  not  a  feeling  of 
rapacity  exacerbated  by  envy  ?  That^ 
be  believed,  was  the  feeling  which  wa» 
at  the  bottom  of  thh  movement,  and  »o 
long  as  it  could  not  be  shown  thai 
thw  Bill  wa»  require*!,  either  in  the 
interest  ft  of  uational  justice  or  in  the 
interesits  of  the  people,  so  long  should  he 
ojjpoge  it. 

Mr.  EGERTON  ALLEN  (Pembroke^ 
&c.)  Baid,  be  de&ired  tn  say  a  few  words  in 
regard  to  the  Act  wiiieh  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Carnarvon  Boroughs  bad  called 
the  Act  of  L^'nion,  and  the  fir^t  words  of 
the  preJimble  of  which  bad  been  {quoted 
by  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition.  It  seemed  tn  him 
utijust  that  the  references  which  had 
been  made  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Carnarvon  Boroughs  ^should  go  un- 
noticed. To  Welshmen  thiH  Act  waa 
perfectly  well  known,  and  the  astonish- 
ment which  the  quotation  of  it  cause<l  to 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  merely  arose  from  the 
fact  that  he,  not  being  a  Welsh  Member, 
did  not  regard  it  as  any  kind  of  iini>ort- 
auce  to  him  how  the  political  truth  of 
the  Welsh  had  come  about  so  far  as  it 
connected  them  with  the  English  nation. 
Of  course  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knew, 
and  everybody  knew,  that  the  Tudor  Sove- 
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reign  Henry  VIIT.  was  well  affected  to  tlio 
Welsh  Domim'on,  and  it  was  in  order  to 
give  tUat  Webb  Domiiiiou  a  share  in 
the  British  Administration  that  this  Act 
Wft.s  [>ftSi4e*U  It  began,  no*  doubt,  as 
qnoteil  \>j  the  rig  lit  hon.  Gendeman  ; 
bni,  nnfortnnately  for  the  understanding 
of  ihe  Aet  by  the  Honae,  he  confined  his 
quotation  to  the  first  half-dozen  lines  of 
the  preamble.  Tlie  last  half-dozen  lines 
of  the  preamble  showed  conclusively  that 
fchis  really  was,  and  waa  natiindlj  tliought 
to  be  by  the  hon.  Member  for  tlio  Car- 
narvon Boronglis,  an  Act  of  Union.  The 
latter  jiart  of  the  preamble  stated  that 

'•  Tlie  said  country  or  Dominion  of  Wales 
should  stand  and  continue  for  evpr  from  hence- 
forth inwqK^rated,  imiteib  and  annexed  tu  and 
with  the  realm  of  England/' 

the  people  enjoying  the  same  rights  and 
privileges  as  were  enjoyed  by  the  English 
people.  It  was  quite  clear  that  Wales  and 
England  were  Looked  upon  up  to  tfiat 
time  as  under  different  Administrations 
and  different  laws,  and  they  w*ere  by  this 
Act  incorporated  and  united  together 
into  one  United  Kingdom.  There  could 
not  be  any  better  definition  of  this  Act 
than  that  it  was  an  Act  of  Union,  ami 
the  Act  itself  was  indexed  n^  **  Wales, 
Incorporation  of,  with  England/'  The 
Act  gave  the  first  Members  to  Wales  to 
represent  that  country  in  the  British  House 
of  Commons*  That  being  so,  he  asked 
whether  the  charge?  of  ignorance  ought 
to  be  levelled  iit  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Carnarvon  Boroughs,  who  had  c| noted 
vhis  Act  as  an  Act  of  Union,  or  whether 
it  ought  not  rather  to  be  levelleil  at  his 
critic  ? 

8iR  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Ki^^:Hton) 
flaid»  he  did  \m\1  flatter  himself  tlutt  he 
^onld  mid  anything  new  to  this  great 
controversy,  but  still  there  were  times  at 
which  people  should  s})eak  out  and  use 
plain  and  direct  language. 

Notice  taken,  that  10  Memliers  were 
not  prei*ent :  House  counted,  and  4<> 
Membersj  being  found  present, 

Sir  R.  temple  went  on  to  say  that 

a  large  number  of  his  const itncnts  looked 
upon  this  Bill  with  dread  and  detestation 
and  contemplatetl  it  with  feelings  ukin 
to  horror.  He  felt  bound  to  give  voice 
ond  expression  to  these  feelings.  The 
Welsh  snpporters  of  the  Bill  were  never 
t/red  of  reiterating  that  this  Bill  ought  to 
;^,«iT  hecm^^^   tt   was   approved  by   the 
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large  majority  of  the  Welsh  Membeni, 
Englishmen  w^ovild  never  admit  that 
argtiment  in  a  matter  in  which  the 
whole  of  England  as  well  as  Wales  was 
concerned.  If  it  were  admitted  tbe 
whole  country  would  be  divided  up  into 
petty  interests,  and  the  Heptarchy  would 
be  restored.  Though  the  Welsh  Mem- 
bers pressetl  this  argument  unremittingly 
Ijeeanse  it  suited  their  policy  at  the  time^ 
they  would  never  adroit  it  for  a  moment 
iu  reference  to  England,  This  Bill  waa 
intended  to  destroy  one  of  the  outworks 
of  the  Church  of  England  in  its  totality, 
and,  therefore,  the  Church  of  England 
ilself  might  be  in  some  degree  in  danger. 
If  the  English  Members  had  alone  to 
decide  the  English  question,  everybody 
knew  that  there  would  not  be  the  slightest 
danger  to  the  Church  of  England  in  this 
generation,  or  probably  for  many  genera- 
tions to  come.  Whence*  then,  did  the 
probability  of  danger  arise  ?  It  arose 
from  the  fact  that  Irish  and  Scotch 
votes  might  lie  brought  in  to  counter- 
balance the  English  majority.  In  % 
matter  where  England  was  concerned 
the  decided  majority  of  the  English  Mem- 
bers wouid  not  be  alloweil  to  prevail. 
Under  these  circumstances,  why  should  % 
majority  of  Welsh  votes  be  allowed 
to  prevail  in  a  Welsh  matter  ?  Let  it 
once  for  all  bo  understood  that  the 
Welsh  Members*  argument  would  never 
be  admitted  by  those  who  sat  on  the  Op- 
position side  of  the  House.  Inasmuch  as 
disendowment  was  added  to  disestablisb- 
ment,  it  was  as  well  to  look  at  the  moral 
aspect  of  the  question.  Tbe  hon,  Mem* 
ber  for  Carnarvon  (Mr.  Lloyd-George) 
seemed  to  imply  that  tbe  right  hon* 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bristol  (Sir 
M.  Hicks-Beach)  accused  ministers  of 
bbindcr  and  sacrilege  in  connection  with 
this  Bill.  Ho  (Sir  R.  Temple)  was  not 
sure  that  his  right  hon*  Friend  (Sir  M. 
Hicks- Beach)  in  a  great  debating  speech 
witii  which  he  had  delighted  the  House 
had  used  those  words,  but  there  was  no 
reason  why  a  private  Member  should  not 
speak  unreservedly  in  the  matter,  and 
whether  his  right  hon.  Friend  used  the 
words  or  not  he  (Sir  R.  Temple)  meniit 
to  use  them,  and  he  was  sure  that  Mem> 
bcrs  who  sat  near  him  would  use  them 
also.  He  said  that  the  Bill  w^as  aetiudly 
plunder,  and  that  it  was  virtually 
sacrilege.  Plunder  meant  taking  awfty 
forcibly  from  a  person  or  a  Corporation 
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tbat  which  helouged  to  htm  or  it.  The 
Chnrch  as  a  Corporation  wat*  as  tiutch 
able  to  hold  projierty  as  auy  itidividimi, 
and  he  contended  that  the  tithes  were  iii- 
diBpiitablj,  unquestionably,  itudeiiiablj 
her  property.  This  Bill  proposed  to  take 
that  property  away.  Of  e.otirse  it  was 
not  to  be  done  by  bnite  force  or  violeuoe  ; 
but,  nevertbeletfs»  as  there  was  stieh  a 
thing  as  judicial  murder,  there  wan  such 
a  thing  as  plunder  by  legtslatiou,  and  that 
was  what  this  Bill  involved.  lu  the 
next  place,  he  said  the  Bill  atnonnted  to 
saerilege.  Sacrilege  was  the  taking  away 
violently  of  property  of  a  ^-acreci 
character  whieb  was  iutetided  lor  ^^aereti 
purposes.  This  property  behjuged  to  the 
Clmrch|  and  it  was  l>eing  alienated 
from  sacred  purposes.  It  was  to 
be  abstracted  from  sacre^l  purpo&es 
in  order  to  be  used  for  secular 
purposes.  How  was  the  House  to 
differentiate  this  process  from  that  of 
taking  as  a  thief  took  property  from  tJje 
inside  of  a  tilinrch  ?  Tliis  peeuliur  form 
of  sacrilege  seemed  to  him  to  be  made 
peculiarly  el  ear  in  the  ease  of  cathtHlrtils. 
As  the  fabrics  of  the  parish  cbnrehes 
were  to  be  left  to  the  Church,  why  were 
the  catbeilrals  to  be  taken  away  ?  Were 
they  not  built  by  exactly  the  same  au- 
thority and  from  the  same  sources  as  the 
parish  churches  ?  In  what  sense  were 
ihey  "^  national  monuments  ?  "  They  were 
of  course  in  a  sense  sacred  monuments, 
and  they  were  national  as  flie  Church 
was  national.  The  peculiar  injustice 
that  was  to  be  done  was  made  clearer  by 
the  fact  tliat  the  cathedrals  bad  been 
maintaine^l  and  restored  Uy  the  money  of 
Churrhmon  in  mcKlern  times.  What  were 
the  secular  objects  to  wdiich  the  Church 
property  was  to  be-  misappropriated  ? 
The  Home  Secretary  (Mr.  Asquith),  in 
his  lucid  and  emphatic  manner,  had 
described  the  way  in  wliieli  Church  pro- 
perty in  Ireland  hat!  been  squandered 
and  wasted,  but,  at  all  events,  it  had  been 
used  for  large,  charitable,  and  benetieent 
purposes — sometimes  for  the  relief  of 
famine,  sometimes  for  improving  uatiouai 
education,  eometimes  for  increasing  the 
emoluments  of  the  national  school 
teachers,  and  sometimes  for  a  gre^it  ob- 
ject like  the  relief  of  congested  districts. 
The  only  possible  instance  of  misuse  was 
the  proposed  application  of  the  small 
residue  of  the  fund  to  the  reinstatement 
of  evicted  tenants,  but  even    that  was  a 


far  larger  object  than  the  petty  purposes 
mentioned  by  the  Homo  Secretary  in 
regard  to  the  Welsh  Bill,  In  Wales  the 
tithes,  amounting  to  some  £250,000  j>er 
annum,  were  to  be  devoted  to  the 
parochial  work  of  the  Parish  Council. 
If  there  was  ever  a  temptation  to 
waste  a  fund  it  was  afforded  by  this 
Bill,  There  might  have  l>een  some- 
thing lo  be  said  for  giving  the 
money  to  voluntary  schools,  where 
at  all  events  religions  was  taught,  but 
the  Parish  Councils  had  nothing  to  do 
with  cdUk'ation,  It  actually  came  to  this  : 
that  money  which  had  been  devoted  for 
many  ages  to  the  service  of  religion,  to 
the  preaching  of  the  ivord  of  God,  to  the 
celebnition  of  the  Communion,  to  the 
ministrations  of  the  Church,  and  to  the 
parochial  charities  of  all  kinds,  was  to  bo 
used  for  such  purposes  a^  parish  rooms, 
and  he  supposed  pnldic  ganlens  or  any 
like  purpose  whicli  tlic  Parish  Council 
might  be  pleased  lo  favour.  Ho  ilid  not 
wish  to  disparage  these  parochial  pnr- 
poses,  but  he  asked  tlie  House  to  consider 
their  character  in  ctmiparison  with  the 
sacred  cluiracter  of  tbi*  services  to  wddcb 
this  money  bud  been  for  so  numy  een^ 
turics  devoted.  It  ci>nld  not  be  forgotten 
that  the  parish  purposes  to  which  tithes 
w^ere  to  be  applied  w^ere  the  very  pur- 
poses for  which  rates  were  to  be  levied, 
and  that  there  was  absolute  justification  for 
what  had  been  said  by  one  of  the  leading 
organs^ — namely,  that  this  Bill  wmis  no- 
thing more  or  less  than  a  gigantic  bribe 
to  the  ratepayers  of  Wales.  Con  Id  auy 
Welsh  Mend>er  say  that  auy  good  could 
be  done  to  religion  by  taking  tliese  great 
rcsonrees  away  from  religion,  autl  giving 
them  to  secular  purposes  ?  Much  hatl 
been  said  about  the  Bill  having  the  over- 
whelming majority  of  the  Welsh  people 
at  its  back.  No  doubt  it  had  the  great 
majority  of  the  Welsh  Members  at  its 
back,  but  the  Opposition  apprehended 
that  that  majority  had  largely  been  re- 
turned by  political  agencies.  If  it  was 
said  that  the  majority  of  the  Welsh 
people  were  at  the  back  of  the  Bill  the 
House  had  a  right  to  look  at  the  electoral 
statistics  and  consider  how  many  votea 
at  the  one  or  two  last  General  Electtons 
bad  been  cast  on  the  one  side  and  on  the 
other.  When  those  statistics  were  ex- 
amined it  would  be  found  that  there  was 
not  an  overwhelming  mass  of  the  Welsh 
people  at  the  back  of  the  Bill.     He  be- 
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iieved  the  majoritj  was  a  slender  one. '  If 
the  present  political  agitation  were  brought 
to  an  end  the  Opposition  believed  that 
there  would  be  no  majority  at  all  in 
favour  of  disestablishment.  Then  as 
regarded  the  Census.  He  was  amazed 
whea  he  heard  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Pembrokeshire  speak  of  that. 
The  Welsh  Members  might  be  assured 
that  to  the  end  of  this  controversy  the 
Opposition  would  taunt  them  with  Iheir 
hesitation  and  unwillingness  to  go  to  the 
test  of  a  Religious  Census.  The  Opposi- 
tion, though  they  entertained  the  most 
charitable  and  friendly  feelings  towards 
their  Welsh  fellow-countrymen,  could 
not  but  believe  that  there  was  some 
reason  in  the  background  for  refusing 
this  plain  and  clear  test  of  the  Census. 
What  reason  had  the  hon.  Member  given 
for  refusing  the  test  ?  Why,  that  the 
Welsh  people  would  be  dragooned  or 
coerced  into  saying  that  they  were  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  of  England  when  they 
were  not  so  in  their  hearts.  He  (Sir  R. 
Temple)  did  not  think  he  had  exaggerated 
the  hon.  Member's  main  contention.  He 
could  not  imagine  how  any  Welshman  in 
the  House  could  dare  to  say  that  of  his 
countrymen.  The  Welsh  must  be  very 
unlike  Englishmen  or  Scotchmen  or  any 
other  inhabitants  of  Britain  if  at  the 
latter  end  of  the  19th  century  they  could 
be  treated  in  such  a  way  as  that.  He 
(Sir  R.  Temple)  refused  to  believe  this 
cruel  imputation  on  his  Welsh  fellow- 
countrymen.  He  declared  that  no 
Churchman  would  descend  to  such  pro- 
ceedings, and  if  they  were  attempted  no 
Welshman  would  ever  submit  to  it.  The 
thing  would  be  the  utter  fiasco  it  would 
deserve  to  be.  A  Religious  Census  was 
really  refused  by  Welshmen  opposite, 
because  they  believed  it  would  be 
dangerous  to  their  case.  It  was  not  denied 
that  Nonconformity  was  predominant 
in  some  country  places  in  Wales,  but  was 
that  an  argument  for  disestablishing  the 
Church  in  Wales  at  large  ?  Wales, 
picturesque  as  it  was  and  interesting  as 
it  was  in  its  physical  characteristics  and 
industrial  developments,  was  not  alto- 
gether made  up  of  rural  districts.  It  had 
industrial  centres  and  an  urban  popula- 
tion. All  sections  of  the  people  must  be 
taken  together.  It  did  not  follow  that 
because  Nonconformity  might  be  pre- 
dominant in  isolated  localities  that,  there- 
fore, for  these  localities  altogether   the 

Sir  R.  Temple 


Church  in  Wales  was  to  be  disestablished 
and  disendowed.  As  to  the  injustice  of 
paying  tithe  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carnarvon  had  referred, 
it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
Welsh  farmer  would  not  be  let  off  the 
payment  by  the  Bill.  If  he  disliked 
paying  tithe  to  the  Vicar,  it  would 
be  equally  distasteful  to  him  to  pay  it  to 
the  County  Council.  The  necessity  for 
the  payment  was  the  real  crux  of  the 
grievance,  therefore  the  hon.  Member's 
argument  came  to  nothing.  Then,  more 
than  one  Member  from  Wales  had 
denied  that  there  was  any  jealousy  at 
the  bottom  of  the  Bill.  Well,  he  (Sir 
R.  Temple)  would  like  to  ask,  if  the 
motive  was  not  jealousy,  what  could 
it  be? 

An  hon.  Member  :  Justice. 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE  said,  that  jealousy 
was  not  necessaril}'  an  ignoble  motive. 
It  sometimes  pervaded  the  noblest  of 
minds.  If  the  Welsh  Nonconformists 
would  gain  anything  by  the  transfer  of 
the  tithes  from  the  Church  to  the  County 
Council,  one  would  be  able  to  understand 
their  attitude.  If  it  was  to  go  to  their 
own  organisations  he  could  understand  it. 
But  that  was  not  so.  Nonconformity  in 
Wales  certainly  had  nothing  whatever 
to  gain  materially  by  this  attack  on  the 
Church  ;  what  it  had  to  gain  morally  he 
did  not  know.  What  motive,  then, 
remained  ?  He  refused  to  admit,  from 
friendliness  to  the  Welsh  people,  that 
greed  was  at  the  bottom  of  their  desire 
for  the  property  of  the  Church,  for  he 
considered  the  Welsh  people  above  that, 
although  it  might  be  said  that  there  was 
an  appeal  to  the  cupidity  of  the  rate- 
payers. He  could  not  believe,  however, 
that  that  was  the  true  motive  underlying 
the  policy  of  Disestablishment.  Neither 
was  the  motive  one  arising  from  a  sense 
of  injustice.  If  something  was  given 
to  the  Church  by  Parliament  to  which 
the  Nonconformists  had  a  fair  claim  and 
an  equal  title  he  could  then  understand  a 
case  of  injustice  ;  but  that  was  not  the 
case  in  the  matter  of  tithes.  Tithes 
were  not  given  to  the  Church  by  Par- 
liament. They  were  antecedent  to  Par- 
liament itself,  and  coeval  with  property 
in  this  country.  There  was  really  a 
motive  of  jealousy  ;  but  he  would  not 
admit  that  that  was  wholly  responsible 
for  the  introduction  of  such  a  dangerous 
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and  reTohittonnry  meaenre  as  this.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Caniarroiishire  had 
»poken  of  a  political  ii*»iie,  and  there,  at 
last,  was  the  true  motive  revealed.  He 
would  take  care  to  point  that  out  to  his 
coustitueuts,  and  he  hoped  the  sstatemeut 
would  be  quoted,  and  retjuoted,  and 
treasured  up  io  the  minds  of  Efiglish- 
raeo.  This  Bill  could  never  be  with- 
drawn.  It  might  be  defeated,  it 
might  be  **  knocked  out,*^  it  might 
go  for  a  referendum  to  the  people,  but  it 
eould  Dot  be  withdrawn  from  the  Hou^e 
of  CommouB.  He  pro  mined  the  Goverti- 
ment  that  it  would  receive  unrelenting 
opfioj*ition  from  Members  on  hia  side  of 
the  Houi^ie.  They  firmly  lielieved  timt 
the  Bill  would  be  defeiited,  and  that  it 
had  no  chance  of  parsing,  but  although  it 
was  merely  held  out  as  a  thundercloud/ 
as  a  war  nieuace  and  a  deadly  threat  to 
the  Church  of  England,  they  trusted  that 
Welshmen  would  not  suffer  themselves 
to  be  misguided*  They  hml  confidence  in 
their  Welsh  fellow-countrymen.  They 
held  a  high  opinion  of  the  Welsh  Non- 
cxjnfoTTniats,  who  were  essentially  religions 
men,  and  he  was  sure  tiiey  chd  not  wish, 
in  their  hearts,  to  strike  this  grievous 
blow  at  religion  and  so  ftacred  a  cause. 
They  held  that  the  Welsh  Church  was 
not  an  alien  Church,  but  was  a  tender 
branch  of  the  English  Church,  and  they 
were  coniident  that  if  she  be  left  alone  to 
work  her  way  ami  minister  among  the 
Welsh  people  she  would  sooner  or  later 
re-establiab  herself  in  the  position  which 
she  held  in  the  days  of  ohL 

•Major  EVAN  R.  JONES  (Carmar^ 
then,  &c,)  said,  he  must  invite  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Hou«e  to  the  fact  that  not  a 
8 ingle  Representative  from  Wales  on  the 
Opposition  Benches  had  said  one  word  in 
opposition  to  the  proposals  of  the  Go- 
vernment, The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Bristol  (Sir  M. 
Hicks-Boach)  had  issued  a  solemn  warn- 
ing that  after  the  next  General  Election 
a  good  many  of  those  who  were  sitting 
on  the  Ministerial  side  would  stay  at 
home.  He  (Major  Jones)  ventured  to 
give  prophecy  that  any  Representative 
from  Wales  who  opposed  the  Bill  would 
have  the  satisfaction  of  staying  at  home 
after  the  next  General  Election.  They 
had  contented  themselves  with  handing 
over  their  case  to  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man (Sir  M.  Hicks-Beach),  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Sir  R,  Wehater)^  and 


others,  who  had  no  knowledge  whatever 
of  the  lives,  the  aspirations,  and  the  aims 
of  the  Welsh  people,  else  they  would 
never  have  made  the  accusations  they 
had  made  dTiring  the  Debate.  Much  had 
been  said  as  to  the  motives  which 
animated  the  Welsh  people  in  the  present 
movement.  They  were  tohl  that  money 
was  at  the  bottom  of  it  all.  Apart  from 
the  fact  that  money  involved  a  great 
principle,  it  had  nothing  to  do 
with  this  case,  and  he  ventured  to  say 
that  tens  of  thonsauds  of  his  fellow- 
coiintrymen  regretted  that  money  and 
property  had  anything  to  do  with  the 
question.  They  were  asking  for  no  ex- 
periment. The  question  of  the  disestab- 
lishment of  the  Chnrch  had  been  tried  out 
for  them,  as  many  another  problem  had 
been  tried  out^  in  the  United  States.  We 
bad  given  charters  to  the  American 
Colonies,  and  had  insisted  upon  giving 
them  also  an  Established  Church,  but 
when  independence  came  and  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  was 
framed,  an  amendment  was  made  by  the 
wise  statesmen  of  that  time,  and  passed, 
auil  he  would  venture  to  read  a  passage 
on  the  sul>ject  from  an  anthority  which 
he  thought  would  be  received  with 
respect.  Judge  Story  had  made  use  of 
these  words — 

"  The  real  object  of  the  li  mend  men  t  waa,  not  to 
countenance,  much  less  to  adratice  Mahomet- 
anism,  or  Judaism,  or  infidelity*  by  pmatrating 
Christianity  j  but  to  eiclude  all  rivalry  amongf 
Christian  sects,  and  to  preyeiit  any  nalionul 
ecclesiastical  establishment,  which  should  give 
to  ft  hierarchy  the  excluftivc  patronage  of  the 
National  Oovemmeat,  ft  thus  cutoff  the  means 
of  religrious  persecution  (the  vice  and  j>est  of 
former  ages),  and  of  the  stibveraion  of  the 
rights  of  oooacience  in  mat  tern  of  religion, 
which  hatl  been  trami>leti  upon  almoat  from  the 
days  of  the  Apostles  to  the  preaent  aj^e.  The 
biatory  of  the  parent  country  had  afforded  the 
most  solemn  warnings  aud  melancholy  instr ac- 
tions on  this  head  ;  and  oven  New  Eugland, 
the  land  of  the  perst^cuted  Puritan  a,  aa  well 
an  other  Colonies,  where  the  Church  of  England 
hart  maintained  it^  superiority,  would  furnish 
out  a  chapter  as  full  of  the  darkest  bigotry 
and  intolerance  as  any  which  could  be  found 
to  disgraoe  the  pages  of  foreign  annals.  Apoa- 
tacy,  heresy  and  nonconformity  had  been 
standard  crimes  for  public  appealB,  to  kindle 
the  ftamea  of  neriecution,  and  apologise  for 
the  most  atrocioua  triumphs  over  innocence 
and  virtue/' 

By  passing  that  amendraent  all  religions 

were  made  free  and  equal  before  the  law. 

The  vohnitary  syatoin   had  been  on  trial 

in  that  country  for  about  ICX)  years,  with 
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the  result  that  wlien  the  lagt  Ceosus  were 
t-aken  62, 000,000  of  people  were  foutid  to 
be  living  in  the  Uuitetl  States,  auil  out  of 
thfti  total,  acconimoclaiioii  wub  furuislieil 
for  religions  worslilp  iir>der  the  volurdttrj 
system  for  no  less  thau  43, 000, 0(X)  people, 
a  proportiou  of  sotneihiog  like  68  per  eeut. 
Mr,  Horace  Maiiu,  in   hh  Keport  of  the 
religious  statif^tiea  of   thiH   couutry,  ^ave 
58  per  ce»t.  as  the  real  reqtiiremeDt  of  tht^ 
CO  III  muni  t  y .      N  o  w ,  with  regard  t  o  W  a  1  o?^ , 
the  Welsh  Representatives  rnatle  no  war 
upon  the  episeopal  form  of  worship,  they 
only  objected  to  ils  coiiiieetion  with  tiie 
State,     Tliey   muintaiueil  that  the  S title 
Church,  through  a  political  agtiucy  work- 
ing at  its*   head,  had   been    used  f(>r  the 
purpose  of  anuihilntiiig  the  nationality  of 
the  Webb  people.     [''No  I  "]    He  knew 
that  wasHU  unpalatable  gospel  to  preach, 
but  he  ventured   to  say  dial  if  thev  bad 
been    10,000,000    instead    of    2,00b,CK)0 
people    the    justice    of     tbeir     con  ten- 
tion    woulil    have  been    recognised  long 
since.     At    all    events^,    there    was    the 
fact  establii*hed   liuu   ihe   voluntary  nys- 
tem  ba*l  provided   religious  aecouuuoda- 
tion  for  6*5  per  eeut*  of  the  entire  popuhi- 
tion  of  Wales,  against  25   per  cent,  sup- 
plte<l  by  the  Church  of   England  in  the 
Prineipaltiy.     A  claim  had  been   set  up 
by  the  bon.  antl   learned  Gentlennin  (Sir 
R.    Webster)    that    if    all    the    Noncon- 
formists   were  ranged    on    one   side  and 
members  of  the  Church  ou  the  other,  the 
number  wouhl  be  about  evenly  balanced. 
This  w^as  the  most  sublime   instaDce  of 
human  credulity  be  had  ever  beard  of.  The 
comraunieants  of  the  Cliurcb  of  England 
in  Wales  to-day,  according  to  the  official 
Year  Book  of  the  Church,  amounted   to 
6  per   cent,  *>f   the  population,   whereas 
taking  the  four  leading  denominations  of 
Nonconformity — namely,  the  Calvioistte 
Methodists,      the       Independents,      the 
Baptists,  and  the  Wesley  bus,  the  number 
of   their   communicants  reached    21   per 
cent,  of  the  population  ;    simply   these 
four  denominations,  exclusive  of  Roman 
Catholics,  Unitarian  a,  Quakers,  and  other 
minor  denomiDatious.     More  thau  that, 
the  u umbers  of  the  Calviuistic  Methodist 
Body      were      more      numerous      than 
tboBe    of    the    Church   of    England    in 
Wales.      [**NoI'*j      The  Independent's 
were  stronger,  and  it  was  a  very  close 
thiug  indeed   between  the   Baptists  and 
the  Church,  so  that  the  C'hurch,  giving 
it  even  the  best  positiuu  it  could  claim. 

Major  Evan  B,  Jones 


would  be  only  third  in  strength  of  all  tbe 

denominatious  inthePnncipality.  The  nu- 
merical argument  theu  could  not  bold  good 
against  tbeclaim  for  religious  equality.  But 
he  did  not  rest  the  ease  on  statistics  and 
the  counting  of  heads.  He  contetideii  for 
the  great  principle  of  religious  equality, 
and  it  was  nonsense  to  tJilk  of  religious 
liberty  while  there  was  a  privileged 
Cburcb,  a  privileged  class,  and  a  privi- 
leged Chamber  in  the  Legislature.  He 
declared  bis  opinion,  and  without  any 
ill-will  towards  the  Church,  that  histori- 
cally the  Church  bad  been  in  Waleis 
au  engine  for  crushing  the  spirit^ 
St  i  fling  the  language,  and  breaking 
the  hearts  of  the  Welsh  people. 
The  Welsh  had  l3een  denied  a  place 
among  tiie  [lations.  But  they  planted 
Britain  ;  and  their  history  was  old  before 
English  history  began.  8ncb  sneers  at 
an  ancient  nationality  was  not  tbe  way 
to  treat  the  founder  of  the  firm, 
having  regard  to  the  coming  federated 
Empire.  For  himself  be  thanked  the 
Government  for  bringing  in  this  meaiure 
of  justice  so  long  sought  for — a  measure 
which  did  not  give  all  that  the  Welsb 
peo[de  wanted,  but  wliich  would  put  an 
end  to  the  partisanship  of  a  great  R  el  igiotui 
Body,  and  sever  the  Church  for  ever 
from  the  political  institutions  of  the 
countrv. 

*Mh.  (lATIlURNE  HARDY  (Sussex, 
East  Grinstead)  said,  he  was  especially 
anxious  upon  this  occasion  to  protest, 
though  it  might  ho  for  the  last  tiiiiOt 
against  legislation  which  he  believed  ta 
lie  equally  injurious  to  tbe  State  and 
to  the  Church.  He  was  desirous  to 
protest  against  it  on  this  occasion  rather 
than  on  the  Second  Reading  for  two 
reasons.  In  the  lirst  place,  be  considered 
that  when  one's  objection  w^ent  to  the 
root  of  the  Bill,  when  one  believed 
that  no  Bill  brought  forward  for  the 
purpose  of  disestablishment  and  dia- 
endowment,  whatever  might  be  its  de- 
tails, could  be  other  than  a  mischievous 
Bill,  one  was  right  in  coming  forwarri 
10  opjKJse  it  on  such  au  occasion  as  that. 
Whether  it  should  l>o  opposed  by  vote  as 
well  as  by  voice  dependeil  partly  ou  coo- 
siderations  of  strategy  into  which  he 
need  uot  enter  ;  but  if  anybody  did  go 
into  tbe  Lobby  against  the  i n trod uc tion 
of  this  Bill  he  (Mr,  Gathoroe  Hardy) 
would  not  be  far  behind.  The  second 
reasou  why  he  wae  desirous  of  shaking  ot 
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this  stage  of  the  Bill  was  that,  iti  <?ommoii 
with  almost  every  Memher,  be  did  not 
believe  that  thoy  would  have  the  privi- 
lege of  seeing  the  Bill  hefore  them  again 
for  the  SecDtid  Keadidg.  They  were  being 
treated  to  a  s*?ries  of  dirssolving  views  of 
ibe  Newcastle  Programme.  Those  views 
were  being  displayed  with  all  the  illumi- 
nation whieb  the  enthusiasm  of  Members 
on  the  Liberal  side  eon  Id  give  tliem,  and 
they  wonlil  then  in  the  great  majority  of 
cases  be   dustetl  and  put  away  in  an  old 
cupboard,    possibly  never  to  re-appear  in 
the  same  form,  or  possibly  to  he  tonchoil 
up  ID  acconlauce  witli  the  wishes  of  one 
or  the  ©ther  secrtions.      Anybody    who 
knew    tho    position  with    regard    to  the 
business  and  the  time  of  the  House  must 
know     that,     whatever    might    be     the 
pressure  of  the  Welsh   Members,  it  was 
impossible  that  tlie  Bill  eoidd  go  further 
than  the  prei*ent  stage  during  this  SesHion. 
Now,  he  did  not  intend  Iiimself  to  intro- 
duce any  element   of  bitteniesH   into  that 
diftcus^ion.     He  endeavoured    to    appre- 
ciate the  niutivos  of  other  Members  of  the 
House,  however  much   they  might  difter 
from   hioi^  and  however  diiferent  might 
be  their  desire  with  regard  to  legislation. 
But  ho  opposed  this   Bill  heeaui^e  be  be- 
lieved that  it  was  a  mejisure  not  merely 
for   the  diseslablishment    of    tlie    Welsli 
Church,  but   because  he   behoved  that  it 
was   a   measure  aimed   at  the  Establish- 
meut   in   England  as   well  as    in  Wales. 
He  believed   that  the  great  majority  of 
its  supporters  in    the   House  were  really 
ouly  supporting  it  because  they  believed 
that  the  Welsh   branch  was   the  weakest 
brauch  of  the   Cburcb   of  England,  and 
when  they  had   cut  away  one  porlion  of 
what  WHS,  after  al(,  a  great  united  Church 
they  woulrl   find  it  easier  to  go  further 
still.      He  might    be  told    that   he  was 
utjing  a  two-etiged  argument  \    that    be 
was   doing   an   unwise   thing  in  binding 
up  the  existence  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land with  the   existence   of   the   Ciuirch 
iu  Wales.     He  had  licard  that  argument 
over  and  over  again  before,  but  thoy  did 
no  good  by  hiding  the  issues  from  them- 
selves,  by  pntting  tlieir  beads   into    tlie 
saud  like  the  ostrich,  and  trying  to  con- 
ceal from   themselves  what  was   the  real 
drift  of  measures  like  this.     Thoy  would 
not  in  the  slightest  degree  hasten  thedis- 
ei^tablishmeot  of  the  Church  of  England 
by    binding  it    up  with    the    Church   of 
Wales,    nor    would    tbey    in    the    le^st 
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degree   put  it    off    by   endeavouring   to 
conceal  from  themselves  that  every  logical 
argument  which  was  aimed  at  the  Church 
in  Wales  also  hit  ibe Church  in  England, 
Of  course,  he  knew  there  was  oue  argu- 
ment— the  argument  as  to  nationality — 
which   was  put  forward   with  regard   to 
the  Cburcb    iu  Wales,  and   was  not    put 
forward   with  re-^pect  to   the   Church  iu 
England,    but   not  with  stand  hig    that,   be 
was  satisfied   that   when  the   enemies   of 
the  Church  of  England  came  forward  to 
attack  that  Cburcb  they  won  hi  not  refuse 
the  aid  of  Scottish  Presbyterians,  Welsh 
Methodists,  or    Irish    Uoman    Catholics, 
because  they  had  disestablished,  or  endea- 
voured to  disestablish,  tlie  Welsh  Church 
in    the    name    of  nationality.       He    was 
ispenking  on  the  present  occasion  because 
he  believed  the   attack  wlucb  was   being 
made  was   an   attack   on   all  connection 
between  Cburcb  and   State,  and  beeanso 
iie  believed  that  if  it  succeeded  it  would 
have  far-reaching  consequences  wliich  he 
firmly  hoped  some  of  those  whM  supported 
the  Bill  did  not  anticipate^ — consequencei 
which  he  firmly  believed  would  be  preju- 
dicial to  the  StiLte  even  more  than  to  the 
Clinrcb.     For  his  part,  he  lielieved   that 
whatever  tbey  might  ilo  the  Church  rested 
on  a  more  sure  foundation.     It  was  high 
tis  Heaven,  ami  they  would  never  cast  it 
down,  but  they  were  not  for  that  reason 
to  throw  away  the  temporal  aids   which 
had   been   given   to  the   Church,   not  for 
National  purjioses  only  but  for  Ts'ational 
purposes  in  eonncctlon  with  religion,  and 
for  those  alone.     With  regard  to   those 
aids,  tbey  had  seen  a  great  development 
through    the   range  of  history.      It   had 
been    to    a    certain   degree,  no    doubt,  a 
development,  but  there  was  such  a  thing 
as   degeneracy  as   well  as  development*] 
He  should  not  like  to  go  hack  to  the  Erst 
stage    in    the  history  of    that    question^ 
when  every  sect  was  not  only  satisfied  to 
preach    what   they    believed    to    be  the 
trurb,  but  porsecuteJ   to   the  death  those 
who  differed  from  them.     Then  came  the 
second  stage  in  which,  though   persecu- 
tion no  longer  existed,  the  full  measure  of 
toleration  was  only  given  to  one  particular 
branch,    and    others    had    certain    civil 
disabilities   attacbeil   to    them.     He  was 
not  going  to  argue  the  third  stage  of  the 
question,  when  they    took  away   certain 
endowments   given    to   the    Church    for 
purposes  of  education  and   handed  thera 
over  to   other  institutions,  but   he    was 
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bound  to  refer  to  what  he  conceived  to 
be  the  fourth  development  with  regard 
to  this  question.  Not  merely  were  they 
told  that  they  must  tolerate  every  descrip- 
Bion  of  faith — not  merely  were  they  told 
that  they  must  not  inflict  any  disability 
on  those  who  differed  from  them,  but  that 
they  must  strip  the  existing  establish- 
ments of  the  endowments  which  were 
given  to  them  and  remove  them  from  the 
position  which  they  held  because  they 
were,  owing,  forsooth,  to  those  endow- 
ments and  the  position  which  the 
State  gave  them,  placed  in  some 
position  of  Vantage  with  regard  to 
various  Nonconformist  Bodies.  He  did 
not  like  to  prophesy,  but  he  could 
not  help  believing  that  if  this  was  carried 
out  they  would  find  here  what  they  had 
found  in  other  countries  where  the 
attempt  was  made  to  divorce  a  State  from 
religion — they  would  find  that  it  would 
be  said  that  religion  was  the  enemy  of 
the  State,  and  it  would  become  the  busi- 
ness of  those  who  occupied  positions  on 
the  Ministerial  Benches  in  great  measure 
not  merely  to  sever  the  connection  be- 
tween the  State  and  the  Church,  but  to 
strive  to  the  best  of  their  ability  to  do 
away  with  all  kinds  of  religious  teaching 
whatever.  He  saw  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Bryce)  making  a  note  of  this 
remark,  and  had  no  doubt  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  condescend  to 
take  notice  of  his  statements  he  would 
tell  them  that  the  arguments  he  had  just 
been  using  did  not  find  support  from  the 
experience  of  the  United  States.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would,  perhaps,  ask 
him  whether  he  believed  in  that  great 
Anglo-Saxon  community  of  the  United 
States  the  fact  that  there  was  no  State 
religion  had  to  any  degree  done  away 
with  the  fondness  for  religion  there  ? 
But  a  wide  distinction  should  be  drawn 
between  the  history  of  the  United  States 
in  this  matter  and  the  various  communi- 
ties which  existed  in  Europe  at  the 
present  moment.  The  fact  was  to  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  American  Com- 
monwealth started  its  existence  at  a 
period  when  nobody  had  any  hostility  to 
religion  as  religion.  Moreover,  although 
it  was  true  they  never  established  any 
State  religion  in  that  country,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  had  read,  as  of 
course  he  had  done,  The  Scarlet  Letter^ 
OT  the  history  of  the  times  with  which 
TAe  Scarlet  Letter  dealt,  would  admit 
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that,  although  there  was  no  establishment  • 
of  religion  by  the  State,  there  existed 
certainly  no  indisposition  to  put  even  penal 
laws  in  force  in  America  for  the  purpose, 
not  of  establishing  this  or  that  branch  of 
religion,  but  the  religious  principles  and 
the  morality  which  it  was  his  desire  on 
the  present  occasion  to  defend.  He  was 
convinced  that  the  English  people,  who, 
after  all,  were  the  masters  in  this  matter, 
would  be  hostile  to  the  Bill  if  they  un- 
derstood its  full  bearings;  and,  personally, 
he  wished  them  to  realise  for  themselves 
what  was  the  full  measure  of  confiscation 
which  was  at  the  present  moment  pro- 
posed with  regard  to  the  Church  endow- 
ments. They  had  on  Thursday  last  a 
speech  of  great  ability  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  in 
asking  leave  to  introduce  the  Bill.  No 
one  who  listenad  to  it  could  doubt  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  entirely  under- 
stood almost  every  detail  of  the  plan 
which  the  Government  proposed,  but 
hon.  Members  would  agree  that  it  was  a 
speech  as  dififerent  as  possible  from  what 
they  would  have  had  in  like  circum- 
stances from  the  Member  for  Midlothian. 
It  was  not  the  speech  of  a  man  who  was 
trying  to  cure  a  disease  or  do  away  with 
a  fault  in  an  institution,  but  rather  the 
speech  of  a  man  who  was  dissecting  a 
living  organism  before  a  class.  It  was  a 
speech  of  a  vivisector  and  a  critic  rather 
than  of  a  sympathiser  in  any  shape  or  form. 
He  was  not  going  to  deal  with  the 
details  of  the  measure  ;  but  he  should  like 
to  contrast  it  with  the  measure  for  the 
disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church, 
brought  forward  by  a  man  who  was,  at 
any  rate,  sympathetic  with  the  religious 
idea.  No  one  who  heard  that  marvellous 
speech  could  forget  the  allusion  which 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Midlothian 
made  to  the  Archbishop  of  Dublin — 
"  Nee  te  tun  plurimay  Panthnty 
Labafitem  pietaa  nee  Palladhinfula  texit," 

There  was  nothing  like  that  in  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Fife.  If 
this  measure  had  been  designed  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  rid  of  an 
open  sore,  there  would,  no  doubt,  have 
been  the  same  method  of  commutation  as 
that  which  existed  in  the  Bill  with  regard 
to  the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish 
Church.  He  did  not  say  it  would  have 
been  so  with  regard  to  all  the  details,  but 
he  did  say  that  unquestionably  there 
would   have   been,   as    there   was    with 
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regard  to  tiie  Irish  Chtircli,  a  method  of 
oommutfttiou.  It  would  liuvel»eeii  in  tlie 
Bill,  in  tlie  fir«t  pIrtL'C%  l>e(*nnse  it  would 
have  brotiglit  the  mea.'^nre  into  working 
order  in  a  short  time  t  and,  in  the  f^econd 
place,  becaui^c  it  wonld  have  rdlowed  tire 
Weli»b  Cbiirob  to  go  away  with  ^ome 
eudowmeut  of  her  owe,  and  not  to  go 
into  the  cold  absolutely  stripped  and 
naked.  Although  everything  pointed  to 
^commutation,  and  although  the  Welsh 
Members  who  desired  to  see  this  Bill 
brought  into  effect  as  soon  as  ]>ossible 
might  on  that  ground  have  desired  com- 
mutation, yet,  merely  because  it  wa^  im- 
possiblo  to  conceive  a  scheme  which 
\vould  have  left  the  Welsh  Church  with 
flome  endowments  as  the  Irish  Chureb 
was  left  with  its  eudownienrs,  the  (rfi- 
verumeut  had  thought  proper  to  give  the 
go-by  to  the  natural  method  of  dealing 
■with  such  a  question  as  this.  They  had 
merely  left  tlie  Welsh  clergy  with  their 
life  interests  iu  the  performance  of  duties 
which  he  propbcsied  very  shortly  indeed 
it  would  be  unnecessary  for  them  to 
perform.  The  Governmeut  handed  o%^cr 
the  cburnhes  to  the  Welsh  clergy.  He 
did  not  thank  them  for  that.  The 
churches  were  held  by  no  other  title  than 
the  title  by  whieh  the  Welsh  Cluirch 
held  its  other  endowments,  and  he 
believed  the  sole  reason  why  the  Govern- 
ment had  left  the  churches  to  the  Welsh 
Church  was  because  they  knew  liow  re- 
pugnant it  would  be  to  the  feelings  of 
^v^ry  right-minded  man  to  see  those 
buildings  ptit  to  uses  which  auy  person 
might  think  proper.  The  hoiu  Gentle- 
man iu  his  speech  sneered  at  the  manner 
in  whieh  those  who  Iiad  the  interest  of 
the  Irish  Church  at  heart  dealt  with  the 
question  of  endowment,  as  if  it  was  a  case 
of  the  greed  of  the  individual  which  in- 
duced them  to  obtain  as  much  money  as 
possible.  He  did  not  think  anyone  who 
had  really  studied  the  history  of  that 
4|i]edtton,  and  who  desired  to  do  justice 
to  opponents,  did  not  know  that  the 
object  of  all  the  various  measures  which 
were  taken  at  the  time  was  to  save  as 
much  as  possible  of  the  endowments 
which  were  giveo  to  the  Protestant 
religion  in  Ireland.  They  were  justified 
iu  doing  everything  which  was  possible  to 
save  what  they  could  for  the  Disestab- 
lished Church,  An  endeavour  bad  been 
made  on  the  present  occasion  to  draw  a 
parallel  between  the  question  of  patron- 


age in  the  Scotch  Church  and  the 
question  of  patronage  in  the  present 
rase.  lie  did  not  propose  to  go  into 
the  very  interesting  facts  put  forward  by 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  ;  but  he 
could  not  help  thinking,  when  listening 
to  the  speech  of  the  Home  Secretary, 
that  be  was  hardly  doing  justice  to  him- 
self or  to  his  opponents  in  drawing  a 
parallel  so  fallacious.  Would  anyone 
who  candidly  dealt  with  this  question 
deny  that  the  circumstances  were  com- 
pletely ditferent  ?  Apart  altogether  from 
any  motives  of  greed,  he,  for  one,  would 
do  what  he  could  to  get  as  ninch  com- 
pensation as  possible  for  the  purpose  of 
handing  it  over  to  the  sorely-despoiled 
Church.  With  reganl  to  the  question  of 
churehyards,  it  was  usi>less  to  shut  their 
eyes  to  what  the  consequences  would  l>e 
if  the  Bill  was  rarried  into  effect.  When 
the  Burials  Bill  was  being  discussed  in 
the  House  of  Commons  they  were  told 
how  wrong  and  cruel  it  was  to  bring 
their  political  Hghts  into  graveyards. 
Theu  ho  and  those  who  opposed  the  Bill 
said  they  would  be  delighted  to  see  Dis- 
senters huried  in  those  chnrchyards,  but 
that  if  the  measure  was  carried  it  would 
be  put  forward  as  a  ground  that  they 
should  be  taken  away  from  the  Church. 
He  was  no  untrue  prophet,  for  that  very 
thing  had  taken  place.  This  Debate 
must  neeesBarily  be  a  short  one,  and  he 
knew  there  were  many  others  who  de- 
sired to  speak  on  the  Bill.  He  probably 
should  not  occupy  a  place  in  another 
House  of  Commons,  and  if  this  was  the 
last  speceh  he  made  in  a  House  where  he 
bad  occupi*3d  a  seat  for  nearly  20  years, 
be  should  be  thankful  that  he  had  been 
given  the  opportunity  to  protest  against 
legislation  which,  he  believed,  was  for 
the  worst  interests  both  of  the  Church 
and  of  the  State.  He  himself  had  never 
said  an  uncharitable  word  against  the 
great  Nonconformist  Body  ;  but  be 
should  like  to  hearw^hat  those  great  men 
w4io  were  the  founders  of  Welsh 
Methodism,  and  who  took  up  the  cause 
of  religion  at  a  time  when  he  was  free  to 
admit  the  Church  was  to  a  great  extent 
neglecting  its  duties,  would  say  if  they 
were  alive  at  the  present  moment.  What 
would  they  say  of  a  measure  which  said 
that  money  dedicated  to  the  service  of 
God  might  be  devoted  to  any  purpose 
other  than  that  of  religious  instruction 
and  teaching  ?     He  Vvvcftft«M  \jfeV\ft?«^  '^ssaX 
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if,  instead  of  these  political  controversies, 
all  those  who  had  the  fear  of  God  before 
them  would  strive  as  far  as  possible  to 
combat  the  forces  of  irreligion  and 
atheism,  instead  of  wasting  their  strength 
against  one  another,  they  would  be  strong 
indeed.  God  forbid  that  he  should  say 
a  word  against  the  great  Nonconformist 
Bodies.  He  knew  what  his  Master  said 
when  He  found  men  casting  out  Devils 
in  His  name,  and  others  strove  to  forbid 
them  because  they  followed  not  Him. 
He  knew  that  the  great  Dissenting  Body, 
like  the  body  to  which  he  had  the  honour 
to  belong,  had  cast  out  the  devils  of  in- 
temperance, and  crime,  and  foul  living, 
and  God  forbid  that  other  bodies  should 
say  them  nay,  but  rather  that  such  as 
could  should  baud  themselves  together 
against  these  iniquities,  and  unitedly 
strive  to  advocate  what  they  all  held 
dear. 

♦Mr.  D.  THOMAS  (Glamorganshire, 
E.)  said,  he  made  no  apology  for  tres- 
passing on  the  patience  of  the  House, 
because  whilst  he  had  been  in  the  House 
for  half  a  dozen  years  he  had  never  spoken 
on  this  subject,  although  it  was  the  one 
of  all  others  in  which  his  constituents 
had  a  deep  interest ;  and,  moreover,  he 
might  not  have  an  opportunity  at  a  later 
stage  of  the  Bill.  It  seemed  rather  hard, 
and  as  far  as  he  could  gather  this  was  the 
argument  of  the  last  speaker,  to  say  that 
they  should  not  have  disestablishment  in 
Wales  because  hou.  Members  in  England 
did  not  want  it  for  their  country.  The 
hon.  Member  said  the  only  ground  which 
differentiated  the  case  of  England  from 
that  of  Wales  was  that  of  nationality.  But 
he  claimed  they  had  a  very  much  stronger 
reason  than  that.  Some  of  his  friends 
around  him,  he  knew,  did  not  attach  as 
much  importance  as  he  did  to  the  statis- 
tical argument,  but  it  was  that  which  really 
made  their  case.  It  was  the  fact  that 
Wales  had  an  overwhelming  preponder- 
ance of  opinion  in  favour  of  disestablish- 
ment; that  constituted  their  grievance,  and 
gave  them  a  claim  to  come  to  Parliament 
and  ask  for  separate  treatment.  He 
attached  the  greatest  importance  to  the 
statistical  argument.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Bristol  said  it  was  not 
enough  for  them  to  show  they  had  31  to 
three  in  favour  of  Welsh  disestablish- 
ment, but  that  electoral  votes  should  be 
taken  into  account  also.  He  was  quite 
prepared  to  meet  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  on  that  ground.  If  the  aggregate 
net  majority  cast  at  the  last  Election 
for  Liberal  candidates  in  W»Ie» 
were  divided  among  the  Liberal 
Representatives  in  this  House,  it  gave 
them  something  like  a  majority  of  2,000 
apiece.  It  was  not  merely  33  to  1,  but 
their  majority  was  larger  on  this  question 
than  any  majority  the  House  had  ever 
known  on  any  great  question  that  had 
come  before  the  country.  Supposing  the 
same  line  of  argument  was  taken  with 
regard  to  the  majority  which  the  Con- 
servative Party  had  at  the  Election  of 
1886  they  would  find,  if  they  took  the 
aggregate  net  majority  of  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  of  that  year  and  divided  it  by 
the  number  of  the  Conservative  Membera 
who  constituted  the  majority  in  the  last 
Parliament,  that  their  majority  was  not 
10  per  cent,  of  the  majority  the 
Liberal  Members  for  Wales  had  upon  this 
question.  If  they  went  back  to  the 
Election  of  1874,  he  believed  it  wns  an 
absolute  fact  that  the  Conservative  votes 
then  recorded  at  the  polls  were  less  than 
the  aggregate  Liberal  votes,  and  yet  the 
Conservative  Party  were  returned  to 
power  with  a  large  majority  in  this 
House,  and  though  they  had  received 
less  votes  than  the  Liberals  they  pro- 
fessed to  represent  the  feelings  and  the 
wishes  of  the  people  of  this  country,  and 
for  six  years  they  stuck  like  leeches  to 
the  Treasury  Bench.  He  should  like  also 
to  say  something  about  the  character 
of  this  majority  they  had  in  Wales,  and 
he  would  give  evidence  the  value  of 
which  he  did  not  think  hon.  Members 
opposite  would  be  prepared  to  dispute  or 
question.  He  referred  to  a  sermon 
which  was  preached  a  few  years  ago 
almost  within  the  shadow  of  this 
House — namely,  at  St.  Margaret's,  by 
a  very  high  dignitary  of  the  Church 
in  Wales,  Archdeacon  Howell,  who  was 
respected  by  all  who  knew  him, 
friends  and  political  opponents  alike. 
The  sermon  was  published  in  pamphlet 
form,  and  The  Western  Mail^  the  Con- 
servative paper  of  Cardiff,  described  the 
sermon  as  one  of  the  best  Church  Defence 
pamphlets  ever  issued.  What  did  Arch* 
deacon  Howell  say  as  regarded  the 
majority  in  Wales  ?     He  said — 

*'  Above  all  other  causes  was  the  weakness  of 
the  Church  due  to  the  fact  that  so  much  of  the 
best  blood  of  the  nation  uo  longer  ran  in  her 
veins.    Those  who  were  banded  together  for  the 
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dbestablishment  irnd  rlisicndowment  of  tbe 
Church  were  men  of  untiuestioned  religious 
chflkract^r,  whose  lives  bore  witness  to  their 
piety  and  gincerity  ;  and  with  regard  to  the 
tmqaestionable  fact  that  the  majority  of  the 
people  were  not  found  wit  bin  the  pale  of  the 
Church,  there  was  the  equally  unquestionable 
fact  that  her  aflherents  wer<3  largely  made  up 
of  English  settlers  and  Auglicised  Welshmun» 
not  of  the  W^elsh-wpcaking  masses,  who  heUl  the 
future  of  the  Priucipality  in  rheir  hands, 
ncnee  her  opponents  spoke  of  her  not  aa  his- 
t43ricaliy  an  alien  Church,  but  as  now  the  Church 
of  aliens.'* 

He  could  give  more  extnifts  to  tlie  saine 
effect,  hut  he  would  not  detain  the  House 
with  them,  and  be  would  Jinw  deal  witli 
the  lion,  and  learned  Member  for  the 
Islo  of  Wight,  who  referred  rti  the  [^^Ol^^ess 
made  hj  the  Church,  in  tlie  Rhoiidda  Val- 
ley especially.  He  had  not  a  word  to  say 
agaiust  the  clergy  in  Wales  at  the  preseot 
day, and  he  did  not  want  to-go  into  ancient 
liiiitory.  He  believed  the  clergy  to-day 
were  an  extremely  earnest  aud  zealous 
body  of  meu,  who  w*?re  prepared  to  make 
great  sacrifices  for  their  religioa,  but 
that  was  not  the  point  at  all.  Ho  was 
not  prepared  to  say  that  in  some  districts 
pogsibly  the  Church  might  not  have  made 
some  little  progress,  hut  the  progress*, 
such  uiy  it  was,  was  very  small  indeed. 
With  regard  to  the  progress  of  the  Church 
in  the  Rhondda  Valley,  be  had  sat  on 
the  local  Board  of  tlie  district,  and 
knew  the  district  wxdl.  It  was  true  tlmt 
a  oumber  of  ehurchoH  had  been  built  there 
ID  recent  years,  biit  in  the  district  there 
was  a  population  of  100,000  people,  which 
had  not  sprung  up  altogether  during  the 
last  year  or  two,  and  be  asked  the  House 
how  it  would  have  fared  with  religion  iu 
the  Rhondda  Valley  had  not  the  Nou- 
confonnist  chapels  beeti  erected  in  the 
proportion  of  .nix  to  every  clnircli  ?  And 
with  regard  to  the  churches  that  bad  been 
built  in  recent  years,  he  found  by  the 
LlttudaflTCburch  Diocesan  Calendar  for  the 
present  year  that  while  the  populatton  of 
certain  districts  of  the  Rhondda  Valley 
was  80,000,  there  was  only  ehiircb  sitting 
accommodation  for  o,H3H.  There  was 
not  sitting  accommodation  in  the  <?hurches 
for  one*tenth  of  the  po[)ulatiou,  a  fact 
whfclj  did  not  say  very  mtiehforthe  pro- 
gress of  the  Church  in  the  Rhondda 
Valley.,  The  hon.  and  learn c<l  Member 
for  the  Isle  of  Wight  bail  also  said  that 
a*»  certain  statistics  showetl  that  barely 
50  per  cent,  of  the  poptdation  of  Wales 
belonged  to  the  Nonconformist  denomina- 


tions, it  was  right  to  argue  tliat  the  other 
*50  per  cent,  necessarily  belonged  to  the 
Church.  Surely  that  was  a  most  ridi- 
culous argument  for  any  reasonable  and 
fair  man  to  put  forward  in  an  Assembly 
like  the  House  of  Commons.  He  did 
not  think  that  the  Clitirch  could  claim 
10  per  cent,  of  the  population  of  Wales 
as  regular  attendants^ — his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Carmarthen  B<U"Oiighs 
had  put  the  Church  cotumnniants  at  6 
per  cent.  Tl  at,  however,  iu  his  judgmeut, 
was  at  leiist  doui>le  the  actual  figure  :  but 
supposing  the  Church  showed  that  10 
per  cent,  of  the  population  of  Wales 
were  regular  cUureb-goers,  would  the 
Nonconformists  be  right  iu  saying  that 
the  other  90  per  cent,  belonged  to  them  ? 
And  yet,  that  was  what  the  argument  of 
the  hou.  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Wight 
amountetl  to.  He  would  like  to  otter 
some  criticism  on  one  tnuterial  point  in  the 
Hill.  While  he  approved  lieartily  of  the 
Bill  generally,  he  had  a  serious  objec- 
tion to  the  proposal,  in  which  he  bad 
been  anticipated  by  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  as  to  the  allocation  of  the 
funds.  The  Home  Secretary  proposed 
in  this  Bill  to  divide  the  ecclesiastical 
endowments  into  two  funds^ — a  central, 
or  national  fund,  to  which  the  monies 
now  goiug  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
tiiissiouers  were  to  be  returned,  aud  a 
parochial  or  local  fund,  to  be  made  up  of 
all  the  paroehiul  endowments  now  going 
to  the  incumbents  of  the  various  parishes. 
That  was  a  great  and  vital  change  from 
the  principles  of  the  Irish  Church 
Act.  He  regretted  that  the  tioveru- 
nient  had  departed!  from  the  principle 
of  the  Irish  Church  Act  in  this 
matter,  aud  had  treated  tithe  as  paro- 
chial ratlier  than  as  national  ]>ioperty. 
The  Home  Secretary  stated  that  he  had 
endeavoured  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the 
Welsh  people  on  this  point,  hut  he  did 
not  know  how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  ascertained  tbem,  and,  certainly,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  thought  lit  to 
carry  out  the  wishes  of  the  smaller 
portion  of  the  Welsh  people.  A  few 
months  ago  the  North  Wales  Liberal 
Federation  passed  arcsohitiou  practically 
in  the  direction  of  the  policy  which  had 
been  adopted  iu  the  Bill  ;  but  shortly 
afterwards  the  South  Wales  Liberal 
Federatiou  passed  a  resolution  to  the 
effect  that  tithes,  being  national  property, 
should  be  devoted  to  itational  and  not  to 
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parochial  purposes.  The  South 
Liberal  Federation  covered  an  area 
which  was,  as  regards  population,  three 
times  that  of  North  Wales,  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  thought  fit  to 
carrj  out  the  wishes  of  the  small  portion 
and  not  the  larger  portion  of  Soutli 
Wales.  They  had  always  fought 
this  question  on  national,  and  not  on 
parochial  grounds.  They  had  always 
maintained  that  tithes  were  national 
property,  and  should  be  devoted  to 
national  purposes,  and  he  was  surprised 
to  see  what  he  conceived  to  be  a  change 
of  front  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
in  this  matter.  He  was  surprised  the 
Government  should  have  embodied  this 
particular  policy  in  their  Bill,  because 
the  last  time  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  down  in  Wales  at  Car- 
narvon he  put  forward  the  national  view, 
and  not  the  parochial  view  of  this 
question.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said — 

"  I  waa  reading  only  the  other  day  a  speech 
by  one  of  the  Liberal  Unionists,  Mr.  Courtney. 
He  is  an  excellent  man,  but  a  little  bit  cranky. 
He  is  a  very  honest  man.  Indeed,  he  is  so 
honest  that  he  is  not  able  to  agree  with  any 
one  except  himself.  He  made  what  I  think  a 
very  sensible  remark  about  Welsh  disestablish- 
ment. He  ha<l  not  made  up  his  mind  ;  he  was 
going  to  keep  an  oi)en  mind.  I  have  always 
observed  that,  when  a  man  has  an  open  mind, 
it  means  that  he  has  not  a  mind  at  all." 

80  it  was  clear  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  definitely  made  up  his  mind 
in  that  time.  He  said  that  the  time  had 
arrived  when  the  Church  of  Wales  must 
cease  to  exist.  He  went  on  to  say  that 
the  tithe  must  not  be  frittered  away.  One 
of  the  objections  he  (Mr.  Thomas)  had  to 
the  proposed  scheme  for  the  allocation  of 
the  funds  was  that  they  would  be 
frittered  away  and  be  devoted  very 
largely  to  objects  which  were  already 
provided  for  by  the  rates,  and  that  by 
HO  doing  they  would  ultimately  be  putting 
the  money  into  the  pockets  of  the 
landlords.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer in  that  speech  had  gone  on  to  say 
that  he  wanted  this  national  propcrtv  to 
be 

'•communicated  an<l  communicable  to  the 
whole  t)eople,"  and  '*  to  be  suitable  and  attain- 
able by  everyone  of  the  Welsh  people." 

But  by  the  Bill  five-sixths  of  the  tithe 
would  go  to  the  parochial  fund  and  one- 
sixth  to  the  national  fund.  He  hoped 
the  latter  fraction  did  not  measure  the 
joBuence  of  the  right  hon.    Gentleman 
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among  his  colleagues,  for  he  attached  far 
more  value  to  the  political  sagacity  and 
experience  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
than  he  did  to  that  of  some  of  the 
doctrinaire  experimenters  who  sat  with 
him  in  the  Cabinet.  But  the  '*  final 
settlement,"  he  understood,  had  been 
arrived  at  in  a  somewhat  hurried  manner, 
and  must,  therefore,  not  be  too  closely 
scrutinised  at  this  stage.  By  the 
Bill  tithe  would  be  most  unfairly  and 
inequitably  distributed.  The  people 
of  the  parishes  from  which  the  tithes  were 
derived  would,  in  many  cases,  get  only 
a  very  small  share,  if,  indeed,  any 
direct  benefit  from  them  at  all.  He 
trusted  that  there  would  be  a  Return 
made  of  what  the  parochial  endowments 
of  the  different  parishes  really  amounted 
to.  Such  a  Return  should  certainly  be 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  before  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill.  There  were 
many  parishes,  as  the  Bill  then  stood,  in 
which  nearly  the  whole  of  the  tithes- 
rates  would  pass  into  the  pockets  of  the 
lay  impropriators.  It  was  no  exaggera- 
tion to  say  that  from  a  fourth  to  a  fifth 
of  the  tithe  rent  charge  in  Wales  went  to 
lay  impropriators.  Surely  such  a  state  of 
tilings  was  never  contemplated  by  the 
pious  ancestors  who  were  alleged  to 
have  given  those  tithes  in  ancient  days. 
In  his  own  constituency,  in  the  Aberdare 
Valley,  numbering  over  50,000  persons, 
no  one  would  gain  anything  at  all  out  of 
the  parochial  fund.  On  the  other  hand, 
in  the  parish  where  his  house  was 
situated,  when  the  tithe,  which  wa» 
worth  nearly  £100,  came  to  be  allocated, 
the  wishes  of  his  only  two  fellow-parish- 
ioners, a  small  farmer  and  a  blacksmith, 
and  himself  would  have  to  be  mainly  and 
primarily  considered.  He  would  call 
H  meeting  as  soon  as  he  got 
down  there,  and  see  how  best  they 
could  divide  the  sum  tor  their  uses  and 
wishes,  although  he  hoped  it  would  be 
some  time  before  his  friend  the  rector  gave 
them  the  opportunity  of  dividing  it.  He 
would  only,  in  conclusion,  congratulate 
the  Home  Secretary  on  having  introduced 
the  Bill.  lie  was  nuich  gratified  at  its 
introduction,  and  although  he  objected  to 
some  of  its  important  details,  yet  he 
should  give  it  his  henrty  support. 

•Viscount  WOLMER  (Edinburgh,  W.) 
said,  the  arguments  of  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  must  be  founded  either  on  prin- 
ciple or  expeiliency.     They  must,  how- 
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erer,  bave  felt  ilieTnselves  ]>reflinled  from 
fouudliig  them  on  principle,  since  the 
Prime  Minister  haii  declared  to  the 
country  that  he  was  equally  in  favour  of 
establishment  or  diseHtahlishment*  They 
muHt  therefore  have  founded  their  argn- 
meat  on  expetliency,  and  it  was  very  re- 
tnarkahle  that  the  s»ame  Government  who 
founded  their  arf^ument!*  in  favour  of  dis- 
eslahlishmeiU  h\  Wales,  on  the  ground 
thiit  the  majority  of  the  people  demanded 
it,  should  at  the  >anie  time  refuse  to  give 
the  majority  of  the  Iris*h  people  any  ehoice 
iu  the  matter  of  estahliBbnient  in  their 
Home  Rule  Bill.  He  would  like  to 
examine  the  exaut  weight  of  the  figures 
pm  forward  by  the  supporters  of  the 
measure.  The  Home  Seeretary  based 
his  argument  on  the  return  of  31  out  of 
34  Members.  But  wliat  did  the  voten 
show  ?  In  lb8o  the  votes  ea»t  for  di.*«- 
establishment  were  12o,000,  and  against 
8U,(XK).  That  gave  the  Church  more 
than  otie-third  of  the  voter.**.  In  1892 
the  tight  was  not  a  fair  and  srpiare  ^\i\iX^ 
because  some  of  the  Unionist  Members 
were  in  favour  of  disestablishment,  and 
he  not  only  subtraeted  all  I  he  votes  given 
for  those  candidates  from  the  vt^tes  given 
for  the  Chtireh^  but  be  had  added  them 
to  the  votes  given  for  dii^establi.-^hment. 
The  roHuft  was  139,iKK)  for  dise»tahlisb- 
meut  and  69,000  against.  Therefore^  in 
1892  one-third  still  remained  favourable 
to  tiie  Church. 

Mfi.  HEKBKKT  LEWIS  (Flint, 
^e.) ;  May  I  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether 
he  hag  t4i-ken  any  account  of  the  uricon- 
testixl  elections  ? 

VidCoirsT  WOLMEE  !?aid,  that  in  an 
argnment  of  this  (^ind  one  was  obliged  to 
take  the  Hgures  that  were  available,  ami 
could  not  go  into  liypothetical  matters 
ftuch  as  what  would  have  happened  if 
there  had  been  contests  in  die  uncontested 
constituencies.  But  the  Hgures  were 
perfectly  good  for  the  pur[Mj:3eof  liiscom* 
iwrisou,  because  the  figures  of  1885  and 
the  tigures  of  1892  were  extraordinarily 
approximately  similar,  and  alxmt  thestime 
number  of  constituencies  were  contested 
at  each  election.  Therefore,  in  the 
Gonerat  Election  of  1892,  one  third  of  the 
electors  still  remained  iu  favour  of  the 
Church  and  against  discs tabHsbmenl. 
The  last  example  was  to  Vte  found  in  the 
bye-election  for  the  County  of  Mont- 
gomery, In  that  constituency  the  pro- 
portion of  votes  recorded  for  the  Church 
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candidate  in  1885  was  three  out  of  seveii. 

In  18Hf>  it  was  eight  out  of  IT,  in  1892 
three  out  of  seven,  and  iti  1894,  IGoutof 
33.  He  thought  that  put  on  its  true 
basis  the  argUDient  deduced  from  figures. 
But  figures  were  absolutely  worthless, 
bccau?;e  they  precluded  the  votes  of  half 
the  population.  No  women  could  vole  on 
this  question,  a  question  of  all  others  ou 
which,  as  the  late  Professor  Fawcet — 
liimself  a  j^troug  disestablisher — had  said, 
women  had  as  uuicli  right  to  l:>e  heard  as 
men. 

Mn.  HERBERT  LEWIS  :  The 
women  arc  the  strongest  disestablisher^ 
in  Walc><. 

•Visr  orNT  WOLMER  said,  that  miy:bt 
be,  or  might  not  be  ;  hut  he  jiiaintained 
that  the  women  bad  a  perfect  right  to 
vote.  Another  argument  was  that  the 
Church  was  in  VVales  an  alien  Church. 
But  it  had  been  proveil  that  the  founders 
of  Noncomformity  in  Wales  had  been 
strongly  attached  to  the  Church, 
H  fact  w*hiclj  showed  that  in  their 
view  it  was  not  an  alien  Church. 
An  attempt  had  been  nmde  to  show  that 
dnritig  the  ^^reat  Methodist  movement  of 
the  last  century  the  Church  was  really 
alien  to  the  religious  sentiment  of  the 
people  of  Wales.  But  the  right  liou. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
bud  conclusively  disproved  that  in  his 
great  speech  on  this  subject  in  1870. 
But  the  hon.  Meujber  for  Carnarvon  had 
taken  them  back  7tK»  years,  and  had  tried 
to  harrow  their  feelings  by  recitals  of  the 
•  lifferences  between  Welsh  Princes  and 
Welsh  Nationalists,  and  Norman  Kings 
and  Prelates,  in  the  Middle  Ages.  It 
was  absurd  to  ask  them  to  judge  these 
events  by  the  standards  of  the  19tli 
e**ntury,  by  the  standards  of  the  12th  and 
Litb  centuries — at  the  very  time  when  au 
analogous  struggle  was  being  ma<le  in 
England,  and  not  when  the  Saxon  Bishops 
were  being  oiistetl  by  the  Norman  Bishops, 
and  when  even  the  English  language 
was  tabooed  in  favour  of  Norman  French. 
It  was  l>eside  the  question  to  take  the 
House  back  to  those  days  in  order  to 
show  that  religious  ditforences  existed 
in  Wales.  It  was  making  discussion 
ridiculous  to  ask  them  to  bold  up  their 
luimls  in  horror  because  some  persons 
resented  the  action  of  tlie  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury  atid  the  King  of  England 
with  regard  to  Wales  in  the  13th  century. 
The  right  hon.    Gentleman    the    Home 
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Secretary  only  toncbed   lightly  on  this 
argument.  He  had  said  that  the  existence 
of  the  Church  was  associated  with  in- 
jurious and  humiliating   memories.     He 
Viscount  Wolmer)  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.     What  was  the  history 
of  these  memories  ?     It  was  the  history 
of  the  action  of  the  Home  Secretaries 
and  Prime  Ministers  of  the  last  century, 
who  had  used  the  Church  in  Wales  for 
political   purposes   just  as   the    present 
Government  were  trying  to  use  it.     The 
whole    of    this   discussion   had    centred 
round  the  questiou  of  disestablishment, 
but,  as  had  been  pointed  out,  disestablish- 
ment was  not  the  question.     Was  there 
any  Welsh  Member  who  would  accept 
disestablishment  without  disendowment  ? 
Not  one.  But  there  were  many  who,  sup- 
posing they  could  not  get  both,  would  take 
disendowment  without  disestablishment. 
The  right   hon.   Gentleman   the   Home 
Secretary  had  made  no  attempt  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  principle.     He  was 
reserving  himself  for  the  Second  Reading. 
All  he  had  told  them  was  that  the  Church 
was  an  aggressive  sectarian  power  singled 
out  by  the   State  for  certain   privileges. 
Aggressive !      By     that     they      meant 
proselytising.     No    Church    worthy    of 
the  name  could    be  other    than   aggres- 
sive   in    this    sense.       To    charge    the 
Church     with     secitarianism    when     her 
opponents     who    had    separated    them- 
selves from  her  were  responsible  seemed 
to  him  a  singular  mode  of  conducting  the 
controversy.    And  when  was  the  Church 
singled  out  for  certain  privileges,  and  why 
was    she  singled  out,  and  who    singled 
her    out  ?       When    they    came    to   the 
question    of   Disendownicnt,   really    the 
Home   Secretary  might  have  taken  the 
trouble  to  make  himself  acqiuiinted  with 
the  elements  of  the  case.     He  talked  of 
national  property.  Perhaps  on  the  Second 
Reading  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
kindly  explain   what  researches  he  had 
made  to  prove  Professor  Freeman  wrong 
when  he  said — 

*'  The  endowments  of  the  Established  Church 
rest  on  exactly  the  same  ground  as  the  endow- 
ments of  Dissenting  Bodies.  People  sometimes 
forget  that  there  are  such  things  as  Dissenting 
endowments.  Now,  the  difference  between 
these  endowments  and  the  endowments  of  the 
Church  is  simply  this,  that  the  endowments  of 
the  Church  are  much  greater  in  extent  and  of 
much  older  date  than  those  of  the  Dissenting 
Bodies." 

After  alluding  to  this   question    in    his 
speech  on  the  Suspensory  Bill  last  year, 
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the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  would 
relegate  to  the  museum  of  political 
antiquities  all  talk  about  sacrilege.  Well, 
the  word  *'  sacrilege  "  was  one  which  had 
been  a  good  deal  abused  and  misunder- 
stood. He  would  quote  again  from 
Professor  Freeman,  who  said — 


"  The  question  must  not  be  confused  by  talk 
about  national  property  on  the  one  hand  and 
about  sacrilege  on  the  other.  It  is  simply  a 
question  whether  a  great  and  supreme  change, 
but  one  which  the  supreme  power  has  a  right 
to  make,  is  or  is  not  called  for  by  the  general 
interests  of  the  country." 
The  Government  accepted  Professor  Free- 
man's statement  that  there  was  in  this 
matter  no  question  of  sacrilege,  they  must 
also  accept  his  assertion  that  there  was 
equally  no  question  of  national  property, 
and  the  only  difference  between  Church 
and  Nonconformist  endowments  was  that 
the  former  were  more  numerous  and  of 
greater  antiquity.  He  (Viscount  Wolmer) 
believed  that  the  best  use  to  which  pro- 
perty could  be  dedicated  was  the  service 
of  religion,  and  to  take  it  away  from 
that  service  and  devote  it  to  municipal 
purposes  was  a  frightful  degradation  of 
its  use.  An  hon.  Member  asked  whether 
the  original  donors  intended  that  the 
tithes  should  go  to  lay  impropriators. 
Of  course  they  did  not,  but  it  was  Henry 
VIII.,  the  true  political  ancestor  of  the 
present  Government,  who  first  diverted 
them. 

Sir    W.    HARCOURT  :     And     the 
Reformation. 

Viscount  WOLMER :   Henry  VIII. 
was  the  political  power  of  the  time. 

Sir    W.    HARCOURT  :    He   was  a 
great  reformer. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  :    A  truly 
moral  guide ! 

•Viscount  WOLMER  said,  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  admitted 
himself  to  be  the  political  successor 
of  Henry  VIIL,  and  he  would  not 
dispute  his  ancestry.  It  was  Henry 
VIII.  who  was  responsible  for  the 
existence  of  lay  impropriators  ;  and  in 
the  verdict  of  history  there  would 
be  very  little  to  choose  between  the 
dedication  of  Henry  VIII.  of  the  funds 
of  the  Church  to  his  personal  favourites 
and  their  dedication  by  the  present  Go- 
vernment to  their  political  supporters. 
The  Home  Secretary  had  promised  to 
carefully  safeguard  all  vested  interests, 
but  one  class  of  people  for  whom  the 
Bill   showed  no  consideration  were   the 
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parish ioners  who  imw  enjoyed  the  legacies 
of  tbeir  ftncestors*  The  Home  Secrotftrr 
said  tlmt  the  NoiiconformistH  raiseil 
£40Q^(X>0  a  year,  and  asked  whether  the 
CbuR'h  eoiild  not  do  a^  tniich.  At 
the  present  moment  the  Chureb  in  Wales 
raised  £2oO,000  a  year,  »ht?ohitely  apart 
from  her  ancient  endoA%'ments,  for  the 
work  of  her  communion  in  that  country, 
aud  not  takiiig^  into  aceonnt  strictly 
private  doimtions.  Her  endowment)? 
were,  roughly,  another  £250,000  a  year, 
80  that,  if  tiie  Bill  passed,  £500,000  a 
jm\r  would  have  to  lie  raised  dimply  to 
loaiutain  her  present  position  by  a 
Church,  which  was  saitl  hy  her  cnetnie.4 
to  represent  ouly  a  tenth  or  twelfth  of 
the  itihahitants,  against  £400,(XJO  raiMed 
by  the  >'onconformists,  who  were  said  to 
be  many  times  more  ntniierons. 

An  hou.   Mem  HER  i    And    four  rimen 
as  poor. 
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♦VisooirNT  WOLMER  :  But  the  land- 
lords of  Wales,  wIjo  tiae  enemies  of  the 
Chnreli  declared  to  lie  the  nuiiii  sup- 
port of  the  Cbureli  in  that  country »  were 
far  from  heing  ricli  men,  antl  they  were 
not  in  a  position  to  find  that  large  sum* 
What  would  he  the  api ritual  condition  of 
that  country  if  the  Church  were  compelled 
to  rest  upon  her  oars  for  want  of  funds  ? 
Though  the  Nonconformists  were  now 
present^  it  was  tbt;  Chinch  who  covered 
the  ground*  lie  knew  this  point  had  been 
raised  liefore,  but,  as  it  was  a  complete 
refutation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secret.'iry,  lie  ventured  to  raise 
it  again.  Uow  could  ilie  Home  Secre- 
tary maintain  that  the  voluntary  contribu- 
tions of  the  Noncoufcu'mists  covered  the 
ground  when  he  knew  that  90  parishes  in 
the  diocese  of  St.  Asaph  alone  had  no 
resident  Nonconformist  minister?  Was 
tile  right  hon.  (Tentlenmn  willing  that 
there  should  not  only  l)C  an  absence  of 
Nonconformist  ministers,  but  of  ministers 
of  the  Church  as  well  ?  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  contemplate  with  equa- 
nimity that  the  Chvinli  and  Noncon- 
formity would  hotb  fail  to  cover  the 
ground,  which  was  eovcrcHl  at  present  ? 
The  hon.  Member  who  luul  aihlressed 
the  House  last  had  excused  the  sliort- 
comings  of  this  measure  on  the  ground 
ibat  it  had  been  prepared  in  a  hurried 
manner.  He  did  not  know  what  grourjd 
the  hon.  Member  hail  for  making  that 
etatcroeut,  hut  as   the   Government  had 


not  denied  it,  it  might  he  taken  tlmt  the 
Bill  imd  been  prepared  in  a  hurried 
manner.  Well,  in  the  Second  Reading 
speech  of  the  Home  Secretary,  to  which 
they  were  all  looking  forward  with  so 
much  anxiety,  he  hoped  tlie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  make  good  the  defects 
and  omissions  in  the  BjIL  The  j>re- 
paration  of  the  measure  must  have  Vieen 
extremely  hurried.  The  only  point  not 
huiTied  was  probably  the  determination 
to  give  worse  terms  to  tlie  Welsh  Church 
than  that  given  to  Irelautl,  He  was  not 
going  to  dwell  on  that  point,  i^ut  would 
simply  ask  the  Honse  to  imagine  w" 
this  Bill  meant.  There  was  to  be  no  com-' 
mutation — no  allowance  at  all.  It  was 
the  starting  out  of  a  Religions  Bo<ly  for 
which  they  all  professed  unbounded 
good  wishes  with  a  year  of  grace  to 
remodel  its  organisation,  with  the  en- 
dowments of  seven  centuries  taken 
awjiy  from  it  in  a  single  Ses- 
sion. The  Government  said,  **  We 
are  perfectly  certain  that  the  Church  is 
hampered  by  its  conneetion  with  the 
State,  and  that  she  will  show  more  fruit- 
fnl  work  when  disestablished,"  Had 
they  considered  that  it  would  be  neces- 
sary that  this  Church,  which  had  been 
devoting  its  energies  to  combating  irre- 
ligion  and  vice  for  the  past  TOO  years, 
would  be  called  upon  to  reorganise  itself 
in  12  months  ?  Had  they  considered 
that  the  best  work  and  intellect  of  the 
Church  would  have  to  be  devoted  to 
reorgaiusation  for  a  generation,  and  thai 
funds  would  have  to  be  found  to  replac! 
the  endowments  which  had  been  taken 
from  her.  The  Government  intended 
that  she  should  start  afresh,  and  would 
send  her  out — apart  from  vested  interests 
— penniless.  He  refused  to  give  the 
Govermnent  any  credit  for  not  taking 
the  fabrics  of  the  churches,  which  had 
been  so  long  maintained  by  voluntary 
contributions.  It  would  have  l>een  wu  act 
of  villainous  robhery  to  take  from  Church- 
men the  fabrics  they  themselves  hml  fiuilt 
and  maintained.  No  Nonconformist 
body  ever  started  under  such  conditions 
as  those  under  which  the  Disestablished 
Church  was  expected  to  reorganise  itself 
in  12  months.  Curates  were  essential  to 
the  work  of  the  Church  ;  and  when  the 
Home  Secretary  said  that  the  incumbents 
and  wealthy  laymen  must  find  the  means 
of  paying  them,  he  forgot  that  the  Bill 
east     upon     the    clergy    and     the    laitj 


1767        Established  Church        {COMMONS} 


(Wales)  Bill. 


1768 


the  whole  task  of  re-supplying  the  eQ- 
dowments  of  the  Church.  At  the  very 
moment  when  coimselliDg  the  Church  to 
maintain  its  assistant  clergy,  he  refused 
to  help  it  to  maintain  its  existing  obliga- 
tions. In  order  to  avoid  what  all  ad- 
mitted to  have  been  a  scandal  in  connec- 
tion with  the  disestablishment  of  the 
Irish  Church,  the  Bill  would  produce 
another  scandal  in  Wales  by  leaving 
curates  unprovided  for.  He  had  only 
one  wonl  to  say  as  to  the  destina- 
tion of  the  present  endowment  funds. 
He  was  prepared  to  say  that 
the  destination  of  the  money  taken 
from  the  Church  was  the  relief  of  rates, 
and  that  meant  nothing  less  than  re- 
placing the  tithes  into  the  pockets  of  the 
landowners.  The  money  was  to  go  for 
the  building  of  public  parish  or  district 
halls  (which  meant  saving  the  rates),  or 
to  instituting  public  libraries,  or  sup- 
porting higher  education,  and  allotments, 
and  so  forth,  all  of  which  meant  saving 
the  rates  or  taxes.  They  had  hardly 
hoped  to  see  the  time  when  the  advo- 
cates of  Disestablishment  would  propose 
a  Bill  putting  back  into  the  pockets  of 
the  landowners  the  money  they  had  paid 
in  tithes. 

Mr.  EVERETT  (Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge)  :  From  whose  pockets  does  it 
come  ? 

Viscount  WOLMER  :  From  the 
pockets  of  the  landowners.  Was  anyone 
still  to  be  found  to  say  that  tithe  was  paid 
by  the  tenant  and  not  by  the  landowner  ? 
If  so,  he  would  not  find  any  support  on 
the  Treasury  Bench.  If  the  tithe  were 
abolished  to-morrow,  the  whole  benefit 
would  go  to  the  pockets  of  the  laud- 
owners,  and  the  application  of  these 
funds  to  the  rates  was  nothing  more  nor 
less  than  returning  the  tithes  to  the 
pockets  of  the  landowners. 

Mr.  ILIJXGWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.) :  There  were  two  or  three  Bills  in 
another  place  in  which  it  was  attempted 
to  impose  it  on  the  tenants. 

Viscount  WOLMER  :  Is  the  hon. 
Member  not  aware  that  the  late  Govern- 
ment passed  a  Bill  to  collect  the  tithe 
from  the  landowners  ? 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  :  But  the  Op- 
position tried  to  put  it  on  the  tenant. 

Viscount  WOLMER  said,  the  hon. 
Member  must  have  forgotten  the  history 
of  the  last  Parliament.  The  whole 
struggle  over  the  tithe  question  in  the 
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last  Parliament  was  owing  to  the  fact 
that  the  advocates  of  disestablishment  / 
tried  to  prove  that  tithe  was  really  paid 
by  the  tenant,  and  that  the  Government 
were  determined  that  it  should  not  only 
be  paid  by,  but  collected  from,  the  land- 
lords. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  first  BUI 
of  the  late  Government  proposed  to  put 
the  tithe  on  the  tenant.  We  opposed 
that  proposal  and  defeated  it. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  I  beg  to 
deuy  that  statement. 

•Viscount  WOLMER  said,  there  ap- 
peared to  be  some  difference  of  opinion 
on  this  matter,  but  one  thing  he  could 
confidently  assert,  that  if  the  Bill  at- 
tempted to  put  the  tithe  on  the  tenants 
it  could  not  have  been  there  already.  He 
wished  to  make  one  allusion  to  a  remark 
by  the  Home  Secretary  in  his  speech  in- 
troducing the  Welsh  Suspensory  Bill  last 
year,  a  remark  which,  no  doubt,  he  would 
repeat  again.     It  was — 

"  Are  the  friends  of  the  Church  wise  in 
refusing  absolutely  to  be  parties  to  treating  the 
Church  of  Wales  as  otherwise  than  an  integral 
part  of  the  Church  of  England  ?  '* 

That  was  touching  them,  not  on  the 
temporal,  but  on  the  spiritual  side  of  the 
Church.  The  Church  in  Wales  was,  in 
their  opinion,  with  the  Church  in  Eng- 
land one  spiritual  body,  and  they  would 
far  rather  be  disestablished  and  dis- 
endowed together  than  one  separately. 
[_A  laugh,']  Hon.  Members  laughed 
because  they  failed  to  appreciate  the 
strength  of  the  Church  feeling.  He  had 
never  when  contemplating  their  point  of 
view  doubted  the  strength  of  their 
religious  convictions  either  as  Methodists 
or  Baptists,  and  he  thought  it  was  quite 
time  that  they  began  to  realise  that 
Churchmen  felt  quite  as  strongly  on  the 
matter.  They  regarded  this  proposal  to 
sever  four  dioceses  from  the  Church  as  a 
deliberate  attempt  on  the  spiritual  life  of 
the  Church,  for  those  dioceses  were  part 
and  parcel  of  the  whole  Spiritual  and  Re- 
ligious Body  to  which  they  were  attached 
as  a  whole.  It  was  all  very  well  to  say 
that  the  Church  if  disestablished  would 
hereafter  prove  stronger  and  most  use- 
ful. He  was  not  for  one  moment  going 
to  pretend  that  disestablishment  or  dis- 
endowment  would  kill  or  maim  the 
Church.  The  Church  had  strength 
which  came  from  other  sources  than 
Governments  or  political  Parties.     But 
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wliiit  thie  Bill  autl  u  t^imilar  Bill  for 
Eugluutl  would  do  was  that  it  would 
divert  iLe  whole  work  of  the  ClinrcLi, 
»ow  devoted  to  combat  tug  evil,  iuto  the 
task  of  reorgatitsation  for  a  generation. 
The  advocates  of  tliiti  Bill  failet]  to 
realise  tbe  ma«?oitude  of  the  enterprise 
before  tbeni.  It  wa^  not  poaaible  to  root 
out  a  Cburch  whieh  had  e3ci?^ted  for 
seven  centuries  and  think  it  could  t^tart 
again  afresh  next  day.  If  the  work  of 
centuries  were  to  be  maintained  with 
otficiency  it  could  only  he  done  after  a 
geueratiou  of  reorganisation,  and  the 
real  eifeet  of  a  Bill  of  this  kind  would  be 
to  cripple  for  one  generation  the  advance 
of  religion  through  the  agency  of  the 
Cbiirch,  and  on  the  temporal  side  to 
affbni  a  precedent  for  the  disturbance  of 
historical  associations  and  ancient  insti- 
tutions of  which  no  Government  could 
measure  the  full  effect.  Let  hon. 
Members  who  supported  this  Bill  try 
and  u^e  their  imaginative  faeidtios  a 
little.  They  seemed  to  think  Cburch- 
meu  could  look  at  this  t|uestiou  with 
the  same  jihilosophic'il  eye  aa  on  a 
Bill  for  local  govern  me  nt.  They  forgot 
that  the  whole  highest  convictions  of 
Choreh men  were  rooted  in  their  Church  ; 
they  believed  the  endowments  that  came 
from  700  years  ago  were  the  ^nme  in 
character  aa  tbe  endowments  of  to-day, 
and  they  could  not  ntiderstaud  w^by  they 
should  be  singled  out  alone  from  the 
Religioui  Bodies  of  this  country  for  the 
coufiscatton  of  those  endowments  which 
other  tteligiotiri  Bodies  equally  enjoyed 
and  which  Churchmen  never  desired  or 
wished  to  take  from  them. 

The  chancellor  ok  the 
DUCHY  uF  LANCASTER  (Mr. 
Bryce,  Aberdeen,  8,)  :  In  endeavouring 
to  reply  to  tbe  criticisms  wbiidi  have  iieeu 
passed  in  various  quarters  on  this  Bill, 
I  shall  deal  first  with  those  which  relate 
to  tbe  provisions  which  tbe  Bill  contains, 
aud  afterwards  very  shortly  with  tbc^se 
which  t^iich  tbe  general  policy  of  tbe 
Goveirument  that  underlies  tbe  Bill, 
And  feeling  tbe  force  of  what  was  said 
by  tbe  noble  Lord,  and  recognising  tbe 
very  deep  feelings  that  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers have  ou  this  question,  I  shall 
endeavour  as  far  as  possible  to  avoid 
anything  that  can  arouse  aogry  feelings 
or  that  is  calculated  to  prevent  the  pro- 
visions of  tbe  plan  from  being  considered 
on  their  merits,     Tbe  principal  crilicis;!! 
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which  has  been  directed  against  tbe 
scheme  of  the  Bill  is  that  it  departs  from 
the  Irish  Church  Act  in  not  at  once 
lupiidating  and  winding  up  the  whole 
property  of  the  Church,  liy  buying  out 
existing  incuiiibents  and  making  com- 
pensation for  all  existiog  oMces.  When, 
we  saw  tbut  tbe  corpus  of  property  baviug*! 
been  placed  there  within  tbe  reach  of 
Parliament  ha<l  been  disposed  of,  we  eon- 
el  nded  that  it  was  mucb  better  to  try 
to  reserve  for  tbe  people  of  Wales — 
which  is  a  very  i>oor  country,  and  w^hose J 
country  parishes  liave  very  great  need  for*^ 
the  provision  of  smoe  [>ublie  money  iu 
aid  of  public  objects — we  conceived  that, 
on  the  wliole,  It  would  be  better  to  depart 
from  the  Insli  Act  iiud  to  endeavour  to 
safeguurd  this  property  for  Welsh  pur- 
poses. Under  this  plan  of  graduated 
disendow  men  t,  the  disestablished  Church 
will  be  called  upon  only  by  degrees  to  find 
money  to  replace  tbe  fund  taken  from 
her,  and  in  that  way  no  sudden  or  severe 
strain  is  being  imposed  on  her.  It  will 
thus  be  far  more  easy  for  her  to  deal 
with  tbe  pro|H3rty  which  lies  before  her 
than  if  we  had  attempted  to  liquidate  tbe 
fund  at  once.  In  the  interest  of  the  Church 
itself  there  is,  tbereforQ,  a  great  deal  to  be 
said  for  the  plan  to  be  a<lopted  in  the 
Bill,  while  as  regards  tbe  interest  of  the 
Welsh  people  the  advantages  of  the 
present  scheme  seem  to  be  incontestable, 
Tbe  next  criticism  whicb  has  been  made 
liy  several  Members,  and  with  espeelai 
warmth  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  was  as  to  the 
course  pro|>osed  w^ith  regard  to  cathedrals* 
We  had  to  face  the  rjuestion,  what  was 
be  done  wnth  these  venerabte  national 
buildings  which  the  nation  regard  as  a 
priceless  possession.  Hitherto  they  have 
been  to  a  certain  extent  under  State 
control 

Mr,   a.   J,   BALFOUR  :    To  what 
extent  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  It  baa  been  so  recog- 
nised as  the  general  law,  and  that  if  these 
buildings  were  to  be  handed  over  to  a 
private  Corporation  it  would  be  said  that 
the  rights  of  the  nation  had  been  lost. 
We  are  absolutely  bound  to  safeguard 
the  interest  whicb  the  nation  feels  la 
these  possesftioos  which  come  dow^n 
our  common  aad  priceless  itiberitancepl 
and  the  best  way  to  do  that  is  to  relieve 
the  discs tahlished  Church   from  the  cost. 
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which  might  be  very  heavy,  of  keeping 
these  buildings  in  repair. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  We  have 
paid  for  it  already. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  We  prefer  that  the 
Wehh  Commissioners  should  undertake 
the  charge,  but  we  conceive  that  we  have 
completely  jsafegnarded  the  interests  of 
the  Church  in  these  buildings  by  making 
it  the  duty  of  the  Commission  to  allow 
these  buildings  to  be  used  by  the  dis- 
established Church  for  its  services. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  :  Ex- 
clusively, and  for  no  other  purpose  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  These  buildings  are 
to  be  used  in  the  way  they  have  been 
hitherto  used,  for  the  purposes  of  the  ser- 
vice of  the  Established  Church.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge, in  a  speech  to  which  the  House 
listened  with  great  pleasure,  not  only  on 
account  of  the  eloquent  precision  of  its 
language,  but  because  of  the  high  tone 
and  the  conciliatory  and  genial  spirit 
which  pervaded  it,  took  exception  to  the 
expression  "  national  monumeots  "  used 
by  the  Home  Secretary.  He  said  that 
these  cathedral  churches  were  built  for 
the  worship  of  the  Church  of  England. 
Would  it  not  be  more  correct  to  say  they 
were  erected  for  the  public  worship  of 
God  at  a  time*  when  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land included  every  class  of  the  com- 
munity ?  They  come  down  to  us  from 
the  earlier  Middle  Ages,  and  it  is  our 
duty  to  safeguard  in  them  now  the 
interests  of  all  those  classes  and  deno- 
minations of  Welshmen  who  are  repre- 
sented by  the  descendants  from  those 
Middle  Ages. 

Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  Will  all 
Welshmen  be  allowed  to  use  them  ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  All  Welshmen  will  be 
allowed  to  consider  them  as  their  pos- 
session and  treasure,  and  the  use  of  them 
for  religious  worship  is  to  be  given  to  the 
Established  Church. 

Sir  M.  IIICKS-BP]ACH  :  Exclu- 
sively ? 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  have  already  twice 
stated  how  they  are  to  be  used.  The 
Lea<ler  of  the  Opposition  remarked  on 
the  disparities  which  the  tithe  presents 
in  various  parishes  in  Wales,  and  he 
asked  whether  it  was  right  that  the  tithe 
should  be  appropriated  entirely  to  the 
purpose  of  the  })articular  parish  in  which 
it  happened  to  exist,  leaving  other  parishes 
in  which  there  are  no  tithes  unprovided 
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for.  In  the  first  place,  I  should  say  that 
these  disparities  are  not  of  our  making. 
We  find  them,  and  it  is  not  for  us  to 
throw  into  one  melting  pot  all  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Church  and  redistribute  it. 
Still  less  would  the  House  desire  us  to 
embark  upon  a  policy  by  means  of  which 
the  tithes  of  an  agricultural  parish  which 
greatly  needs  them  would  be  handed  over 
to  rich  towns  like  Swansea.  But  in  re- 
gard to  these  and  other  points  I  would 
ask  hon.  Members  to  reserve  their  judg- 
ment until  they  see  the  words  of  the 
Bill.  We  do  not  propose  that  the  tithes 
which  belong  to  a  particular  parish 
should  necessarily  continue  allocated  to 
that  parish  alone.  All  we  contemplate 
is  that  in  the  allocation  of  the  funds  there 
should  be  due  regard  to  the  interests  of 
the  parish,  but  the  scheme  is  to  be  framed 
with  a  view  to  the  interests  of  the  country 
at  large.  So  long  as  the  benefit  is  ap- 
plied in  some  form  to  the  parish,  it  is  not 
necessary  to  attach  that  tithe  to  the 
parish.  As  regards  the  case  of  the  ad- 
vowsons  put  by  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition, I  would  point  out,  as  to  his 
remarks  on  the  validity  of  the  Scotch 
question,  that  a  peculiar  right  attaching 
to  the  power  of  presentation  was  recog- 
nised by  the  Scotch  Act,  and  the  ad- 
vowson  was  treated  as  having  a  saleable 
value.  We  hold  by  the  preceilent  set  by 
the  Conservative  Government  in  1874, 
when  it  was  determined  not  to  settle  the 
value  by  arbitration,  but  to  fix  the  value 
of  one  year,  and  on  that  to  base  the  com- 
pensation. We  base  ourselves  on  that 
precedent.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  we  are 
unable  to  say  that  there  is  any  market 
value  for  these  livings  at  all ;  indeed,  a 
sale  of  them  is  very  uncommon,  as  most 
of  them  are  in  the  hands  of  Public  Bodies. 
The  value,  too,  is  very  small,  the  average 
being  about  £147  per  annum.  As  regains 
the  case  of  the  curates,  I  must  observe 
that  with  regard  to  the  curates  in  Ireland 
there  were  special  circumstances  attach- 
ing to  them.  To  a  large  extent  they  did 
the  work  of  the  absentee  incumbent.  But 
that  is  not  the  fact  with  the  curates  in 
Wales,  and  in  cases  where  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners  pay  the  incumbent 
the  sum  for  the  salary  of  the  curate  that 
sum  will  continue  to  be  paid  during  the 
tenancy  of  the  present  incumbent.  I 
have  now  briefly  referred,  I  think,  to  the 
principal  criticisms  made  on  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill.   The  Bill  itself  will  give 
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further  mfonnatiou*  I  oiighf,  perhaps,  to 
^av  one  word  iibont  theBugge^tion  ibat  the 
resi»lt  of  the  appncatiou  of  the  fiiiidi^i  to 
local  |nir[»OBe«  will  be  to  relieve  the  mtes. 
It  is  not  onr  wish  tliat  thit*  luoncy  sihonld 
go  to  the  relief  of  llie  rates,  and  we 
8halt  take  proper  steps  to  prevent  siieli  an 
applicatjofi  of  the  funds.  But  I  do  not 
myself  believe  that  there  will  he  any 
disposition  at  all  to  defray  out  of  this 
money  the  cost  of  pubMe  works  whieh 
can  be,  and  ought  to  be,  properly  tlirowii 
05  the  rates.  I  will  say  that  onrgetierHl 
object  has  been,  while  eiideavonring  to 
preserve  the  property  for  the  benefit  of 
Wales  in  the  future,  to  deal  with  the 
utmost  fairness  and  justice  with  all  per- 
sons who  have  got  vesteil  life  interests. 
1  appeal  in  proof  of  that  desire  not  only 
to  the  provision  we  have  made  that  every 
clergyman  shall  \m  entitled  to  retain  his 
living  and  the  whole  of  the  inrome  nnd 
emoluments  thereof  for  his  life,  but  also 
to  the  fact  that^  whereas  in  tiie  Irish  Act 
the  clergy  or  representative  body  of  the 
disestablished  Chnrch  were  obligetl  to 
buy  parsonages,  we  have  gi%^eu  parson - 
ages  to  the  disestablished  Chureh^  and  in 
that  respect  have  gone  furtljer  to  meet 
the  elatnis  of  the  clergy  than  was  done 
in  the  Irish  Act  of  1869,  I  know  that 
these  criticisms  will  not  disarm  the  rooted 
objectii»ns  which  the  Opposition  eotertaln 
to  the  Bill  as  H  whole.  It  appeare<l  to 
me  that  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Wei=t 
Bristof,  when  he  heard  my  right  lion. 
Friend  engaged  in  the  exposition  of  hts 
scheme,  was  a  little  tlisappointed  that  it 
was  not  worse.  He  Imd,  I  think,  been  so 
long  brooding  over  the  terrible  schemes 
with  which  Mr.  Gee  has  frightene<l  the 
world  that  he  was  surprised,  and  perhaps 
not  altogether  pleased,  to  find  our  sclieme 
much  more  rao4ierate  and  conclliatt^ry 
than  that  of  Mr.  Gee  ;  and  I  believe  that 
is  the  judgment  which  will  be  passed 
upon  it.  In  dealing  with  ecclesiastieai 
property  as  sacrilege  and  plnmler,  I 
should  like  to  refresh  the  recollection  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  by  reading  a 
few  words  from  a  remarkable  speech 
which  was  delivered  in  1869  by  ojte  of 
the  brightest  luminaries  of  the  English 
Church  in  the  last  generation,  and  who 
has  already  been  referred  to  to-night  in 
terras  not  above  his  eminence  and  fame 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Uoivereity  of  Cambridge.  The  late 
Bishop  of  St*  David's,  in  speaking   on 
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the  Second  Reading  of  the  Irish  Chiirch 
Bill,  after  referring  to  the  famous  ease 
of  St.  Ambrose  and  his  selling  the 
sacred  vessels,  went  on  to  deal  with  the 
case  in  which  the  term  sacrilege  waa 
applied  to  the  taking  of  the  properly  of 
the  Church,  He  said  circumstancei  might 
arise  in  which  Chnrch  property  might  he  \ 
rightly  diverted  into  other  channels  oo 
grounds  of  general  expediency,  and, 
therefore,  the  use  of  such  an  expression 
as  "sacrilegious  robbery"  was  irrele- 
vant, misapplied,  irritating,  and  offen- 
sive. That  speech  was  delivered  io 
support  of  the  proposal  for  the  disendow- 
meut  of  the  Irish  Chnrch.  I  will  not 
enter  into  the  long  entangled  question  of 
national  property  further  than  to  say  that 
anyone  who  has  studied  the  question  will 
admit  that  this  property  is  property  which 
was  given  to  individual  ehnrchcfl  at  par- 
ticular times,  but  which  has  been  fre- 
fpiently  used  and  disposed  of  by  the 
nation.  It  will  be  admitted,  even  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  West  Edin- 
burgii,  that  in  dealing  with  that  pro- 
perty we  cannot  be  said  to  lack  a  pre- 
cedent. That  property,  although  con- 
tinued in  the  Established  Church  of  the 
tMUintry,  was  dealt  with  in  I  he  1 6th 
century  by  being  transferred  from  those 
who  held  one  set  of  doclrines  to  another^ 
and  back  again. 

Viscount  WOLMER  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  kindly  name  the  Acts  of 
pHrlinment  ? 

Mh.  BRYCE  :  The  Acts  of  Henry 
Till.,  Edward  VI.,  Mary  and  Eiiza- 
heth.  It  is  property  which  the  nation  ha» 
always  felt  itself  at  liberty  to  ileal  with, 
and  vrUl  \ui  dealt  with  again.  There 
is  not  a  Roman  Catholic  country  in 
Europe  in  w^hich  either  at  the  time  of  the 
Reformation  or  within  the  present  cen- 
tury an  immense  cjuantity  of  Church 
property  has  not  been  taken  by  the 
State  on  grounds  of  common  utility.  I 
mimit  this  is  a  question,  not  of  right, 
but  of  utility.  It  is  a  question  which 
depends  entirely  whether  a  proper  occa- 
sion has  been  shown  for  dealing  with 
the  proJ^erty.  We  have  endeavoured  to 
show  that  this  is  an  occasion  which 
justifies  an  interfereDce  with  this  pro- 
perty, and  we  conceive  that  it  w^ould  be 
hanl  to  tind  a  stronger  case  than  that  of 
a  body  which  is  the  Church  of  only  one* 
third  or  one-fourth  of  the  Welsh  people^ 
and  which  can   have  no  claim  to  be  con- 
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sidered  their  national  Cliurch,  not  upon 
any  historical  grounds,  which  are  too 
remote  for  us  to  enter  upon,  but  upon  the 
plain  fact  that  the  current  of  the 
national  religious  life  has  deserted  that 
channel  and  has  flowed  in  other  channels. 
We  are  asked  what  our  motives  are,  and 
on  what  we  ground  this  Bill.  The  Duke 
of  Devonshire  first  laid  down  the  admi- 
rable Liberal  principle  that  the  wishes 
of  a  distinct  part  of  the  United  Kingdom 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  prevail  in  a  matter 
in  which  it  speaks  by  a  large  majority  of 
its  Representatives. 

Sir  M.  hicks-beach  :  That  was 
not  with  respect  to  Wales. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  The  terms  were  such 
as  to  make  it  applicable  to  Wales.  In 
1877,  referring  indeed  to  Scotland,  the 
present  Duke  of  Devonshire  said — 

''All  I  will  say  is  that,  whenever  Scotch 
opinion,  or  even  Scotch  Liberal  opinion,  is  fully 
formed  on  the  subject  of  disestablishment,  I 
think  I  may  say,  on  behalf  of  the  Liberal  Party 
as  a  whole,  that  they  will  be  prepared  to  deal 
with  the  question." 

On  those  words  we  base  ourselves,  as 
being  a  declaration  of  the  true  principle 
which  the  House  should  follow  in  this 
case.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Bristol  endeavoured  to  suggest  that  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Midlothian  had 
not  been  a  party  to  our  present  action. 
Let  me  remind  him  that  in  1891  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Midlothian  spoke  in 
favour  of  a  Motion  for  Welsh  disestab- 
lishment, and  cited  the  deliverance  of  the 
Duke  of  Devoushire,  and  was  also  a 
party  to  the  Suspensory  Bill  of  last  year, 
in  which  the  principle  was  as  much  in- 
volved as  it  is  now.  1  am  well  aware 
that  it  is  impossible  to  separate  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Welsh  Church  in  the  minds 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  from  the 
question  of  the  Church  of  England. 
That  is  the  real  reason  for  their  objection 
to  this  Bill.  If  it  were  a  question  of 
Wales  alone  they  would  feel  that  the 
case  was  immeasurably  strong — \_Cries 
of  "  No  !  "  and  checrs~\  —  so  much 
stronger  than  the  case  of  Scotland.  We 
have  only  to  reflect  that  in  Wales  we  have 
31  out  of  34  of  the  Representatives  de- 
manding disestablishment,  and  that  the 
majority  is  increasmg  every  Election. 
Wales,  in  respect  oft  language,  habits, 
ideas,  and  national  character,  in  the  very 
form  of  its  religious  services,  is  a  country 
totally  unlike  England.  It  is  unneces- 
sary to  claim  Wales  a  nation  in  the  sense 

Mr.  Bryce 


that  Ireland  and  Scotland  are  nations ; 
but  it  is  quite  clear  that  Wales  has  a 
distinct  character  and  religious  feeling. 
As  to  the  Church  of  England,  I  will  say 
only  this.  In  the  first  place,  this  Bill,  if 
it  be  carried,  will  not  in  any  respect 
injure  any  individual  member  of  the 
Church  of  England.  It  will  not  destroy 
any  couimunion  which  the  Church  has 
outside  those  four  dioceses.  It  will  not 
weaken  the  Church  as  an  establishment. 
It  was  said  in  1869  that  the  passing 
of  disestablishment  for  Ireland  must 
necessarily  bring  about  disestab- 
ment  in  England.  But,  on  the 
contrary,  the  Church  of  England  is 
stronger  now  than  it  was  in  1869.  The 
idea  of  bit-by-bit  disestablishment,  of 
putting  Wales  on  a  level  with  Yorkshire  or 
East  Anglia,  as  some  hon.  Members  have 
suggested,  is  at  once  dispelled  by  the  re- 
flection that  all  England  is  homogeneous 
in  a  sense  in  which  Wales  is  not 
homogeneous  with  England.  So  far 
from  religion  suffering,  I  believe  that 
religion  and  the  Welsh  Church  will  gain 
by  this  measure.  I  believe  that  always 
and  everywhere  it  has  been  an  injury  to 
every  Church  of  Christ  to  be  established. 
And  when  .the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  West  Edinburgh  asks  whether  there 
was  ever  a  Church  started  under  the 
difficulties  which  the  Welsh  Church  would 
have  to  encounter  if  that  Church  were 
suddenly  disestablished,  I  will  ask  the 
noble  Lord  whether  he  does  not,  as  a 
Scotch  Member,  know  of  a  case  in  which  a 
Church,  for  conscience  sake,  disestablished 
itself — of  a  case  in  which  a  Church  came 
out  svithout  any  previous  provision  at  all, 
and  which  in  the  first  year  of  its  existence 
built  500  churches,  raised  £210,000  for 
church  building  and  clergy,  subscribed 
£60,000  for  the  building  of  schools  and 
£100,000  for  manses,  and  within  the  47 
years  which  have  followed  its  disestab- 
lishment has  spent  £20,000,000  in  sup- 
port of  its  Creed  ?  When  I  see  such  work 
done  by  a  voluntary  Church,  by  the  zeal 
of  its  members,  in  which  the  real  strength 
and  life-blood  of  a  Church  must  lie,  I  can 
have  no  fear  for  the  Church  of  Wales. 
Twenty-five  years  ago  this  House  was 
discussing  the  Bill  for  the  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Irish  Church,  and  three 
prophecies  were  made.  The  first  was 
that  the  Church  of  England  would  suffer, 
and  that  attacks  would  soon  be  made  oa 
it.     That   prophecy   has    been    refuted. 
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HoQ.  Members  are  always  ciaLmiug  that 
tbe  Cliiireh  of  Eugljuid  is  stronger  to- 
day cbari  it  lifts  ever  been.  Then  how 
cau  they  say  that  it  is  in  danger  ?  It 
waa    also    said    that    the    effect    of   dis- 

tablishnieut    would     be     to    give    the 

-otiiaii  Catholic!^  an  immetise  gain 
aod  advantage  in  Irelaud,  The 
bouiMlaries  of  the  two  Creed.^  re* 
main,  I  believe,  absoJiUoIy  unchanged 
from  that  time  to  now  ;  there  have  been 
uo  changes  either  to  the  lloman  Catholic 
or  to  tbe  Episcopal  Church,  and  both 
gtand  relatively  where  thej  were.  Lastly, 
it  was  said  that  by  disestabh^shnieut  the 
Church  iteeU"  would  languish,  and  iu 
many  parisbes  expire,  owing  to  the  diffi- 
culty of  nmiutftin[ng  it.  We  knew  that, 
oii  the  contrary,  tbe  disestablished 
Church  of  Ireland  baa  been  re-invigorated 
by  the  process  of  tbe  change  of  dis- 
establishment :  we  know  that  the 
liberatity  of  it^  members  Is  far  greater 
than  it  was  when  it  was  an  Eatablisbed 
Church.  We  know  that  they  take  far 
more  interest  in  its  government,  and  that 
a  niore  keen  and  vital  pulse  of  life  boats 
through  all  its  veins  than  in  tliose  days, 
and  I  venture  to  believe  tbat  what  we 
a^re  able  to  say  now  abont  the  Irish  Dis- 
established Uburch — which,  I  suppose, 
;liO  mao  in   this   House  w^ould  reverse — 

iter  a  quarter  of  a  century,  those  w^ho 
[.iCome  after  us  a  quarter  of  a  century 
hence  will  say  about  tbe  Disestablished 
Church  in  Wales*  They  will  see  then  a 
Church  whicii  is  stronger,  a  Ciuircb  which 
is  subscribed  to  more  liberally,  and  I  hope 
they  will  see^aud  this  is,  perb-ips,  the 
one  point  on  which  all  Members  on  botb 
sides  of  tbe  House  can  unite — if  not 
unity,  at  any  rate,  a  greater  degree  of 
harmonious  co-operation  and  peaceful 
joint  Christian  work  in  Wales  than  is 
possible  now%  We  believe  that  these  are 
the  results  which  will  follow  from  this 
Bill,  and  it  is  because  we  are  convinced 
that  this  will  be  no  less  for  the  peace  an<l 
happiness  of  Wales  than  for  the  good  of 
the  Welsh  Church  itself  that  we  bring 
forward  this  measure,  commend  it  to  tbe 
House  as  grounded  on  tbe  principles  of 
right  and  justice, and  confidently  trust  to 
place  it  on  the  Statute  Book. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON 
(Shropshire,  Oswestry)  said,  as  one  who 
represented   in  tbat  House  three  of  tbe 

;hreatetied  dioceses,  he  desired  to  say  a 
few  words  upon  this  great  question. 
They  had  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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whether  the  cathedrals  were  to  be  exclu- 
sively used  for  tbe  purposes  of  the 
Uliurtdi,  and  ho  had  defended  liimself  by 
saying  they  were  to  be  used  altogether 
for  the  whole  people  of  Whiles,  which 
meant  a  great  number  and  variety  of  sects, 
besides  those  who  belonged  to  the 
Cburch,  Ho  declared  that  this  move- 
ment was  a  secularist  movement  against 
all  religion,  urged  on  by  men  who  had 
prohibited  the  Bible  and  its  teaching  iu 
70  of  the  schools  of  Wales,  prohibited 
religious  teaching  in  150  schools,  and 
endeavoured  to  strike  out  all  religious 
teaching  iu  tbe  boarding  houaea  of  the 
intermediate  schools.  These  were  the 
people  who  proposed  to  nationalise  the 
cjithedrals.  He  asked  tbe  Government 
to  realise  the  position  Take  the  cathe- 
dral of  St.  Asaph,  which  was  fonuded  in 
the  6tb  century,  and  bad  been  placed  as 
a  perpetual  trust  into  the  hands  of  the 
ordained  ministers  of  the  Holy  Catholic 
and  Apostolic  Church.  Churchmen  had 
spent  their  subsraricc  upon  iTeantifying 
and  eidarging  the  fabric.  In  that 
f*atbedral  was  kept  with  zealous  car© 
tbe  Wclf^h  Bilde  translated  liy  a  VV^elsh 
Bishop,  and  daily  a  service,  according  to 
tbe  ancient  British  use,  had  from  time 
immemorial  been  celebrated  in  tbat 
cathedral.  What  gave  to  the  fabric  its 
beauty  \  what  gave  to  the  fabric  and 
stone  their  historic  perpetuity,  their 
peculiar  sanctity  ?  It  was  their  Chris- 
tian ownership,  whicii  the  Bill  proposed 
to  take  aw^ay,  because  they  were 
dedicated,  not  to  the  Babel  of 
many  sects,  but  exclusively  to  one  true 
form  of  worship  of  ApostoHc  origin.  Al- 
tbongh  backed  up  by  all  the  Imperial 
power  of  the  Empire  they  dure  not  touch 
a  stone  of  a  single  mosque  in  the  East, 
nor  take  those  heathen  temples  from  their 
heathen  guardianship;  did  the  Govern- 
ment think  the  Christiao  priesthood 
would  quietly  allow  their  sanctuaries  to 
be  taken  from  them  ?  All  they  asked 
was  equality  of  treatment,  liberty  of 
religious  teaching,  and  liberty  of  religious 
worship,  which  were  the  birthright  of 
Engltshmen^ 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  cfilered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr, 
Secretary  Apqtiith,  TheChaucellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Mr,  Bryce,  and  The  Solicitor 
General. 

Bill    presented,   ai>d    read    first    time* 
I  [Bill  205.] 
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PAKdCHlAL  ELECTORS  (HEGISTliATtON 
ACCELERATION)    BILL,— (No,    175.) 

SECOND    HEADING. 

Order  for  *SecoDd  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  aud  Quet^tiou  proposeilf 
**  That  the  Bill  l>e  uow  read  a  becoud 
time/' — {Mr.  Sha  w-LeJevre.) 

MK/rOMLINSON  (Preatou)  said,  he 

though  I  tlie  ilouBe  hud  a  right  to  expect 
that  80iTie  explaimtioD  of  this  Bill  i^hoiild 
be  given,  iti  order  that  tliej  might  lie  able 
to  point  out  any  difticultie^  in  the  way  of 
the  carrying  out  of  the  scheme  adopted 
by  the  Government.  As  he  nuderstood^ 
the  plan  of  the  Bill  wa^  to  bring  the 
Registers  into  o|ieratiou  on  the  8th  of 
Novemli^er  instead  of  at  the  time  at  pre- 
seutfixed.  It  was  obviout?*  therefore,  that 
the  iieeesaary  work  would  have  to  be 
accelerated.  A  great  many  funetionarien 
were  concerned,  and  he  afked  on  behalf 
of  lb  owe  persons  how  the  GovornmeDt 
proposed  to  carry  out  that  aeceleration 
without  any  iiiconveuience  ?  lie  hoped 
they  would  have  some  explanation. 

The  rUESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevue)  j<aid,  the  hon.  Member  could 
not  Imve  been  in  the  House  when  he 
introduced  the  Bill  and  explained  itn 
provisions  about  10  days  ago.  The 
Second  Reading  was  now  pro  posed  as 
the  result  of  an  agreement  between  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  and  the  (^o- 
veroment.  ThcLeadcrof  the  Opposition 
mid  that  under  certain  conduioiis  the 
Bill  wiHild  be  treated  a:*  a  noU'ContentionH 
measure,  and  tlu>?<e  conditio  us  hud  been 
eompHed  w*it!u  The  only  etfect  would 
be  to  accelenite  the  parochial  Register, 

Sitt  M.  MICKS-BEACH  (Bristol, 
W.)  said,  he  was  not  aw^aro  precisely  of 
what  pa^t^ed  lictween  IiIb  right  hoti. 
Friend  the  Leader  of  the  Opj>o»ition  and 
the  Chaucellor  of  the  Exchequer  upou 
thid  subject,  but  his  impression  was  that 
the  arrangement  was  that  any  Bill 
brought  in  merely  to  accelerate  parochial 
registration  in  order  that  the  electioui* 
should  be  held  on  November  H  should  not 
be  treated  us  a  measure  of  a  tXuitentious 
character.  But  this  Bill  provided  that 
the  Register  should  not  come  int^ force 
until  November  22^  and  the  elecUone 
could  not  be  held  before  Decern beXL 
Why  could  they  not   leave  the  law  as  * 


stood  and  allow  the   Register  to   come 

into  force  in  the  ordinary  cotirse  on 
January  1,  thus  saving  all  trouble  and 
expen.He?  A  more  wnneccsiaary  proposal 
than  that  contained  in  the  Bill  he  had 
never  seen  submitted  to  the  judgment  of 
the  House.  What  could  it  matter  to  any 
parish  w*hether  the  election  took  placB 
live  weeks  earlier  c»r  hiler  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the   EX- 
CHEQUER  (Sir  W.  HAiu<)tKT,  Derby) 

said,  the  undertAkiug  of  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  was  that  if  a  Bill  for  the 
acceleration  of  the  registration  was 
brought  in  he  would  not  treat  it  ag  con- 
tentious. Now  the  whole  arguineni  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  that  there 
should  be  no  acceleration  at  all. 

Sir   H.   HICKS-BEACH    said,   the 

circumstances  had  changed. 

TriE   CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Sir  W.  Haiiooi  ht,  Derby) 

t<aid,  the  only  change  w^as,  the  Register 
was  to  come  into  force  a  fortnight  later 
than  was  origiiially  proposed,  and  to  say 
on  that  account  that  there  should  be  no 
ticceleration  wan  not  in  accordance  with 
the  understanding  come  to. 

Mtt.  W,  LONG  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby)  said,  the  Chan  cell  or  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  nut  taken  the  best  course  to 
secure  the  end  he  had  in  view.  They  had 
pointed  out  when  the  Parish  Conncils  Bill 
was  under  discussion  that  itwas  impoS8ib^e 
to  bring  the  Register  into  force  within 
the  time  niimed  in  it,  and  now  the  Chau- 
cellor of  the  Excbeijuer  sought  to  bhime 
them  on  that  account. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  etood 

adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resume*!  To-morrow, 

DOGS  BJLL.— (No.  177.) 
9ECONI>    READIXQ. 

Order  for  Second  Readiiig  read. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gard- 
ner, Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  This  is 
not  considered  a  contentious  Bill.  It  is 
mainly  a  consolidation  Bilb  We  have 
thought  it  necessary  to  bring  it  forward 
not  on  account  of  any  serious  excess  of 
rabie^f  but  because  of  snch  an  increnflo 
during  the  last  two  or  three  years  as  has  ^ 
ted  to  some  auxtety.  The  few  provisioBs 
which  are  of  any  novelty  relate  to  tnatteis 
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of  deUil.     If  the   House  will   read  the 
Bill  a  second  time  dow  I  propose  to  refer 
it    to    the    Graiid   Committee   on    L»w* 
where  these  details    can  be   better  did 
ciiH»etL 

Mr.  \\\  JOHNSTON  (BtOfi*.st,  8.)  : 
I  do  not  object  to  the  Goverimient  going 
to  I  lie  dogs,  hut  I  mu.Ht  object  to  thm 
Bill. 


Session*  BilL 


\1H2 


Second    Reading 
murrow. 


tlef erred     tilt     To- 


QUARTKK    SESSIONS    BILL    [LordM], 

(No.  1620 
coMUJTTEK.     IProgress,  26ih  April,] 
Considered  in  Comndttee. 

(In  the  Cuiniiiitiee.) 
Clattse  L 

♦Thk  solicitor  general  (8ir 
f).  Uuiitv,  Fyifni  I  iiiiid,  thi;*  Bill  wtis  iutro- 
tlueed  iiitr)  tUv  iiditjT  IliHj^e  fortius  piirptwe 
of  doing  tiwiiy  wiili  the  pnietiral  dirtienlty 
thfit  jiro.se  by  reason  of  the  itiierferenee 
of  Quarter  Sertsion!^  with  the  AssizeH. 
An  long  ago  as  1834  a  Bill  was  passed  for 
tliH  pin*p05*e  of  preventing  iuter  fere  nee 
with  the  Spriiii;  AsniKe?*,  liiit  recently  it 
liad  l>een  funnd  that  there  had  been  inter- 
ference with  other  As.sizes.  The  Bill 
proposeil  to  adopt  the  muehinery  of  the 
former  Act,  btit  it  had  been  j)oinleil  ont 
by  gentleinen  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
that  that  inacliinery  was  deticieni,  and  he 
therefore  proposetJ  to  alter  tlie  first 
clause  so  as  to  make  it  provide  that  the 
Justices  a^^^emhled  in  tieneral  Quarter 
Sessions  or  at  any  adjourned  meeting 
thereof  inigbt  at  any  time  when  it  might 
appear  dei^irable  for  ibe  jnirpose  of 
avoiding  interferenee  with  the  Assizes 
next  ensuing  tix  or  alter  the  time  for 
holding  the  next  General  Quarter  Ses- 
sions so  tinit  the  Sessions  should  he  held 
not  earlier  than  14  <biys  In^fore  nor  later 
than  14  days  after  the  week  in  wliich 
they  were  now  held, 

Amenthneiit  proposed,  in  page  1,  to 
leave  out  line  o. — {Sir  J,  Bigbti,) 

Question  proposeil,  "That  line  5  t^taiid 
part  of  the  Clause/* 

MilCUNYBEARE  (Cornwall,  BoiU 
min)  said,  lie  bn<l  m>t  the  Kllghtest  ile»ire 
to  oppose  the  Bill,  but  he  wouhl  suggt^st 
that  it  would  he  very  desirable  that  (he 
duty  should  not  be  confined  to  the 
Quarter  Sessions, but  should  be  performed  I 

VOL.  XXllI.       [F(^L^UTH  SKHIES.] 


by  a  Joint  Committee  eoosisting  partly 
of  Magistrates  and  partly  of  members  of 
the  Countv  Council. 


Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr,  A.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough) 
aaid,  he  could  not  find  tlie  Amendmentft 
on  the  Paper*  He  entirely  objeeted  to 
the  taking  of  business  at  that  time  of 
night  at  all,  but  thought  that  the  con- 
sideration  at  that  hour  of  Amertdments 
which  were  not  on  the  Paper  wa8 
especially  objectionable.  He  moved  t(» 
report  Progress,  wit li  the  view  of  having 
the  Amendn»ents  printetL  He  was 
always  suspicions  of  these  lawyers*  Bills, 
which  generally  meant  extensions  of  legal 
monojiolies  and  aihtttional  fees. 

Morion  nia*le,  and  Question  pro|H>sed, 
**  Thai  the  Cli airman  do  report  Progres.-^, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.** — [Mr,  A,  (\ 
Morton  S) 

Sir  J.  RIG  BY  :  I  nmy  poini  out  that 
we  have  already,  passed  all  the  Atnend- 
ments  except  the  merely  verbal  ones. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

Amendment  proposeil,  iu  page  1,  line 
L>,  to  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the 
word  **  is,'*  to  the  word  **this,"  inline 
18,  and  insert  the  words  *Miorel>y  re- 
pealeil/' — \Sir  J,  Righy,) 

Question,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to 
be  loft  out  stand  part  of  tlie  Clause,*'  jmt, 
and  negativeib 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
'herelty  repealed*  be  there  inserteil.** 

Mil.  A.  C.  MORTON  :  Mr.   Mellor, 

did  I  not  njove  to  report  Pn^gress, 

The  chairman  :  I  have  ah^ady 
put  (bat  Mutitin. 

Uk.  T.  VV.  RrSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
Mr.  Mcllor,  may  I  ask  if  it  is  in  Order  to 
go  on  with  contentious  business  after  12 
o*eloek. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  There  is  no  op- 
position. 

Mk.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  I  am  opposed 
to  the  Amendment,  Sir. 

Siu  J.  RIG  BY  ;  These  are  merely 
words  of  definition, 

Mh.  T.  W.  hi  SSELL  :  With  ihe  ex- 
ception of  the  Solicitor  General  very  few 
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Members  know  a  single  thing  that  has 
been  done  in  regard  to  this  Bill. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  should 
like  to  know  whether  this  contentious 
business  could  be  proceeded  with  after  12 
o'clock  ?  He  had  always  understood  that 
if  anybody  moved  to  report  Progress  after 
12  oNilock,  Progress  was  reported  as  a 
matter  of  course.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  he  was  in  Order  in  again  moving 
to  report  Progress  ? 

•Thk  chairman  :  When  I  put  the 
Motion  to  report  Progress  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber did  not  challenge  a  Division,  and 
I  decline  to  put  it  again  immediately 
afterwards.         p-^. 

Objection  being  taken  to  Further  Pro- 
ceedings, the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 
To-morrow. 


(No,  2)  BUI. 
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LOCAL    GOVERNMENT     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  4)  BILL.-(No.   148.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

PlBR    AND      HARBOUR      PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  1)  BILL.— (No.  150.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Mr.  T.  fV.  Russell 


SHOP  HOURS  ACT  (1892)    AMENDMENT 
BILL.— (No.  189.) 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
To-morrow. 

MINES  (EIGHT  HOURS)  BILL.— (No.  10.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

DERELICT  VESSELS  (REPORTS)  BILL. 
(No.  87.) 
Read  a   second  time,  and   committed 
for  To-morrow. 

PIER  AND  HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS   (No.  2)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Burt,  Bill  to  confirm 
certain  Provisional  Orders  made  by  the 
Board  of  Trade,  under  "  The  General 
Pier  and  Harbour  Act,  1861,"  relating  to 
CoUieston,  Fraserburg,  Polperro,  and 
Whitelinks,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Burt  and  Mr.  Mundella. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time. 
[Bill  203.] 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 
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SECOND 
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Explanation  op  Abbreviations. 

Bill8,Readl*,l<»,2*,2o,3%3». 

a.    Answers. 

Pres.    Presented. 

Read  the  First,  Second,  or 

e.    Commons. 

Q.    Questions. 

Third  Time. 

Com.    Committee. 

Rep.    Reported. 
R.F.    Report  Progress. 

IR.,    2R.,    3R.    Speech  de* 

com.    Committed. 

livered  on   First,  Second, 

Intro.  Introduction. 

Reso.  Resolutions. 

or  Thinl  Reading. 

I.    Lords. 

Adj.    Adjourned. 

Obs.    Observations. 

The  subjects  of  Debate,  as  £a] 

r  as  possible,  are  classified  under  G 

General  Headings :  e,ff., 

Africa 

India 

Metropolis 

Army 

Ireland 

Navy 

Board  of  Agriculture 

Labour  Department 

Parliament 

Board  of  Trade 

Law    and    Justice    and 

Post  Office 

Civil  Service 

Police 

Scotland 

Customs,  Excise  and  In- 

Local Government  Board 

Supply 

land  Revenue 

Merchant  Shipping 

Wales 

Education 

ABRAHAM,    Mr.    W,,    Cork     Co., 
N.E. 

Killavullen  National  School,  1585 

ACLAND,    Right    Hon.    A.    H.    D. 
(Vice  President  of  the   Council  on 
Education),  York^  fF.R.y  Rotherhafn 
Atherton,  Free  Education  at,  1090 
Attendance  Prizes,  846 
Carbolic  Acid,  Deaths  from,  968 
Cheadle  Schools,  618,  972 
Dinder  Charity  Lands,  186 
Education  Code,  217,  218,  887,  338,  741,  742, 

743,  744  ;  Res.,  951,  958 
Elementary   Education    (Exemption   from 
School  Attendance)  Bill,  2B.,  169 
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ACLAND,  Right  Hon.  A.  H.  D.^^ont. 
Evening  School  Code,  1101, 1204, 1223 
Hammersmith,  Board  School  for,  1415 
Hereford— St.  James's  National  School,  631 
Hnnslet— St  Silas'  School,  1679 
Matlock  School  Fees,  1677 
St.  Pancras,  1422 

Science  and  Art  Departmenti  VITriters^ilBSO 
Secondary     Education     Commission,     199, 

200 
Sopley  British  School,  201 
Stroud  School  Board,  1222 
Teachers*  Staff— Article  73  of  the  New  Code, 

837 
Teachers'  Superannuation,  1447 
Training  Colleges,  1583 
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AcLAND-HooD,  Captain  Sir  A^  Somerset j 
Wellington 

Aimj  (Annaal)  Bill,  Com.,  564 

Addison,  Mr.  J.  E.  W.,  Ashton-under- 
Lyne 

Sfltablished  Charch  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  for 
Leave,  1517 

Advertiiement  Seffolation  Bill 

e,  Intro.,  Mr.  Bonlnois ;  Bead  1«  April  10,  111 

Afbica 

BecJkuanaland  Duturhaneei,  Q.  Sir  G.  Baden* 

Powell ;  A.  Mr.  S.  Buxton  April  23, 1097 
BeeKuandland  Prctectarate^  Q.  Mr.  Knox ; 

A.  Mr.  8.  Bazton  April  12, 186 
British   JSatt  Africa    Company,  Financial 

Arrangementi  of,  Q.  Sir  G.  Baden-Powell ; 

A.  Sir  B.  Grey  April  23, 1079 
BrUiih   Eoit    Africa    (Southern    Portion 

^^\  Copy  pies.  Apra  18,  812 
Fmt  Victoria  Inquiry,  Q.  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis  ; 

A.  Mr.  S.  Buxton  AprU  17,  624 
MarotiHand  and  the  British  South  Africa 

Company,    Q.    Mr.  ^Crosfield ;  A.  Sir    E. 

Grey  ApHl  30, 1662 

Matabele  War — Lohengula's  Messengers,  Q. 

Mr.  J.  E.  EUis ;  A.  Mr.  S.  Buxton  AprU  17, 

622 
MataheUland  Settlement,    Qs.  Mr.  Labou- 

cheie ;  As.  Mr.  S.  Buxton  April  17, 626 

Slaw  Trade 
Freed  Slaves,  Q.  Sir  B.  Temple ;  A.  Sir  E. 

Grey  AprU  19,  861 
ir.M.  Ships  stationed  on  the  East  Coast,  Q. 

Mr.  J.  Pease ;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth 

April  24, 1214 
Juha  Biwr-'Runantay  Slave  Settlement, 

Q.  Mr.  A.  Gibbe ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grer  April  23, 

1079 

Swaziland  Affairs,  Qs.  Baron  H.  de  Worms  ; 
As.  Mr.  S.  Buxton  AprU  19, 863 ;  AprU  26, 
1428 

Uganda 
British  Fast  Africa  Company s  Treaties,  Q. 

Mr.  Lawrence  ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  AprU  23, 

1091 
Captain   Maedonal^s    Report,    Q.    Mr. 

Matthews;    A.  Sir  E.  Gray  April  17, 

620 
Estimate  for,  Q.  Sir  C.  Dilke  ;  A.  Sir  W. 

Harcourt  AprU  19,  856 
Papers  Relating  to,  Q.  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain ; 

A.  Sir  E.  Grey  AprU  12, 222 

Sir  e.  PortaVs  Reports,  Qs.  Mr.  Webb, 
Mr.  W.  Johnston,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy, 
Mr.  Labouchere;  As.  Sir  E.  Grey 
AprU  13,  339;  Qs.  Sir  G.  •  Baden- 
PoweU,  Sir  C.  Dilke;  As.  Bir  W. 
Harcourt  April  20,  982;  Qs.  Wr.  J. 
Chamberlain,  Sir  J.  Fergussoi^  As. 
Sir  W.  Harcourt  AprU  23,  1095  \  Qs. 
Mr,  A.  Smith,  Sir  G.  Baden-Po^  *' 
As.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  April  2^,  1\0\ 

\c<mt. 


Afbica — eont. 
Uganda '-cont. 
Statement     by    the    Earl   of     Bosebery 

AprU  12, 180 
Statement  by  Sir  W.  Harcourt  AprU  12, 

223 
WhUe  Fathers,  Qs.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy;  As* 
Sir  E.  Grey  AprU  .12,  212  ;  AprU  18» 
336 

Unyoro,  King  of.  Campaign  against,  Q.  Sir 
£.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey 
AprU  13,  338 

Zanzibar  Protectorate,  Q.  Sir  B.  Temple ;  A. 
Sir  E.  Grey  AprU  23, 1077 

Africa  (No.  5,  1894) 
Copy  pros.  AprU  18,  812 

Agricultural  Depression 
Q.  Sir  E.  Lechmere ;   A.  Sir  W.  Harcour 

AprU  12,  224 
Motion   for    Adjournment  of    the    House 

(Major  Basch)  April  13,  342 

Agricultural  Depression — Eoyal  Com" 
mission 
Copies  pres.  AprU  10, 112 ;  AprU  26, 1661 

Agricultural  Land — Budget  Proposals 
Q.    Mr.    Chaplin;   A.     Sir    W.     Harcourt 
AprU  24, 1228 

AOBICTTLTirBB,  BOABD  OF 

President— Mr.  H.  Gabdnbb 

Allotments  (see  that  title) 

Canadian  Cattle  Importation,  Qs.  Dr. 
Farquharson,  Mr.  Crombie,  Mr.  Arch, 
Mr.  Maguire,  Colonel  Waring,  Mr.  S.  Hill, 
Mr.  Chaplin,  Mr.  Jeffreys,  Mr.  White- 
law  ;  As.  Mr.  H.  Gardner  AprU  23, 1084 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals')  Aets,  1878  to 
1893,  Copy  pres.  AprU  26, 1562 

Marhing  of  Foreign  Meat  (see  that  title) 

Ordnance  Survey-^Labour,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Field ; 
A.  Mr.  H.  Gardner  AprU  10, 28 

Plcuro-Pneumonia^^Committee's  Report,  Q. 
Colonel  Waring ;  A.  Mr.  H.  (Gardner 
AprU  24, 1221 

Swine  Fsver  Regulations,  Q.  Commander 
Bethell ;  A.  Mr.  H.  Gardner  April  19,  840 

Aliens  (see  under  Emigration  and  Immi" 
gration) 

Allen,  Mr.  C.  F.  Egerton,  Pembroke,  ^. 

Army  (Annual)  Bill,  Com.,  665 

Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  for 

Leave,  1738 
Nayy  Estimates 

Dockyard  Chaplains,  271 

Pembroke  Dock,  296 

Shipbuilding,  Bepairs,  Maintenance,  Iec— 

Personnel,  271 
Works,  Buildings,  and  Bepairs,  296 
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Allex,     Mr*     W,,     NtwcaUh  -  ujider-  ' 
Lyme 

Ttirke^ — Mos«ool  Conaular  Appointment^  615 

Allot  menu 
Metunu,  Q,  Mr.  Bill ;    A.  Mr.  H,   GiiTaner 
AprU  12,  207 

Allsopp,  Mr,  A.  P.,   Taunton 

Waya  ami  Mean* — Financial  Stfttem  eiit.  Com. 
640 

Ambhose,  Dr.  R.,  Mayo^   W, 

Ireland 
Acbill  Sound  Railway,  ft35 
Cattlebar,  Malicious  Buralug  at^  16 
Louisbnrgh  Telegrapli  Office,  1227 

Amhulanee  Instruction 

Q.  8ir  J.  Lenjf ;  A.  Mr.  O.  Ruaaell    April  1% 
834 

Amebica,  Bbxti8H  North 

Bank  qft  Copy  pres.  April  26,  1552 

America — United  States 

Immigratkm  Lttn\  Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent ; 

A.  Mr.  Mumlella  April  23,  1073 
Mf^KiMeif  Ttiriff  and  St.  Lmcm,  Q,  Colonel 

H.  Vincent  ;  A.  Mn  9.  Buxton  April  26, 

um 

Mail  Servlee  (tec  tinder  title  PoH  OJire) 
ANaxRUTiiEH,  Mn  H.  T.,  St»  Andrews, 

Standing  Committee  (Sootland),  Bes.,  1017, 
15%,  1613 

ABCH,Mr,J.,  Norfolk,  N.W. 
Canadian  Cattle  Importation,  10S4 


Argentme  RepuMk 

ifimfy  Jubez  SpeftCi 

rerbiirgli  j  A,  Sir  E,  Grey  AprU  19,  847 


Bai/*mry  Jubez  Spencer — EetraditioH^  Q.  Mr, 
Yer"       •  ^ 


h 


Armenia 
PrijKm^rt,  Q.  Mr.  Scbwann  j  A,  Sir  £,  Grey 

AprU  10,  851 
TnmUeJt  in,  Q.  Mr.  F.  B.  Stevenaon  ;  A.  Sir 

E.  Gr«y  April  12,210 

AEKY 

Secretary  of  State— Mr,  Campbell- Ban- 
nebman 

tTnder  Secretary  of    State— Lord    Sand* 

HURST 

Financial  Secretary— Mr.  WoooALL 

A/ru^a — Un^ont,  King  ij/*,  Campaign  againjft, 
Q.  Sir  K.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  A,  Sir  E. 
Grey  April  13,  S38 


Barrack* 

Expenditure  <*«>  Q.  Mr.  Brodrick ;  A.  Mr. 

Campbell'Bniiuerman  April  26,  1448 
Jt4ifftttn^Setcft(fv  fhtfaU,  Q.  Mr.  Kearley  ; 
A.  Mr.  Campbell-BannGrman  AprU  12, 
191 

i? //;«;/* ;/»ir— References  to,  in  Debate  on  the 

Army  {AnnHuT)  Bill,  April  16,  667^  Ac. 
Citntagiim*  Disetuttiaimmgike  JVwpi,  Q.  Mr. 
Jeffreys  j  A.  Mr.  Canjpbell-Baimermftn, 
April  20,  983 
(See  aUo  under  sub-beading  India} 

Ctmtracf* 
Cutlrry,   Q.   Colonel  H.  Vincent  \  A,  Mr, 

Woodall  April  12,  188 
*rrttde  Uni4mM—MeM*r»,  Berry  *f  Si*n*,  Qi<. 

Mr.  Fen  wick  ;   As.  Mr.  Campbell-Ban* 

nerman  April  lU,  9 

Ctmrt*  Martitilf  References  to^  in  Debate  on 
the  Army  (^Annu^d)  Bill,  April  16,  573 

Di^rharged  and  }tt*erre  Sttldirrt^  Employ* 
ment  /iir,  Q.  Sir  J.  Wbitcbead  ;  A.  Mr.  A. 
iioT\eySept  17,  636;  Qs,  Mr.  Hanbury, 
Major  Rasch  ;  As.  Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man  April  23,  1098 

Ej^timiHeiti{^H4.  Q.  Mr.  Sexton  ;  A.  Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerm  an  April  30,  1686 

Eacforie^ 
Ettfield  and  Sparkhrtwkt  Qs.  Mr.  Weir,  Mr. 

T.  M.  Realy  ;  A».  Mr.  Woot^all  April  12 

209  ;  Qs.  Ca'ptain  Bowles,  Mr.  .1.  Howard; 

As.  Mr.  W<XHlall  April  24,  1218 
Enfield,  Sla^^kfU'JiM  pf  Wurk  in^  Q,  Captain 

Bowles ;  A.  Mr.  Woodall  April  16,  457 
Enfield — Workmen'*   Mrrting*  to  Diseust 

I^trtory  AJfairt,  Q.  Mr   K.  Hardie ;  A. 

Mr.    Campbeli-Fanneruian     Ajrrd    26, 

1444 
Snperantinatidm  Aet^^ame4  Martht  Copy 

prea.  April  19,  956 

Foreign  Giyvernmrntn^—Prenvntu  of  Sj^rimens 
of  hee'Metford  Rijte*  und  (\n*ditr  Ammu- 
nitioH,  Q.  Mr.  Tomlinson ;  A.  Mr, 
Campbell-Bannerman  AprU  26,  1413 

India 

Contagious  Diseases,  Q.  Mr.  Jeffreys  ;  A. 

Mr.  Campbell-BannermKn  J  wr/TSO,  983  ; 

Q.  Sir  R.  Temple ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler 

April  23,  1082 
Imprisonment  (f  Saldirrt,  Referenoes  to,^  In 

Debate    on    the    Army  (^Annual}  BiU^ 

AprU  16»662,  kc. 
Military  E^rpenditurfi,  Q.  Sir  B.  Macfar- 

lAne ;  A.  Mr,  H,  H,  Fowler  April  19, 

SfiO 
OJHesri*  Pay,  Q.  Mr.  Naoroji ;  A.  Mr,  H. 

H.  Fowler  April  20,  970 

It^tasion,  preparations  aaainst,  Qs.  Colonel 
H,  Vincent,  Mr.  Aruold-Forster ;  As.  Mr, 
Campbell'Bannerman  April  16,  463 

Ireland 
I       Antrim  Castle  Beer  Park^Camping  Ete* 
I  ervise,  Q.  Mr.  M'CarLan  ;  A.  Mc,  C^sssir 
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Ireland— cont, 

BelfattDUtu  rbanees-^Bnd  BattaXi4m  Dorset 
lUgiment,  Qs.  Mr.  Wolff,  Mr.  M*Gartan; 
As.  Mr.  Campbell-BannermaD  April  12, 
215 ;  Q.  Mr.  Wingfield-Digby ;  A.  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  April  27, 1587 

CamacMsa^  Monaghan  Militui  Camp  at, 
Q.  Mr.  O'Driscoll ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman  April  26, 1410 

Corcoran,  Peter,  Case  of,  Q.  Mr.  Bodkin  ; 
A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  April  12, 
214 

Curragh  Camp — KQXaloe  Slates,  Q.  Mr. 
P.  J.  O'Brien  ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man April  26,  1436 

Examinations,  Q.  Mr.  Sexton ;  A.  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  April  30,  1686 

InniskUling  FusUiers  —  Quartermaster, 
Q.  Mr.  Dane ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man AprU  26,  1420 

Licenced  Houses  in  Buttevant,  Qs.  Mr. 
Flynn,  Mr.  Webster ;  As.  Mr.  Woodall 
April  13,  841 

Londonderry  Barracks,  Q.  Mr.  Ross ;  A. 
Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  April  12, 184 

Officers  at  Race  Meetings,  Q.  Mr.  P.  Smith  ; 
A.Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  April  20, 
978 
Judge- Advocate' OcneraX,  Beferences  to,    in 

Debate    on    the     Army    (^Annual)  Bill, 

April  16,  554,  &c. 
liaplin  Sands,  Gun  Practice  Over,  Q.  Major 

Kasch ;    A.    Mr.     Campbell  -  Bannerman 

April  19,  836 
MUitia,  Copy  pres.  AprU  16,  592 
Mohilimtion     of     Equipment     and     Store 

Depots,   Q.  Mr.  Amold-Forster ;  A.   Mr. 

Campbell-Bannerman  April  23,  1083 

Pensions 

Crimean  nnd  Indian   Mutiny  Veterans — 

Peter  Corcoran,  Qs.   Mr.   Bodkin ;    As. 

Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  April  12,  21 4 
Discharged    Soldiers,    Grievances   of,    Q. 

Colonel    Lookwood ;    A.    Mr.   Woodall 

AprU  13,  335 
Payment  of,  Qs.  Mr.  Bartley,  Mr.  J.  Bums  ; 

As.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  April  10, 

12 

nations  —  Flour  —  Home  Produce,  Qs.  Mr. 

W.  Field  ;    As.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 

April  12,  211 
Bcserve,  Copy  pres.  April  16,  592 
Rifles,  Martini,    Qs.    Mr.  Weir ;    As.    Mr. 

Woodall  April  12,  208 
Soldiers  on    Irish   Mail    Boats,   Q.   Major 

Rasch  ;  A.  Mr.  Burt  AprU  26, 1436 
Volunteer     Acts,     Select     Com.      ordered 

AprU  23,  1203 

Volwnteers 
Decoration,  Q.  Mr.  Birkmyre ;  A.  Mr. 
Campbell  -  Bannerman  AprU  10,  10  ; 
Q.  Viscount  Wolmer ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman  AprU  12, 183  ;  Q.  Mr.  Han- 
bury  ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 
April  112,  216  ;  Q.  Mr.  Paul ;  A.  Mr. 
CaxDpbeil-Bazmennan  .ipHiaO,\672 


ARMY—wni. 

VolunteerS'-''<xmt, 
Gun  Licences,  Q.  Mr.  Wingfleki-Diglqr ;  A. 
Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  27, 1587 

Waltham  Abbey  Powder  Factory  Eaplosi^nt 
Qs.Mr.  Hanbury,  Colonel  Lockwood;  Ai. 
Mr.  Woodall  AprU  13,  388 

Woolunch  Arsenal  Machinery— Blocked  by 
WhUebait,  Q.  Mr.  Benn ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman  AprU  26, 1409 

Army  (Annual)  Bill 

c.  Com. ;  Read  8®,  and  passed  AprU  16,  554 
I.  Read  1*  AprU  17, 698 

Read  2*  and  3»,  and  passed  AprU  19,  816 

Royal  Assent  AprU  23, 1069 

Arnold-Forstsr,  Mr.  H.  0.,  Belfast^ 
W. 

Army  (Annual)  BiU,  Com.,  660,  661,  581 
Cork  Street  Preacher— Mr.  WiUiamB,  1414 
Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  Res.,  980 
Invasion,  Preparations  Against,  468 
Mobilisation  of  Equipment  and  Store  Dep6tt 

1083 
Navy  Estimates— Shipbuilding,  Repairs,  and 

Maintenance — Personnel,  51 

Ashbourne,  Lord 
Ireland— Agrarian  Crime,  1563, 1567 
Law  Library,  Four  Courts  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R., 

1211 
Limitation  of  Actions  Bill,  2R.,  445 
Trustee  Act,  1893,  Amendment  Bill,  2R.,  448 

Ashmead-Bartlett,  Sir  E.,  Sheffieldy 
Ecclesall 
Africa— Unyoro,  King  of,  Campaign  against, 

338 
Gibraltar— New  Dock,  218 

Navy  Estimates 

Gibraltar  Dock,  293,  301 
Shipbuilding,  Repairs,  and  Maintenances- 
Personnel,  76,  81,  84 
Works,  Buildings,  and  Repairs,  292,  801 

Parliamentary  Voters  in  Scotland   and  Ire- 
land, 1688 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  691 
Ways   and    Means  —  Financial    Statement, 
Com.,  1192, 1193 

ASQUITH,RightHon.  H.  H.  (Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment), Fife,  E, 

Assizes  Relief  Act,  1090 

Beirs  Match  Factory  Strike— Prosecution  of 
Ellen  Conway,  467,  468 

Children,  Imprisonment  of,  1099 

Established  Church  (\Vales)  Bill— Motion 
for  Leave,  1455,  1462,  1482,  1491,  1496, 
1587, 1541 
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ASQUITH,  Right  Hon.  H.  U.^eont. 

Factories  and  Workahope   Bill— Motion  for 

Leave,  1688 
Horses,  Cruelty  to,  in  the  Metropolis,  16 
Ipswich  Burial  Board,  16 
London  District  Surveyors,  1673 
Magistrates 

Appointments,  12,  208,  1665 

Buckell,  Mr.  Robert,  189, 190 

Harewood  End  Magistrates'  Clerk,  188 

Wynn,  Sir  Watkin  W.,  1673 
Metropolitan  Police  Uniforms,  187 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  2R^  1376, 1379 
Mining  Royalties  and  Wayleaves,  216 
Petroleum  Acts— Clerken  well  Fire,  973 
Prisons 

Accommodation  in  the  Metropolis — Inquiry, 
&c.,  853,  1100 

Labour— Sack- Making,  14 

Lady  Visitors,  632 
Tithe  Rent-Charge,  1687 
Wales 

Cathedral    Churches,     Subscriptions     for 
Restoring,  &c,  1669 

Drunken  Publicans,  Prosecution  of,  9 

Newcastle-Emlyn    County    Court    Bailiff, 
Assault  on,  1076 

Assizes  Relief  Act  (aee  under  title  Law, 

Atherley -Jones,  Mr.    L.,    Durham, 

N.W. 

Mines  Royalties  and  Easements  Bill,  Intro., 
1688 

Attorney  General — Sir  C.  Russell 

Austin,  Mr.  M.,  Limerick,  W. 

Birkenhead    Guardians   and    the     National 
Dock  Labourers'  Union,  1102 

Ireland 
Barbed  Wire  Fences,  1421 
Labourers'  Cottages — Newcastle  West,  24 
Limerick  —  Emergency     Man,     Alleged 
Shooting  by,  329,  330,  331 

Baden-Powell,     Sir    G.,     Liverpool, 
Kirkdale 
Bechuanaland  Disturbances,  1097 
Behring  Sea  Award  Act,  1449 
British  Columbia  Sealers,  219,  460 
British    East   Africa     Company — Financial 

Arrangements,  1079 
Budget  Proposals— New  Estate  Duty,  990 
Death  Duties  in  the  Colonies,  1687 
Desertions  from  British  Ships,  982 
Manning,  Committee  on,  466 
Merehant  Shipping  Bill,  2R.,  107 
Naval  Kstablisbments — Expenditure,  465 
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Badsn-Powsll,  Sir  G. — cent. 
Navy     Estimates  —  Shipbuilding,    Repairs, 

Maintenance,  &c. — Personnel,  286 
Newfoundland  Ministerial  Crisis,  468 
Samoan  Islands,  1220,  1434 
Uganda  Affairs,  982, 1104 


Balfour,    Jahez    Spencer — Extradition 

of 

Q.  Mr.  Yerburgh ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  AprU  19, 
847 

Balfour,  Lord 
County  Councils  Association  (Scotland)  Ex- 
penses Bill,  2R.,  1069 

Balfour,    Mr.  G.  W.,  Leeds,  Central 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  2R^  1359,  1361, 
1365 

Balfour,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.,  Manchester^ 
E. 

Business  of  the  House,  812,  1454 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act 

(1887)  Repeal  Bill,  2R.,  806 
Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  for 

Leave,  1482, 1702,  1713 
Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  Res.,  876, 

876,  877,  883,  884 
Irish  Land  Act  Select  Committee,  308,  809, 

312,  589 
Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,   Motion 

for  Leave.  1630,  1634, 1635 
Navy  Estimates,  289 

Shipbuilding,  Repairs,  and  Maintenance — 
Personnel,  68,  68 
Perioti  of  Qualification  and   Elections   Bill, 

Res.,  379 
Saxe-Coburg,  Duke  of  (Annuity),  Res.,  1060, 

1061 
Sittings  and  Adjournments  of  the  House — 

Twelve  o*Clock  Rule,  Suspension  of,  637 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Rtjs.,  668, 

679,  685,  998,  1015,  1029, 1600, 1601,  1604 
Tithe  Rent-Charge,  1687 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  Com., 

1121,1150,  1223 

BALFOUR,  Right  Hon.  J.  B.  (Lord 

Advocate),  Clackmannan,  Sfc. 

Scotland 
Arran  Foreshore— Case  of   T.  Anderson, 

Fisherman,  10 
Cess  and  Stent  Taxes,  25,  1214 
Employers'  Liability,  853 
Gaelic    Language — Sheriff  Sabstitate  for 

Sutherlandshire,  610 
Glasgow  Art  Exhibition,  986 
Glasgow—"  Escaped    Nun  "  Prosecution, 

1669 
/     Glasgow  Licensing  Question,  1217 
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Balfoub,  Bight  Hon.  J.  B^^^ont, 
Scotland — eonU 
Moray  Firth  Fishermen  and  Water  Bailiffs, 

612 
Procurator  Fiscal,  Lewis,  613 
Service  Franchise,  841 

Wemyss,  &c.,  Water  Provisional  Order  Bill, 
Intro.,  424 

Ballantine,  Mr.  W.  H.  W.,  Coventry 

Nottingham  Execution,  335 

Bamburt,  Mr.  F.  G.,  Camberwellj  Peek" 
ham 

Building  SocieUes  Bill,  2R.,  1549 
Ways   and    Means  —  Financial    Statement, 
1187 


Bangor,  Bishop  of 

Endowed  Schools  Act,  1869,  and  Amending 
Acts,  and  Welsh  Intermediate  Education 
Act,  1889  (Scheme  for  the  County  of 
Anglesey),  Res.,  693,  597 

Barker   ^    Co*8.  Failure  (see    Trade^ 
Board  of) 

Barlow,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Somerset^  Frome 

Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  for 
Leave,  1515 

Bamet  Local  Board  Distriei 

Q.  Mr.  V.  Gibbs;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevrc 
AprU  26, 1425 
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Bartlby,  Mr.^G.  C.  T.-^ant. 

^Sstablished  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  220 

Evening  School  Code,  1223 

Finance  Bill,  1682 

Government  Contracts— Board  of  Trade  Pub- 
lications,  977 

Indian  Railway  Companies  Bill,  Motion  for 
Leave,  1066 

Ireland— Disturbances  in  the  Gweedore  Dis- 
trict, 19 

Ladies*  Gallery,  1449 

Liquor  Traffic  (Local  Veto)  Bill,  1225 

New  Admiralty  Buildings,  194 

Period  of  Qualification  andii  Elections  Bill, 
Res.,  893 

Secondary    Education— Royal    Commission, 
200 
.  Ways  and  Means  —  Financial     Statement, 
Com.,  1164, 1156, 1188, 1198 


Barracks  (see  under  Army) 

Barrow,  Mr.  R.  V.,  Southwarkf  Ber- 

mondsey 

Franchise  (England  and  Wales)  Bill,  Intro.. 
426 

Barrt,  Mr.  A.  H.  Smith-,  HuntSy  S. 
Irish  Land  Acts  —  Select  Committee,  Res., 

397 
Land  Tenure  (IreUnd)  Bill,  2R.,  146, 147 

Barrt,  Mr.  E.,  Cork  Co.,  S. 
Ireland 
Cork,  West,  Post  Office,  11 
Labourers*  Act,  Expenses  under,  1662 
Labourers*  Cottages,  Clonakilty,  633 

Bartlet,  Mr.  G.  C.  T.,  Islington^  N. 

Army — Pensioners,  Payment  of,  12,  13 

Barker  &  Company's  Failnxe,  335 

Bnckell,  Mr.  Robert,  190 

Budget  Proposals— Estate  Duty,  1682 

Basfneas  of  the  House,  1384 
Osb  Stands  in  the  Metropolis,  1419 
Conciliation  (Trade  Disputes)  Bill,  2^,  U0\ 

^cont 


Barton,  Mr.D.  P.,  Armagh,  Mid. 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act 
(1887)  Repeal  Bill,  2R.,  768,  759,  760,  763, 
764 
Gweedore  District  Disturbances,  18 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  1189 

Batley,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Camberwell,  N. 
Metropolitan  Police  Uniforms,  187 

Bayley,  Mr.  T.,  Derbyshire,    Chester' 
field 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  2R.,  1348 
Training  Colleges,  1583 


Beach,  Right  Hod.  Sir  M.  H.,  Bristol^ 
W. 

Budget  Proposals— Estate  Duty,  857.  988 
Conciliation  (Trade  Disputes)  Bill,  2R.,  1324 
Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill-— Motion  for 

Leave,  1484,  1489,  1491,  1496, 1694, 1780, 

1768,  1771,  1775 
Marking  of  Foreign  Meat,  26 
Parochial  Electors  (Registration  Acceleration) 

Bill,  2R.,  1779, 1780 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  Com., 

544,  545,  548,  652,  1113,  1117, 1118, 1129, 

1186,  1257,  1268,  1271,    1272,  1274,  1275, 

1316 


Beaconsfield^s,  Lord,    Statue — Alleged 
Decoration  of  by  the  Board  of  Works 

Q.  Mr.  Cremer ;  A.  Mr.  H.  Gladstone  AprU  20, 
980 

Behring  Sea  Award  Act 

^ViC^.Bsden-Powell,  Mr.  O.  Bowles;  Ab» 
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Behring  Sea  Award  BiU 

LRcHii  I-  Ajjril  10.  3 
Com,  J    Standing  Com.  negativeil  April  16» 

Amendts,    reported  j    Eead    3%  and  passed 

April  17,«07 
<*.  Loitlf}  Amendts*  oon*.  an4  niTreed  t^t  vlori^  1 7; 

741 
/,  Royal  Assent  AprU  23, 10(J9 

Bekriuff  Sea  Award  Bill 

Canada,  Q,  Mr.  O.  Bowlea  ;  A,  Mr,  S.  Buxton 
>liwti  12,212;  Qb.  Mr,  Han  bury,  Mr,  G. 
Bo^rles  ;  Ab.  Mr.  R  Buxton  April  12,216  ; 
Q,  8ir  G.  Biiden-Powcll ;  A.  Mr.  8,  Buxton 
April  12,  219  J  Qb.  Sir  G.  BmJen-Powell, 
Mr.  G.  Bowlea;  Am.  Mr.  8.  Buxton 
April  16,  460 

Bexx,   Mr.     J,    W^    Towner    Hamlets^ 
St,  George's 

Oresham  University  Commi^Bion,  1575 
Labour  CoraraJsaion,  Coet  of,  1670 
Railway  Fares,  851 

Woolwich  Arsenal  Machinery  and  the 
Thames  Whitebait,  H08 

Bentistck,  Mr.  W.  6,  C»,  Petiryn  and 
Falmouth 

Warren  Hastings  [eland^LoBS  of  the 
^'  Blair  Atholc/'  852 

Bet  HELL,    Commauder  G.     R.,     York^ 
£M,y  Hoi  denies  9 
Navy  Estimates 

Gibraltar  Docks,  302 
Shipbuilding,  Repairs,  kc,  46,  Gf,  101 
Works,  Buildings,  and  Repairs,  302 
Swine  Fever  Regulation i,  S40 

Bettermeni —  Town  Improvemenis 

Motion    for    Select   Com.  (Earl  of  Morley) 

^pWllfi,  446 
Com.  nomituited  April  23,  1072 
Additions  to  Cora,  April  24,  1212  ;  AprU  37, 

1576 

Bill,  Mn  C,  Staffordshire^  Leek 

Allotment* — Returas,  207 

BiHKM YBE,  Mr,  W.,  Ai/r^  ^. 

Arran  Foreshore —Fishermen  Huts,  10 
Mnaeel  Scalps  (Scotland)  Bill,  Intro,,  748 
Voltmteer  liecoration,  10 

Birmingham  Public  Records 
Copy  pres.  AprU  16,  592 

BiRREix,  Mr.  A.,  Fife,   W, 
Mlnet  (Kight  Hours)  Bill,  2R.,  1353 


I 


Board  of  Agriculture  (see  jigricuUure) 

Board  of  Trade  (see  Trade) 

Board  of  Works — Decoration  oj  Lord 
Beaconsfleld's  Statue 

Q.    Mr.     Cremer;     A.    Mr.    H.     Gladstone 
AprU  20.  980 

Bodkin,  Mr.  M.  M.,  Roscommon^  N. 

Ireland 
Difipeneary  Committees,  186 
Dublin  Law  Courts^ — Press  Accommodation, 

459 
Evictions  on  Loid  Dillon's  Estate,  1088 
Killarney  Unioni  Financial  Condition  of, 

1092 
Knight  of  Kerry  and  the  Poor  Bate,  14^3 
Lewis  Estate— Extra  Police  Charges,  1579 
Orange  DIetttrbances  in  County  Antrim,  851 
Stroke«town  antl  El  phi  a  Postal  Arrange* 

mentB,  1077 
Law  Library,  Four  Courts    (Ireland)    BilU 
Com.,  mi 

BoLTOK,  Mr.  T.  H.,  St,  Pancras,  N. 

Ways   and    Mean^  —  Financial    Statement^ 
Com.,  1292 

BoscAWE!^,   Mr.  A.  S*  T.   Ghikfith> 
Kent^  Tunhridge 

Established  Chorch  (Wales)  Bill— Motion  for 

Leave,  1624,  1627 
Newcastle  -  Emiyn    County     Court    BallifF, 

Assault  on,  1076 

BouLNOis,  Mr.  E,j  Marglebone^  E, 

Advertisement  Regulation  Bill,  Intro.,  Ill 
DockyarfjH,  Foreign  Officers'  Visits  to,  1450 
Southwarkand  Vauxhall  Water  Bin,2B.,  IIS 

BowLEft,    Captain    H,    F.,    Middlesex^ 
Enfield 

Enfield  and  Sparkbiook  Factories,  467,  1218 

BowLESi  Mr,  T.  G,,  Lgnn  Regis 

Army  (Annual)  Bill,  Cbm.,  566,  659,  666,  672,. 

675,  677,  57B 
Behring  Sea  Award  Act,  1450 
Behring   8ea   Award  BiU  and  Canada,  21% 

213,  217,460 
Civil  Service  Sick  Leave,  980 
Crimean  and  Indian  Mutfny  Veterans — Peter 

Ooreoran,  214,  215 
Deed  Stamping,  1216 
House  of  I^rds  Officials,  1223 
•*  Labour  Gasette,'*  977 
Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  2R.,  107 
Navy— Public  Press  Regulations,  213,  214 
Stationery  Office  Publications,  Return,  866 
Ways    and    Means  —  Financial    Statement, 


m 


Boy] 
Boycotting  (see  uoder  Ibeland) 


{INDEX} 

Fo2.23. 


[Byl 


Brazilian  Civil   War — Loss  of  British 
Officer 
Q.  Mr.  W.  Whitelaw ;  A.  Mr.  B.  Robertson 
AprU  12,  221 


Brentwood — Hackney  Union  School 

Alleged  Cruelty  at^  Q.  Sir  C.  Cameron; 
Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  AprU  25, 1415 


British  Columbia 

Sealers,  Q.  Sir  Q.  Baden-Powell;  A.  Mr.  S. 
Buxton  AprU  12,  219  ;  Qs.  Sir  G.  Baden- 
Powell,  Mr.  O.  Bowles ;  As.  Mr.  S.  Buxton 
AprU  16,  460 

British  East  Africa  Company  (see  under 
Africa) 

British  Museum 

Indian    Official    Publications,    Q.    Mr.    H- 
Plunkett ;  A.  B^r.  H.  H.  Fowler  AprU  10, 
.      16 

Brodrick,  Hon.  W.  St.  John,  Surrey 
Guildford 

Army  (Annual)  Bill,  Com.,  560,  569,  588 
Barracks,  Expenditure  on,  1448 
.     Budget  Proposals— Estate  Duty,  1451, 1452. 
Irish  Land  Acts— Select  Com.,  108,  110 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.,  188,  140, 

141,  142,  152,  154 
Ways   and    Means  —  Financial    Statement* 

Com.,  516,  1109,  1114 

BRYCE,    Right      Hon.     J.     (Chan- 
cellor of   the  Duchy  of  Lancaster), 
Aberdeen,  S. 
Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  for 
Leave,  1769,  1771, 1774, 1775 

Buchanan,  Mr.  T.  R.,  Aberdeenshire^  E. 
Crofters'  Act  (1886),  Res.,  1647 
Fishery     Board    (Scotland)    Extension   of 
Powers  Bill,  Intro.,  811 

BucKNiLL,  Mr.  T.  T.,   Surrey y  Epsom 

Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  for 
Leave,  1509,  1510, 1611 

Budget  (see  under  Ways  and  Means) 
Building  Societies  Bill 

e.  Bead  2»  AprU  26, 1549 

Bnilding  Societies  (So.  2)  Bill 
A  iDtro.,  Mr.  H.  Gladstone ;  Read  I**  AprU  12, 
907 

Bead  2*  AprU  24,  lS2b 


Burial  Boards 
Q.  Mr.  C.  Williams ;    A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevie 

April  26, 1442 
Ipswich,  Qs.  Mr.  Everett,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis ;  As. 

Mr.  Asquith  AprU  10, 14 

Burns,  Mr.  John,  Batiersea 
Army  Pensions,  Payment  of,  13 
Horses,  Led,  625 
Railway  PlateUyers,  Accidents  to,  629,  630 

BURT,  Mr.  T.  (Secretary  to  the  Board 

of  Trade),  Morpeth 
"  Bannockbum  "—Alleged  Manslaughter  of  a 

Seaman,  1425 
Conciliation  (Trade  Disputes)  Bill,  2R.,  1323 
»'  Countess  of  Aberdeen,"  Loss  of  the,  1424 
Destruction  of  Wrecks,  1213 
Dock  Labourers,  Unemployed,  1408 
Ireland — Drumshanbo  Stationmaster,  1441 
Marine  Inquiries  by  the  Board  of    Trade, 

1416 
Patent  Office  Fees»  1427 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  2R.,  1202 

Railways 
Bettisfield  Collision,  1443 
Platelayers,  Accidents  to,  1441 
Soldiers  on  Irish  Mail  Boats,  1436 

Butcher,  Mr.  J.  G.,  York 

Licence  Transfers  in  Ireland — Case  of  Mr. 

Deeney,  1104 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  1318 

BUXTON,  Mr.  S.  C.  (Under  Secretary 
of  State  for   the   Colonies),    Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar 
Africa 

Bechuanaland  Disturbances,  1097^ 

Bechuanaland  Protectorate,  186 

Fort  Victoria  Inquiry,  625 

Matabele    War — Lobengula*s    Messengers 

622 
Matabeleland  Settlement,  626,  627 
Swaziland  Affairs,  863, 1428 

Canada  and  the  Behring  Sea  Award  BilL  213> 

217,  219,  460 
Canadian  Tea  Duties,  184,  455,  837,  1094 
Ceylon — Opium  Question,  1220 
Maltese  Marriage  Laws,  1435 
Newfoundland— Ministerial   Crisis,  468, 1105 
St.  Lucia  and  the  McKinley  Tariff,  1409 
Samoan  Islands,  1434 
Tobago  Island  and  Trinidad,  1409 


I 


Byles,  Mr.  W.  P.,  York,  W.R.,  Shipley 

Building  Societies  Bill,  2R.,  1549 
D\Baxmament  Policy,  980 
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Btrnb,  Mr.  E.   W.,  Essex,  fValtham- 
stow 
Ways    and    Means  —  Financial    Statement, 
Com.,  542 

Cab  Drivers,  Prosecutions  against 
Qs.  Mr.  Longh,  Mr.    Hartley;    As.   Mr.  G. 
Russell  April  26,  1419 

Caine,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Bradford,  E. 
India 

Fulta  Shooting  Case,  205 

Newspaper  Postage,  204,  205 

Police   Force— Assistant  Superintendents, 

203 
Sessions  Judges,  Sentences  of,  202 
Ifarriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister,  340 

Caldwell,  Mr.  3,,- Lanark,  Mid 

Naval  Contracts— Trade  Union  Wages,  616 
Scotland — Employers'  Liability,  854 

Camerox,  Sir  C,  Glasgow,  College 
Church  of  Scotland  Bill,  Intro.,  1327 
'"Costa  Rica  Packet,"  198, 199 
Marine  Inquiries  by  the  Board    of  Trade, 

1416 
Scotland -School  Books,  1081 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1023, 
1697 

Campbell,   Mr.   J.  A.,    Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Universities 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),   Res.,  699, 
.     1599 

CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN,  Right 
Hon.  H.  (Secretary  of  State  for 
War),  Stirling,  SfC. 
Army  (Annual)  Bill,  Com.,  555,  558,  559, 562, 
664,  565,  566,  567,  568,  571,  572,  574,  577, 
578,  680,  581,  582 

Barracks 
Expenditure,  1448 
Raglan^Sewage  Outfall,  191 

Bomness  of  the  House,  292 

Contagions  Diseases  among  the  Troops, 
tf84 

(>mtraet8  and  Trade  Union  Wages— Messrs. 
Berry  and  Sons,  9 

Discharged  and  Reserve  Soldiers,  Employ- 
ment for,  1098 

Bnfield  Factory— Workmen's  Meeting  to  Dis- 
COM  Factory  Aflblrs,  1444 

Kiamlnationa,  1686 

Foreign  Qoremments,  Presents  to — Specimens 
of  Lee-Metford  Rifles  and  Cordite  Ammu- 
nition, 1413 

IimMtoo^  PiepamUona  against,  463,  464 

[eont. 


28. 

Campbell-Bannsbmjln,  Right  Hon.H.— row*. 

Ireland 

Antiim  Castle  Deer  Park— Camp  of  Bxer- 
cifie,  846 

Belfast  Disturbances— 2nd  Battalion  Dorset 
Regiment,  216,  217, 1587 

Carnacassa,  Monaghan   Militia  Camp    at, 
1410 

Corcoran,  Peter,  Case  of,  215 

Curragh  Camp  and  Killaloe  Slates,  1436 

Inniskilling     Fusiliers  —  Quartermaster, 
1420 

Londonderry  Barracks,  184 

Officers  at  Race  Meetings,  978 
Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Motion 

for  Leave,  1634,  1635 
Maplin  Sands,  Gun  Practice  Oyer,  836 
Mobilisation  of  Equipment  and  Store  Depdts, 

1084 
Pensioners,  Payment  of,  12, 13 
Rations— Flour— Home  Produce,  211 
Scotland  —  Caithness    Volunteer    Artillery 

Corps,  1684 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  678, 

674,  679,  686,  719.  720,  1032, 1603,  1608. 

1612 
Volunteer  Decoration,  10, 188,  216, 1672 
Woolwich  Arsenal  Machinery  and  the  Thames 

Whitebait,  1409 

Canada 

Behring  Sea  Arbitration  BUI,  Qs.  Mr.  G^ 
Bowles;  As.  Mr.  S.  Buxton  April  12,  212; 
Qs.  Mr.  Hanbury,  Mr.  G.  Bowles ;  As.  Mr.S. 
Buxton  April  12,  216 ;  Q.  Sir  G.  Ba^Ien- 
Powell ;  A.  Mr.  S.  Buxton  April  12,  219  ; 
Qs.  Sir  G.  Ba.len- Powell,  Mr.  G.  Bowles ; 
As.  Mr.  S.  Buxton  AprU  16,  460 

British  Tariff '- Prisim* Made  Good*,  Q. 
Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella 
April  20,  975 

Cattle,  Importation  of,  Qs.  Dr.  Farquharson, 
Mr.  Crombie,  Mr.  Arch,  Mr.  Maguire, 
Colonel  Waring,  Mr.  S.  Hill,  Mr.  ChapUn, 
Mr.  Jeffreys,  Mr.  W.  Whitelaw  ;  As.  Mr. 
H.  Gardner  AprU  23,  1084 

Copyright  WorkM,  British^Beyalties  on,  Q. 
Mr.  Stuart  -  Wortley ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella 
AprU  19,  839 

Tea  Duties,  Q.  Mr.  Howard  ;  A.  Mr.  S. 
Buxton  AprU  12,  183 ;  Qs.  Mr.  Howard, 
Sir  R.  Hanson  ;  As.  Mr.  S.  Buxton  AprU  16, 
455  ;  Q.  Mr.  Howard ;  A.  Mr.  S.  Buxton 
AprU  19,  836 ;  Qs.  Mr.  Howanl,  Sir  R. 
Hanson  ;  As.  Mr.  S.  Buxton  AprU  23, 1094 

Canal  Bates  and  Tolls 
Q.    Mr.    Wilson-Todd;    A.     Mr.    Mundella 
AprU  10,  18 ;  Q.  Mr.  Wrightson ;  A.  Mr. 
MundelU  AprU  10,  20 ;  Qs.  Sir.  J.  White- 
head  ;  As.  Mr.  Mundella  AprU  17, 635 

Canal  Bates,  Tolls,  and  Charges  Pro- 
Yisional  Order  (Ho.  2)  CBridgewater, 
&c»  Canals)  BilL 
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Canal  Tolls  and  Charges  Provisional 
Order  (No.  1)  (Canals  of  Great 
ITorihem  and  other  Railway  Com- 
panies) Bill 

e.  Intro.,  Mr.  Burt ;  Read  1®  AprU  20, 1067 

CANTERBURY)  Archbisliop  of 
Endowed  Schools  Act,  1869,  and  Amending 
Acts  and  Welsh  Intermediate  Education 
Act,  1889  (Scheme  for  the  County  of  Flint), 
Be8.,602 

Carbolic  Acid,  Deaths  from 
Q.  Mr.  Macdona ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  AprU  20, 
968 


Carlisle,  Earl  of 

?U( 
0 


Antique  Casts  at  South  Kensington  Museumt 
167r 


Carmarthen,  Marquess   of,    Lambeth^ 
Brixton 

Conciliation  CTrade  Disputes)  Bill,  2B.,  944 
House  of  Commons  Accommodation,  Select 

Com.,  1067 
Places  of  Worship  (Sites)  BU),  2R.,  Ill 

Carson,  Mr.  E.,  Dublin  University 

Budget  Proposals— Estate  Duty,  1680 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act 

(1887)  Repeal  BUI,  2R.,  788,  792,  794 
Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  Rck,  920,922 

Ireland 

Cork— Outdoor  Preaching  Disturbances,  628 

Fisheries,  South  Coast,  616 

Licensing  Questions  and  Magistrates,  1105 

Small  Holdings,  Res.,  404,  409,  412,  413 
Solicitors  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,  426 

Caryill,  Mr.  P.  G.  H.,  Newry 

Hammersmith,  Board  School  for,  1415 

Cattle  (see   under  AgriculturCy  Board 
of) 

Cetlon 

Opium  Question,  Q.  Mr.  S.  Smith  ;  A.  Mr. 
S.  Buxton  AprU  24,  1219 

Chamberlain,  Right  Hod.  J.,  Birming- 
ham, W. 

German  Prison-Made  Goods,  1079 
Standing  Committee   (ScotUmd),  Res.,  721, 

999,  1008, 1009, 1010, 1011, 1012, 1028, 1605 
Uganda— Sir  G.  Portal's  Report,  &c.,  222, 

223,1095 

CBANNiifOj  Mr.  F.  A.,  Northampton^  E. 
Amui  Islands,  Destitution  in,  BS4, 1440 
JBaiJirajB^Hatelayers,  AocidcnU  to,  1441 


Chaplin,  Right  Hon.  H.,  Lincolnshire^ 

Sleaford 
Agricultural  Depression,  Res.,  359,  362,  368 
Budget    Proposals   and  Agricultural    Land, 

1228 
Canadian  Cattle  Importation,  1087 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  C^m., 

1230,  1232. 1279 

Charing  Cross,  Enston,  and  Hampstead 
Railway  Bill 

0,  Bead  2*  AprU  11, 113 

Charitable  Trusts  Aets  Amendment  Bill 

1.  Read  2*  AprU  26,  1403 

Com. ;  Reported ;  Re-com.  to  Standing  Com. 
AprU  30, 1658 

Charity    Commissioners 

Binder  Charity  Lands,  Q.  Mr.  C.  Hohhouse; 

A.  Mr.  Acland  AjprU  12, 186 
Select  Com.  nominated  AprU  10, 112 

Chesterfield^  Earl  of 
Pistols  BiU,  2R.,  960 

Children,   Imprisonment  of  (see  under 
title  Law,  Sfc,) 

Churchill,  Right  Hod.  Lord  R.,  Pad* 

dingUm,  S. 
Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  Intro.,  869 
Irish  Church  Surplus  Funds,  Bietum,  1094 
Ladies'  Gallery,  1448 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  2R.,  1361,  1364, 

1365,  1369 
Period  of  Qualification  and  Elections  Bill* 

Intro.,  373,  374 
Saxe-Cohurg,  Duke  of  (Annuity),  Res.,  1046, 

1049, 1050,  1051, 1053 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Com., 

1111 


Chureh  of  Seotland  Bill 

0.  Intro.,  Sir  C.  Cameron; 
1327 


Read  1*  AprU  24, 


Civil  Service 

Colonial  and  Indian  Offices  —  Assistant 
Clerks,  Q.  Mr.  Maodonald ;  A.  Sir  J.  T. 
Hihbert  AprU  12, 193 

Colonial  Office  Copyists,  Q.  Mr.  Maodonald  ; 
A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  24, 1225 

Science  and  Art  Department  WrUers,  Q.  Mr. 
Saunders  ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  AprU  30, 1680 

Second  Ditision  Clerks,  Qs.  Mr.  Maodonald ; 
As.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  AvrU  12,  192; 
April  19,  847 

Sick  Leaw,  Q.  Mr.  Maodonald ;  A.  Sir  J.  T. 
Hibbert  AprU  12,  192 ;  Qs.  Mr.  J.  Row- 
lands, Mr.  G.  Bowles ;  As.  Sir  J.  T.  Hib- 
\«t\,  April  20, 979 
SuperaniKMraUo^  C^\rs   ^\^<a^   vckil  ^ji^. 
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I  Citil  Sertice — cont, 

f!upfraHiiUtiikm  Act,  1S84  (Suh'PostmaMtvr 

Little  Sutton  Chftter)^  Copy  pres.  April  18, 

811 
Tremnry,  Syrrendtrs  to,  Q,   Mr,  Forwood  ; 

A.  Sir  W,  Harcuurt  April  17.  634 
IVofkim;    Jfours   in,  Pttblit    O^ve^t,  Q.    Mr, 

W.  Field;  A.   Sir  J.   T.  Hibbert  April  16, 

i66 
Writvi*t  and  Ahtdractuvx,  Q.  Mr.  Fisber ;  A. 

8ii    J.  T.  Hibbert  April  13,  312;  Q.  Mr. 

A.   GibbB  ;    A.  Sir  J.  T,  Hibbert  April  26, 

H2d 

*CLANCr,  Mr.  J.  J,,  Dublin  Co.^  N. 

Ireland 
Boflrrl  of  Irish  Lights  and  the  Briggs  Reef 

Baoj%  324,  325 
Financial    Relations  and  the  New  Spirit 

Duty,  637,  987 
Inland  Revenue  Examination ,  456 
IZ^hoarers'  Cottages,  Celbridge,  327 
'*  London  and   Dublin  Mail  Service,  205,  206 
Mixed  Trains  between  Dublin    and  Bro- 

gheda,  206 
Registry  of  Deeds  Office,  166 

Wm  and  Means  —  Financial  Statement, 
Com.,  521 

CLiLRK,  Dr.  G.  B.,  Caithness 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland) ,  Rea^  1024 

Clarke,  Sir  E.,  Plynwuik 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1696 

Cobb,    Mr.    H,     P,,     Warwick,    S.E.^ 
Rugby 

School  Attendance  Prized,  S45 

Cochrane,  Hon.,  T,  H,,  Ayrshire^  N, 

Financial  Relational  1683 

CoH£N,  Mr.  B,  L»,  IsUngion^  E, 

Navy  Estimates  —  t?  hip  building;  Repairs, 
Maintenance  lEC-*Pemonnet,  28^,  269 

Ways  and  Meani  —  Financial  Statement, 
Com^  616,  1168,  1197 

Colonial  Offlcert  (Leave  o '  AbiOBce)  BUI 

U  Pres.,  Marquetss  of  Hi  pen  ;  Head  I"  April  11  ^ 

608 
Read  2*  AprU  20,  962 
Com. ;  Reported  ;   Re-cor  j.  to  Standing  Com. 

AprU  24,  1212 

Colonial  Report  $  (^A  inual)  {Victotid) 
Copy  pre«.  April  10, 1  j2 

COLOHIXS 

Secretary  of  State  -Marquest  of  RiPOH 
Cnder  SecreUry  if  State— Mr.  S,  Buxtok 

Cd&Hial  Ofiee  Cfrrks,  Qe.  Mr.  Macdonald ; 
Aa.  Sir  J.  T.t  Hibbert  April  12,  193; 
J^td  24,  1225 


COLONIES— cont. 

Drath  Bufieiy  Q.  SirG.  Baden- Powell ;  A.  Sir 

W.  Harcourt  April  30,  1687 
(^See  alio  under  names  of  Colonies) 

Colston,  Mr.  C.  E,  H.  A.,  Gloucester^ 
Thornbury 

Budget  Proposals,  1451 

CoHMtNS,  Dr.  A.,  Cork^  S,E, 

Ireland— Small  Holdings,  Res^  420 

Commisiioners  of  Worki  Bill 

e.  Intro.,  Mr,  H.  Gladstone;  Read  1*  April  26, 
U51 

COMMITTEE  OF  COTmCIL  OH  EBTJ- 
CATIOH 

Lonl  Presidetit— Earl  of  Kimberlet 
Vice  President— Mr.  A.  H.  D.  ACLAND 
(See  under  title  Education) 

Commons  —  Select  Com,  Appointed 
April  17,  746 

Commons  Act  (1876)  {Luton  Commons} 
Paper  pre«. ;  to  be  printed  April  16,  691 

Conunoni  Bill 

c.  Withdrawn  April  25, 1384 

Comciliatioii  (Trade  Biiputes)  Bill 

c.  Onler  for  2E. ;  Delmtc  adjourned  April  19, 
941  ;  AprU  23,  1201 ;  April  24,  1323 

Contagious  Disease  among  the  Troops 
(See  iJiKler  titles  Armv  and  India) 

Contagious  Diseases  (Ammals^  (see 
under  Agriculture^  Board  of) 

ConlrcLcts 

Army  and  Nary  (sec  under  those  titles) 
Government  VofiJtractt  (see  that  title) 

Cokybeare,  Mr,  C.  A.  V.,  Cornwall^ 
Camborne 

Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  2R.,  1826 
House  of  Commons  Accommodation — Select 

Com.,  1066 
Indian  Mints,  Closing,  1675 
Quarter  Sessions  Bill,  Com,,  1781 

Copyhold  (Coniolidatlon)  BiU 

I.  Referred  to  Joint  Com.  on  Statute  Law 
Revision  Bills  and  ConsolidAtion  Eilli 
April  17,  60S 

Copyright  IVorks — Canadian  Royalties 

April  IQ^^-i^ 
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Cork,  Earl  of 

Ireland— Murder  of  if  Caretaker,  1070, 1563 

CoRNWALLis,   Mr.    F.    S.    W.,    Maid- 
stone 

Army  (Annual)  Bill,  Com.,  571 

"  Costa  Rica  Packet'' 
Qs.  Sir  C.  Cameron  ;  As.  Sir  £.  Grey  April  12, 

198;    Q.    Mr.  Hogan ;    A.  Sir    B.    Grey 

AprU  20,  971 
Petition  pres.,  Obe.  The  Earl  of  Jersey,  The 

Earl  of  Kimberley  April  19,  813 

CoTTON-JoDRELL,     Colonel    E.   T.  D., 
Cheshire^  Wirral 
Hoylake,  Casualties  to  Vessels  at,  1664 

Ctennty    Connoillon    (QaaUfioation   of 
Womexi)  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  Spicer  ;  Read  V  April  17,  747 

County  Councils 
London  District  Surrey orjt.  Q.  Mr.  Weir ;  A. 

Mr.  Asquith  April  30,  1673 
Vehicular    Lighting    liegulatianty    Q.     Mr. 
Mount ;  A.   Mr.   Shaw-Lefevre   April  23, 
1100 

County  Connoils  ABsooiation  (Scotland) 
Expenses  Bill 

c.  Com. ;   R.P.  April  11, 170 
Com.,  and  reportetl  AprU  17,  746 
As    amended.    Con. ;  Read    3<>,    and    passed 
^^r/718,  811 
h  Bead  1*  April  19,  822 
Bead  2*  April  23,  1069 
Com. ;  Standing  Com.   uegativetl   April  27> 

1574 
Read  3*,  and  pa8se<l  AprU  30,  1658 

Courtney,  Right  Hon.  L.  H.,  Cornwall^ 
Bodmin 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  Intro.,  906 
Standing  Committee   (Scotland),   Res.,    991, 

997,  999,  laSl,  1032 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statenient,Com., 

513,514,  1114,  1121.1182 

COWPER,  Earl 

Antique  Casts  at  South  Kensington  Museum, 
1569 

Cranborne,  Viscount,  Rochester 
Education  Code  0^94),  Res.,  947,  958 
Wild  Birds  Protection  Act  (1880)  Amendment 
Bill.  Com.,  1547,  1548 

Cbanbrook^  Earl 
Antiqae  Casta  at  South  Kensington  Mnaenmi 

157S 
Bducation  Code  (1894),  Res.,  821 


Cbanbbook,  EBi\—eont. 

Endowed  Schools  Act,  1869,  kc.  (Scheme  for 
the  County  of  Anglesey),  Res.,  597 

Endowed  Schools  Act,  1869,  &c.  (Scheme  for 
the  County  of  Flint),  Res.,  604 

Lucoombe  and  Stoke- Pero,  School  Accommo- 
dation at,  441 

Crawford,  Mr.  D.,  Lanark,  N.E, 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill— Motion 

for  Leave,  1636 
Scotch  School  Books,  1081 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1604 

Crean,  Mr.  E.,  Queen's  Co,^  Ossory 
Labourers'  Cottages,  Roscrea,  1577 

Crsmsr,  Mr.  W.  R.,  Shoreditchy  Hagger- 
ston 

Beaconsfield's,  LonI,  Statue,  Decoration  of, 

980 
Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  2R.,  1326 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  2R.,  1335 
Period  of  Qualification  and  Elections  Bill, 

895 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act  (1887)  Bepeal  Bill 

e.  Bead  2»  Apnl  18,  749 
Com.;  U.V.  AprU  20,1067 

Criminal   Law    and    Procedure    (Ire- 
land) Act  (1887)  Repeal  Rill 

Q.  Mr.  J.  Redmond ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 
AprU  19,  859 

Crofters     Holdings     (Scotland)     Acts 
Amendment  (County  of  Bute)  Bill 

r.  2R. ;   Debate  adjourned  AprU  27, 1686 
Crofters  (see  under  Scotland) 

Crombie,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Kincardineshire 

Canadian  Cattle  Importation,  1084 
Marking  of  Foreign  Meat,  25 
Steam     Trawltsrs     (Scotland)     Bill,    Intro., 
1688  i 

Crosfield,  Ml.  W.,  Lincoln 
British  South  Africa  Company  in  Marotsi- 
land,  1662         i 

Cross,  Viscount 
Army  (Annual)  BiU»  817 

India 

Legislative  Councils,  Address  lor  Eeturn, 
1.H85 

Salt  Laws,  319 
LimitaUon  of  Actions  It^Ul,  2B^  446 
Q:qax\«i  %wi&(nu&  (1iidi.n]&mer)  BiU^  Com^ 
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Grown  Luidi  Bill 

e.  Read  2%  and  com.  to  Select  C!om.  April  10, 
111 

Currency 

Bold  amd  Silver  Commisnan  Report.  Q.  Sir 
W.  HoiildBworth ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  flibbert 
AprU  23, 1089 

Indian  JUvnts  (see  under  title  India) 

Cfutoms  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill  (see 
title  Finance  Bill) 

Customs^  Excise^  and  Inland  Revenue 
Budfet  PropoioU  (see  under  title  Wayt  aiuL 

Jieafui) 
Canadian    Tea     Duties    (see     under    title 

Canada) 
Beede,  Stamping,  Q.  Mr.  M'Cartan ;  A.  Sir 
J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  23,  1091 

Irish  Questions  (see  under  title  Ireland) 
JBttate  Dutifj  Copy  ordered  April  18,  812 
Financial  Statement  (see  under  title  Ways 

and  Means') 
German  Prison'Made  Goods  (see  that  title) 
Gun    Licences    and     Volunteers,   Q.    Mr. 

Wingfield-Digby ;    A.   Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 

AprU  27,  1587 
Income  Tax — Minors,  Q.  Mr.  B.  Hoare ;  A. 

Sir  W.  Haroourt  AprU  12,  219 
Licences,    Occasional^   Q.    Sir  W.  Lawson ; 

A.  Sir  W.  Haroourt  AprU  19,  866 

Dalziel,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Kirkcaldy^  SfC. 
Land  Values,  Taxes  on,  1103 
Public  Libraries  (Scotland)  Bill,  Intro.,  748 ; 

2R.,  1383 
Saxe-Coburg,  Duke  of  (Annuity),  Res.,  1063 
Scotch  Police,  Cost  of.  978 

Dane,  Mr.  K.  M.,  Fermanagh^  N. 
American  Mail  Routes,  845 
Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,    911,    914, 

915,  916 
Halfpenny  Postage  Rate,  847 

Ireland 
Annaly  Eviction  Disputes,  1226, 1582 
Belfast— Stamping  of  Deeds,  831 
Boycotting,  Incitement  to,  at  Peake,  County 

Cork,  1581 
Cork  Murder,  1447 
Dublin  Law  Courts— Press  Accommodation, 

469 
Enniskillen  Post  Office,  969 
Fisheries,  South  Coast,  616 
Inniskilling     Fusiliers  —  Quartermaster 

1420 
Killybegs  Pier,  614 
Law  Reports  and  the    House   of   Lords 

Library,  1436 
Level  Crossings,  969 
Local  Registration  of  Title  Act— '^Torish 

r.CrT/l666 


Dane,  Mr.  R.  ^L.—cont, 

Madden  Estate— Notice  of  Evictions,  1680 
Markets  and  Fairs  (Weighing  of  Cattle) 

Acts,  1420 
Moonlighting  Outrages,  1444 
O'Connor,  Mr.  M.  W.,  848 
Orange  Disturbances  in  County  Antrim,  860 
Perjury  in  Eviction  Proceedings,  968 
Police,  Strength  of,  1444 
Rathcline,  County  Longford,  Evictions,  829 
Sligo,    Leitrim,    and   Northern    Counties 

Railway,  1430 
Small  Holdings,  Res.,  406 
Law    Library,  Four   Courts  (Ireland)   Bill, 
Com.,  688 

Darling,  Mr.  C.  J.,  Deptford 

Cork  County— Murder  of  a  Caretaker,  1106 
Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  224 
Government  Contracts— Pencils,  975 
Limerick— Emergency  Man,  Alleged  Shoot 

ing  by,  330 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister,  340 
Naval  Pensions— Case  of  Saxon,  1074 
Sale  of  Goods  Act  (1893),  983 
Seamen,  Cruelty  to,  on  the  "  Balkannah,"  22 

Davenport,  Mr.  W.  B.,  Cheshire^ 
Macclesfield 

Business  of  the  House,  428 
Silk  Trade,  Res.,  425,  428 

Davies,  Mr.  W.  Rees,  Pembrokeshire 

Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  for 

Leave,  1718 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  Bill 

Intro.,  1637 

Death  Duties — Budget  Proposals  (see 
under  fVays  and  Means — Estate 
Duty) 

Death  Duties — Foreign  Countries 
Qs.  Mr.  Goschen,  Sir  G.  Baden- Powell ;  As. 
Sir  W.  Harcourt  AprU  30,  1687 

Deedsy  Stamping  (see  under  titles 
Customs^  Excise^  and  Inland  Re  ^ 
venue  and  under  Ireland) 

.^ 

Derelict  Vessels  (Sepoi^)  Bill 

c.  Read  2»  AprU  30,  1784 

De    Worms,    Bight    Hon.    Baron   H 
Liverpo'h  East  Toxteth  *' 

Swazilanc'  Affairs,  863, 1428 

DiAM0'^>  Mj*«  C.,  Monaghauy  N. 
^^r^"^'^^'^    ^^°"    ProLecutfon, 
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DiOBY,  Mr.  J.  K.  WiNOFiELD-,  Donetf 

N. 
Bnainess  of  the  House,  428 
2nd  Battalion  Dorset  Regiment,  1587 
Silk  Trade,  Res.,  428 
Volunteers  and  Gun  Licenoes,  1687 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  Com., 

1298, 1299 

DiLKE,  Right  Hon.  Sir  C.  W.,  Gloucester ^ 

Forest  of  Dean 
Mines  (Bight  Hoars)  BiU,  2R.,  1875 
Period  of  Qualification  and  Elections  Bill, 

Res.,  878,  888 
Seryice  Franchise,  842 
Uganda,  856, 982 
Ways   and   Means  —  Financial   Statement, 

Com.,  1242,  1249 

Dillon,  Mr.  J.,  Mayo^  E. 

Eyicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  Intro.,  898, 
899,  908,  916,  926, 927,  928 

Disarmament  Policy 
Q.  Mr.  Byles ;  A.  Sir  B.  Grey  AprU  20, 980 

BUpengary  Committeet  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  P.  A.  M*Hugh ;  Read  V  AprU  17, 

748 

District  Councils 
Q.  Mr.  Jeffreys ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lef evre  AprU  24, 
1228 

District  Surveyors 
Q.  Mr.  Weir ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  AprU  80,  1673 

Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes 

Return  «pre8.  April  16,  692 

Dixon-Hartland,  Sir  F.  D.,  Middlesex^ 
Uxhridge 
Sonthwark  and  Vauzhall  Water  Bill,  2R., 
118, 114 

DoDD,  Mr.  C,  Essex,  Maldon 

Army  (Annual)  Bill,  Com.,  567, 572 

Magistrates 
Appointments,  1665 
Hertfordshire  Cterks  of  the  Peace,  826 

Railways— Carriers'  ActV^ontracting  Out  of 
Liability,  339 


Dog  Muzzling  Regulation 
(see  under  Irelaxd) 

IhgB'Bm 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  H.  Gardner :  R 
956 

2B,^defcrrtI  AprU  30,  1780 


Ireland 
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DoNELAN,  Captain  A.  J.  C,  Cork,  E* 

American  Mail  Routes,  844 
Navy  Estimates— Shipbuilding,  Maintenance, 
Ace.— Personnel,  267 

DoRiNGTOX,    Sir    J.    E.,     Gloucester, 
Tewkesbury 
Stroud  School  Board,  1222 

Dyke,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.,  Kent^ 
Dartford 

Fruit  Identification  Bill,  2R.,  167 
Secondary  Education  Commission,  199 

East  India  (see  India) 

Bait  London  Water  Bill 

Eyidence     of     Com.    ordered    AprU    19, 
955 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
JHnihury  Estate,  Q.  Mr.  J.  Rowlands;  A. Mr. 
Leveson-Oower  AprU  17,  627 

Edinburgh^  Duke  of  (nee  Saxe-Coburg) 


WUOATIOS   DBPABTMBVT    (BBO- 
LAHD  ft  WALB8) 

Lord  President— Lord  Rosbbbbt 
Vice  President— Mr.  A.  H.  D.  AOLAND 

Anihulanee  Imtruetion,  Q.  Sir  J.  Leng ;  A. 

Mr.  a.  Russell  AprU  19, 824 
Ath^rHm  —  Free    JSdueation,  Q.  Mr.  Lees 

Ejiowles ;  A.  Mr.  AcUnd  April  23, 1090 
Attendance  Prixei,  Q.  Mr.  Cobb;    A.   Mr. 

Acland  AprU  19,  846 
Cheadle  Schooli,  Qs.  Mr.  McLaren ;  As.  Mr. 

Acland  AprU  17,  618  ;  AprU  20,972 
Copy  pres.  AprU  16,  592 

Edueation  Code,  Qs.  Mr.  Talbot ;  As.  Mr. 
Acland  AprU  12, 217  ;  Qs.  Mr.  S.  Leigh- 
ton,  Mr.  Tomlinson;  As.  Mr.  AcUmd 
April  13,  337  ;  Q.  Sir  R.  Paget ;  A.  Mr. 
Acland  April  19,  837 

Motion  for  an  Address  (Sir  R.  Temple) 
AprU  17,  741 

Motion  for  an  AddressCViscount  Cranbome) 
AprU  19,  947 

Res.  (Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  AprU  19, 
818 

Etening  School  Code,  Q.  Sir  F.  S.  Powell ;  A. 

Mr.  Acland  AprU  23, 1101  ;  Obs.  Sir  R. 

Temple,  Mr.  Acland  AprU  23, 1204  ;  Q.  Mr. 

Bartley  ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  April  24, 1223 
Oretham     Unirersity   Commiseian,    Q.    Mr. 

Benn;    A.  Sir   J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  27, 

1676 

Hammertmith,  Board  School  for,  Q.  Mr* 
Carvell ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  AprU  26, 1416 

HerefoTcl— Se.  Jameis  J^ational  School,  Q. 
^Vt^.T«Di^\^\  k.>&x.  Wi^Vukil  AfrU  17, 
^^\ 
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MDUCATJOy     DEPARTMENT     {ENG- 
LAND c»"   WALESy-^^nt, 

ffunjilet—SL  Siltu'  Srhnth,  Q.  Mr.  Jackson  ; 

A,  Mr.  Acland  April  27,  1579 
Lueeombe  and  Stake- Pero  SchiH>l,  Aeenmm^t- 

dati(yn    ttt^     Motion     for    Return    (Lord 

Staniej  of  Alderley)  April  16.  431 
MailocJt,  &-hool  Fee4  at,  Q.   Mr,  Picton  ;  A. 

Mr.  Adand  AptU  30, 1676 
St.  PafiertLM — Free    EductitUm,   Q.    Mr.  J. 

Rowlands;     A.    Mr.    Acland     AprU    26, 

1421 
Btknee  and  Art  Dtpartment  Writers^  Q.  Mr. 

Saaoders;    A,    Mr,     Acland    April    ao, 

Seeomd4try    Educathn — Royal   CommUtwn, 

Qs.  Mr,  J.  Lowther,  Sir  W,  Hart  Dyke,  Mr. 

Bartley,     Mr.     Weir;    Ab.    Mr.     Acland 

April  13,  190 
Sovky    nritiih     Sehod,     Q,     Mr.     8oott- 

Montagu  ;  A.  Mr.  Adand  April  12,  201 
Stroud  School  Boardy  Q§.  Sir  J.  Dorinfrton* 

Mr.    B.  Jones  ;  As,  Mr.  Acland  April  24 1 

1222 
Teaeherg'  iS^p^rannuatwH^  Q.  Bir  R.  Temple  ; 

A.  Mr.  Acland  April  26,  1447 
Tea^hin^    f^ffi  in    Elementary    Schtwlt— 

Art  He  73  of  the   New   Code,  Q.    Sir  R. 

Paget ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  April  19,  837 
Technii'al    Edn^attim — ^Motion    for    Return 

(Lord  Norton)  April  30,  1653 
Thrift  among  Sekml  Ckildrtn,  Q.  Mr.  Roun^ 

dell  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morlcy  April  13,  334 
Training  Colleges,  Q.  Mr,  T.  Bayley ;  A.  Mr. 

Acland  AprU  27,  1S83 

Walet 

Endtmed  SchimU  Art,  1869,  and  Amending 
Acts,  and  Wehh  IniermediaU  Educa- 
tion Act^  1889  {Scheme  for  the  Cimnty 
of  AngletMey),  Motion  for  an  Addre^ 
(Bishop  of  Bangor)   April  17,  693 

JSndotved  Si^hooh  Aet^lSBB, and  Amending 
Acin^  and  WeUh  lHtermedi<ite  Eduea^ 
twn  Aot^  J8S9  iScheme  ftr  thfi  Ontnty 
of  Flint),  Motion  for  an  Address 
(Bishop  of  St.  Aaaph)  April  17,  »9a 

Intermediate  £diicatian,  Q,  Mr.  Knatch* 
buU-Httgeasen  ;  A  Mr,  Acland  April  17, 
620 


Sleotrio   Idsrhtlng    FroTiiioEal    Drier 
Billi 

(Ho.  I.) 

e,  Intro.,  Mr.  Burt ;  Read  F  AprU  17,  747 

(Ho,  S,) 
A  Intro.,  Mr.  Burt  j  Read  P  ApHl  17,  747 

<Mo.  3.) 
;.  PfeL,  Lord  Player ;  Read  I*  April  30, 1658 

Blamentary  Edncation  (Exemption  from 

School  Att^ndaiioe)  Bill 
^,  SB. ;  Debate  adjourned  April  11, 168 


Ellis,  Mr.  J,  E.,  Nottingham,  Rusk* 
clijfe 

Filey  Brigrg  Shipwreck,  108u 

Fort  Victoria  Inquiry,  624 

Indian  Opium  Comoitssion^  1406 

Ipswich  Burial  Board,  15 

Matabele  War— T^obenguln'a  Messengers,  632 

Places  of  Worehip  (Sites)  Bill,  2R.,  110,  111 

Telegraphs— Revenue,  825 

ELLIS,  Mr.  T.  E.  (ParliameDtary  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury),  Meritmeik* 
shire 

BuHiness  of  the  House,  172,  S12,  1384 
Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R,,  1202 

Emigration  and  Immigration 
Alien*,  Return  pres.  April  19,  956 

Copy  |>rc«,  AprU  26, 1562 

Emigration  StatiMtivi — United   Statea  Law^ 

.tc.,    Q.    Colonel    H.    Vincent ;  A,      Mr. 

Mundella  April  23,  1073 

Empio^ers^   Liability  in  Scotland  (see 

under  Scotland) 

Endowed  Schools  Act  (see  under  Edu* 
cation) 

Enfield  Small  Arms  Factory  (see  under 
Army) 

Er/ualisation  of  Bates  (London)  Bill 

Qs.  Sir  J.  Lubbock,  Mr.  Darling ;  As.  Mr. 
Shaw-Leferr©  April  12,  224  ;  Qs.  Sir  J. 
Lubbock,  Mr.  Ooschen  ;  As.  Sir  W.  Har* 
court,  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  April  17,634 

EsMONDE,  Sir  T.  G„  Kerry ^  W. 

Ireland 

Dingle  Fisheries,  835 

Dingle  Labourers'  Cottages,  617 

Kerry-^Otassabe^  and  Braodon  Credci— 
Sunken  Rocks,  327 

Killamey  Union,  1092 

Piers,  Grants  for,  I5d5 

Tralce  and  Dingle  Railway,  184 

VoDtry  Harbour  Works,  1483 
Samoan  Islands,  1434,  1661 

Establiihed  Church  (Walti)  Bill 

^.  Motion    for  Leave   (Mr,   Asqulth) ;    Debate 
adjournetl  April  26, 1455 
Debate  resumed  ;  R^^  V  April  30, 1690 

Established  Church  {fTales)  Bill 
Qs.  Sir  G.  Osborne  Morgan,  Mr.  Hosier,  Mr. 

Bartlcy,   Mr.  Lloyd-George  ;    As.   Sir  W. 

Harcourt  AprU  12,  219 
Statement  (Sir  W.  Harcooit)  April  20,  987 
Tuke  Rent. Charge,  Q.  Mr.  A.  J,  BaUour  ;  A. 

Mt.Aafi\}i\tYi  AT^r\l'itiSy\%%\ 


lit] 


Estate  Duty — Budget  Propostils    (see 
under  W^ays  and  Means) 

Evans,  Sir  F.  H.,  Southampton 

Newfoandland  Ministerial  Crisis,  1106 


Evening  School  Code  (see  under  Edu» 
cation) 

Everett,  Mr.  R.  L.,  Suffolk,   Wood- 
bridge 

Ipswich  Burial  Board,  14 
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Febousson,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.,  Man* 
Chester  J  N,E, 

India— Prisons,  MortaUty  in,  618 

Mines  (Bight  Hoars)  Bill,  2R.,  1880, 1882 

Telephone  Companies  and  the  Post  OfBoet 

1660 
Uganda— Sir  G.  Portal's  Report,  1096 


EVERSHED,      Mr. 
Burton 


S.,      Staffordshire, 


Ways  and  Mean»— Financial  Statement,  Com., 
528,  632 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  BiU 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  April  19, 
866  ;  Read  1;  941 
2B.  deferred  AprU  23, 1202 


Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill 
Qs.  Mr.  Hayden.  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ;  As.  Mr, 
J.  Morley  AjprU  24, 1228 

Evictions  in  Ireland  (see  under  Ire- 
land) 

Factories  and  Workshops  Bill 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr,  Asquith) ;   Read  1« 
AprU  30,  1688 


Factories^  Small  Arms  (see  under  Army) 

False    Trade  Descriptions  (see    under 
Trade,  Board  of) 


Farquharson,  Dr.  R.,  Aberdeenshire, 
W. 

Canadian  Cattle  Importation,  1084 
Crofters'  Act  (1886),  Res.,  1641 
Marking  of  Foreign  Meat,  26,  27 
School  Books  in  Scotland,  1082 
Small  Tenants  (Scotland)  Bill,  Intro.,  1068 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  696 

Farquharson,  Mr.  H.  R.,  Dorset,  W. 

Magistrates*  Appointment  Fees,  11 

FEsyyiCK,    Mr.    C,    Northumberland^ 

fFansbeck 
Arm  J  Contracts  and  Trade  Uiiioni,^ 


Feus  and  Building  Leases  (see  under 
Scotland) 

Ffrench,  Mr.  P.,  Wexford,  S. 
River  Slaney— Salmon  Fishing,  1 101 


Field,    Admiral     E.,     Sussex,    East- 
bourne 

Army  (Annual)  BiU,  Com.,  670,  676 
Navy  Estimates — Shipbuilding,  Repairs,  and 
Maintenance— Personnel,  89,  102 


Field,  Mr.  W.,  Dublin,  St.  Patrick's 

American  Mail  Route,  846 

Army  Rationfr— Flour,  211 

Civil  Service— Working  Hours,  466 

Financial  Relations  Commission,  836 

Ireland 

Arran  Island  Evictions,  619,  972 

Compulsory  School  Attendance,  20 

Dublin  Telegraph  Department,  966,  966 

EducaUon  Act,  20,  619 

Labourers*     Cottages,   Dunshauglin,    827, 
828 

Law  Courts,  Irish  Language  in,  27 

Lighthouses — Lights  Board,  326,  619,  841 

Phceniz  Park  Grazings,  1102 

Schull  and  Skibbereen  Light  Railway,  29 

Small  Holdings,  Res.,  401 

Southern  Railway  Bill,  827 
Leasehold  Property  Bill,  Intro.,  427 
Ordnance  Survey  Labour,  28 
Public  Libraries  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment 

Bill,  Intro.,  748 

Railways— Carriers*  Act — Contracting  k)ut  oC 

Liability,  339 
Solicitors  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,  426 

Filey  Brigg  Shipwreck 
Q.  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis  ;  A.iMr.  MundelU  AprU%^, 
1080 


Finance  Bill 

0,  Intro.,  Read  V  AprU  26, 1384 

Finance  Bill 

'ft«t^\e?j  \  k^^Vt  ^ ,  Haioourti4»r«.80, 
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Financial  ReUuiona  of  the  Three  King- 
doms 

Q.  Mr.  W.  Field  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  19, 

886  ;  Qs.  Mr.  Hayden,  Mr.  Provand  ;    As. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  30,  1659 ;  Qs,  Mr. 

Cochrane,  I>r.  Macgregor ;  As.  Sir  W.  Har- 

court  AprU  80, 1683 
New    Spirit    Duty,  Qs.    Mr.    Sexton,    Mr. 

Clancy ;   As.  Sir  W.  Harooart  April  17, 

636;    Qs.  Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  Goschen;  As. 

Sir  W.  Harcourt  April  20,  987 

Financial   Statement  (see   under   Ways 
and  Means) 

Finshury  Estate 
Q.  Mr.  J.  Rowlands ;  A.  Mr.  Leveson-Gower 
April  17,627 

Fisher,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Fulham 

Civil  Service  Writers  and  Abstractors,  332 

Fisheries 

Destructi4>n  of   Wreclts,   Q.    Mr.    Mildmay; 
A.  Mr.  Burt  AprU  24,  1212 


Fishery  Board  (Sootiand)  Extension  of 
Powers  Bill 

e,  Intro.,  Mr.  Buchanan ;  Read  1°  April  18, 
811 

FitzWygram,  General  Sir   F.,  Hants, 
Fareham 
Army  (Annual)  Bill,  Com.,  564 

Flash  Point  Oil  (see  Petroleum  Acts) 

Flyxx,  Mr.  J.  C,  Corky  N. 

Ireland 
Castlebar,  Malicious  Burning  at,  17 
Church    Tcmporalitied    Commission,   Pay- 
ments under,  1584 
Clonmecn  National  Schools,  195 
Cork— Murder  of  a  Carctaker,1106 
Dog-Muzzling    Regulations   at     Kanturk, 

1576 
Licensed  Houses  in  Buttevant,  841 

Post    Office    and    Foreign  Lottery  Adver- 
tisements, 1221 

FOBEION  AFFAIRS 

Secretary  of  State— Earl  of  Kimbbblet 
Under  Secretary  of  State— Sir  B.  Gbbt 
(See  under  names  of  Foreign  Countries) 

Foreign  Produce,  Marking  of  {see  Mark' 
ing  of  Foreign  and  Colonial  Pro- 
duce) 

VOL*  XXJIL   [FOUItTH  SERIES.] 


Foreign  Trade 
Copy  pres.  AprU  16,  592 

FoRTBSCUB,  Earl 
Luccombe  and  Stoke-Pero,   School  Accom- 
modation at,  438 

FoRWOOD,  Right  Hon.  A.  B.,  Lanca- 
shire, Ormskirk 

Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  2R.,  107 

Navy  Estimates 
Manning,  31,  61 
Shipbuilding,  Repairs,  Maintenance,  &c. — 

Personnel,  258, 259, 287,  288 
Works,  Buildings,  and  Repairs,  300,  301, 
303 
Treasury,  Surrenders  to,  634 
Ways  and  Means  —Financial  Statement,  Com., 
1198 

FOSTER,  Sir  W.  B.  (Secretary,  Local 
Government  Board),  Derby,  Ilkes- 
ton 

Vaccination— Death  of  a  Child  at  Bury,  985 

FOWLER,  Right  Hon.  H.  H.  (Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India),  Wolver- 
hampton, E. 

Army  (Annual)  Bill — Punishment  of  Troops 
in  India,  584,  585 

India 

Cantonment  Regulations,  1082 

Contagious  Diseases    among    the    Troopsr 
1083 

Fulta  Shooting  Case,  205 

Land  Revenue,  839 

Military  Expenditure,  860 

Mines,  Women  in,  1098,  1421 

Mints,  Closing,  1675 

Newspaper  Postage,  204,  205 

Officers'  Pay,  970 

Official  Publications,  15 

Opium  Commission,  1407 

Police   Force — Assistant  Superintendents, 
204 

Prisons,  Mortality  in,  618 

Sessions  Judges,  Sentences  of,  203 

Telegraph  Department  Contracts,  462 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  Com., 

1254,  1257 

France 
Uganda—  Wh  ite  Fathers  (see  under  Afbica) 

FranoMse  (England  and  Wales)  Bill 

c,  Intro.,  Mr.  Barrow ;  Read  1®  AprU  13,  426 

Fruit  Identifioation  Bill 

c.  Older  lot  ^1Bb.ii«^\iN«i  AptUWA^^ 

4¥ 
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GARDNER,  Right  Hon.  H.  (President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture),  Essex^ 
Saffron  Walden 

Agricultural  Depression,  357,  362,  363 

Allotments— Returns,  207 

Canadian  Cattle  Importation,  1086 

Dogs  Bill,  Intro.,  956  ;  2K.,  1780 

Marking  of  Foreign  Meat,  842,  859 

Ordnance  Survey  Labour,  29 

Pleuro  -  Pneumonia  —  Committee's    Report, 

1222 
8wine  Fever  R^ulations,  840 

Gathorne-Hardy,  Hon.  A.  E.,  Sussex^ 

East  Grinstead 

Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  for 
Leave,  1748 

Gbrmant 

PriionrMade  Goods,  Importation  ofy  into 
England,  Qs.  Colonel  H.  Vincent,  Mr. 
Darling ;  As.  Mr.  Mundella  April  20,  974  ; 
<2.  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella 
April  23,  1079;  Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent; 
A.  Sir  E.  Grey  AprU  23,  1096  ;  Q.  Mr. 
Holland ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  AprU  27, 
1686 

Von  Krause^s  Petition,  Obs.  Earl  of  Lauder- 
dale, Lord  Herschell  AprU  26, 1404 


GiBBS,  Mr.  A.  G.  H.,  London 

Civil  Service  Writers,  1428 

Juba  River— Runaway  Slave  Settlement,  1079 

Gibes,  Mr.  V.,  Herts,  St,  Albans 
Bamet  Local  Board  District,  1425 
Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  for 
Leave,  1733 

GiBNEY,  Mr.  J.,  Meathy  N. 

Ireland— Tithe-Rent  Charge  Arrears,  1670 

Gibraltar 

New  Dock,  Q.  Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  A. 
Mr.  B.  Robertson  AprU  12,  218 
(References  to,  in  Debate  on  the  Ettimates, 
April  12,  293,  300) 

GiLHOOLY,  Mr.  J.,  Cork  Co,,  W, 

Ireland 
Baltimore  Mails,  986 
Bofuxi  of  Works  Loans — Case  of  Patrick 

Mumane,  1577 
Cork,  Bandon,  and  South  Coast  Railway, 

SSO 
Gales— Lo88efl  to  Fishermen— Life- Saving 

Appliances,  &c.,  1678 
West  Cork  PoBt  Office.  331 


GLADSTONE,  Right  Hon.  H.  J.  (First 
Commissioner  of  Works),  Leeds, 
W. 

Beaconsfield's,  Lord,  Statue — Decoration  of, 

980 
Building  Societies  Bill,  2R.,  1549 
Building  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  Intro.,  307 ; 

2R.,  1826 
Clarance  Lanes,  Roehampton,  1427 
Commissioner  of  Works  Bill,  Intro.,  1551 
Government  Departments,  Gas  for,  828 
House  of  Commons  Accommodation,  Select 

Com.,  1067 
House  of  Commons  Ventilation,  1426 
Ladies*  Gallery,  1448 
Millbank  Prison  Site,  1423 
New  Admiralty  Buildings,  184 

Gold  and  Silver  Commission  Report 
Q.  Sir  W.  Houldsworth  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 
AprU  23,  1089 

G0LD8WORTHY,  Major-General  W,  T., 
Hammersmith 

Ireland— Small  Holdings,  Res,,  407 

GoRST,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  E.,  Cambridge 
University 
India— Women  in  Mines,  1093, 1421 
Ways    and    Means  —  Financial    Statementt 
Com.,  521 

GoscuEN,  Right  Hon.  G.  J.,  St, 
George^s,  Hanover  Square 

Business  of  the  House,  223 
Death  Duties  in  Foreign  Countries,  1687 
Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  634 
Financial  Relations  and  the  New  Spirit  Duty, 
987 

Navy  Estimates 
Shipbuilding,  Repairs,  Maintenance,  dec. — 

Personnel,  226, 244,  246,  246 
Works,  Buildings,  and  Repairs,  297 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  660, 
666,  674,  74U,  1022, 1697, 1603,  1607, 1612 

Ways  and  Means  —  Financial  Statement, 
Com.,  509,  611,  512,  539,  562,  1123,  1128, 
1136,  1137,  1139,  1141,  1142,  1143,  1144, 
1145,  1146,  1175,  1196 

GouRLEY,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 

Navy  Estimates  —  Shipbuilding,  Repairs, 
Maintenance,  &c.^Personnel,  269 


Government  Contracts 

Arm  J/  and  Navy  (see  those  titles) 

Board  of  Trade  PuUieations,  Contract  for 

Printing,  Qs.  Colonel  H.  Vincent,  Mr.  O. 

^o>K\«^,'»x.^«t^^ft^  \  Aa.  Sir  J,  T.  Hibbert, 


\ 
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Ooremment  Qmtraoti—<iont, 

I^ison-Made  Goods  for  the  Pott  Office,  Q. 

Mr.  Matthews ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  April  27, 

1586 
Stationery  Office,  Qs.  Mr.   Darling,  Mr.  J. 

Lowther  ;  As.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  April  20, 

975 

Government  Departments 
Oaefor,  Q.  Mr.  J.  Rowlands;    A.  Mr.  H. 
Gladstone  April  19,  828 

Government  Property  in  the  County  of 
London  [^Contributions  in  Lieu  of 
Local  Rates) 
Return  onleretl  April  19,  956 

GO  WER,  Mr.  G.  J.  LE  VESON-  (Comp- 
troller of  the  Household),  Stoke- 
upon-  Trent 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  —  Finsbury 
Estate,  627 

Greece 

Pirteus  and  Larltsa  Railway  Company,  Q. 
Mr.  Maclure;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  April  26, 
1431 

Greene,  Mr.  H.  D.,  Shrewsbury 

Guildhall  Sittings  of  the  High  Court,  826 

Gresham  University  Commission 
Q.  Mr.  Benn  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  April  27, 
1675 

GREY,    Sir  E.   (Under    Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign    Affairs),  North- 
umberlandj  Berwick 
Africa 
British    East  Africa  Company — Financial 

Arrangements,  1079 
Freed  Slaves,  861 
Jnba  River — Runaway  Slave  Settlement, 

1080 
Marotsiland— British  South    Africa  Com- 
pany, 1663 
Uganda,  212,  222,336,  339,340,  620,  1091 
Unyoro,  King  of,  Campaign  against,  338 
Zanzibar  Protectorate,  1078 
Armenia,  Troubles  in,  210 
Armenian  Prisoners,  854 
Balfonr,  J.  S.,  Extradition  of,  847 
Behring  Sea  Award  Act,  1449 
«  Costa  Rica  Packet,"  199,  971 
Disarmament  Policy,  980 
FalM  Trade  Descriptions — International  Con- 
ference, 1213 
German  Prison-Made  Goods,  Importation  of, 

into  England,  1096 
Greece — Pineus  and  Larissa  Railway  Com- 
pany, 1431 
OoBtemaJa'-'Britisb  Minister,  222 

[eont. 
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Gbet,  Sir  E,^cont. 
Peru,  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at,  183 
Sltmoan  Islands,  Administration  of, by  N'ew 

Zealand,  &c.,  1221,  1661 
Turkey— Mossoul  Consular  Appointment,  616 

GUATEMA.LA 
British  Minister,  Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  A, 
Sir  E.  Grey  AprU  12,  222 

Gun    Licences     (see     under    Customs^ 
Excise^  and  Inland  Revenue) 

Halsbury,  Lord 
Charitable  Trusts  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  2R., 

1403 
Law  Library,  Four  Courts  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.t 

1211 
Law  of  Inheritance  Amendment  Bill,  2R., 

1399,  1401 
Limitation  of  Actions  Bill,  2R.,  445  ;  Com., 

1206 
Supreme  Court  of   Judicature  (Procedure) 

Bill,  Com..  817 


Hamilton,  Right  Hon.  Lord  G.,  Middle- 
seXy  Ealing 
Budget  and  t!ie  Naval  Defence  Fund,  1096 

Navy  Estimates 
Shipbuilding,  Repairs,  &c.,  67, 249,  264 
Works,  Buildings,  and  Repairs,  303 

Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Com. 
1194, 1200 

Hammond,  Mr.  J.,  Carlow 

Carlow  Labourers'  Cottages,  1220 

Haxbury,  Mr.  R.  W.,  Preston 

Army 

Discharged    and    Reserve  Soldiers,    Em- 
ployment for,  1098 

Volunteer  Decoration,  216 

Waltham  Abbey  Powder  Factory   Explo- 
sion. 338 
Army  (Annual)  Bill,  290,  292  ;    Com.,  554t 

557,  561,  562,  564,  566,  567,  575,  578,  579, 

581,  583,  585 
Behrlng  Sea  Award   Bill  and   Canada,  216, 

217 
House  of  Lords  Officials,  461 
Indian  Prisons,  Mortality  in,  617,  618 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  1682 

Navy 

Courts  Martial,  1447 
Seamen  and  Stokers,  1674 

Hai^sok^  8\t  iaL.>  London 

Caxxadian  T^  T>>jXXtti,  ^^^  A^^ 
i  4  V?  2 
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HARCOURT,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  G. 
y.  (Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer), 
Dqrby 
Agricultural  DepreMion,  224  ;  Res.,  846,  354, 
859,  367 

Budget  Proposals,  859 

Estate  Duty,  988, 1103, 1452,  1680 

Income  Tax  and  Agricultural  Land,  1229 

Income  Tax — Minors,  219 

Naval  Defence  Fund,  1097 

Property  Tax,  1460 

Spirit  Duty,  637,987 

Tithe  Rent-Charge,  1451 
Death  Duties  in  Foreign  Countries,  1687 
Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  634 
Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  219,  220, 

988 ;  Motion  for  Leave,  1764,  1768 
i   Finance  Bill,  1683 
Financial  Relations  (England,  Scotland,  and 

Ireland),  987, 1688 
Government    Contracts  —  Board   of   Trade 

Publications,  977 

Ireland 

Crimes  Act,  Repeal  of,  1225 

Labourers*  Cottages,  Clonakilty,  633 
Land  Values,  Taxes  on,  1103 
Liquor  Traffic  (Local  Veto)  Bill,  1225 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife*s  Sister,  340* 

341 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  1685 
Navy    Estimates —  Shipbuilding,    Repairs, 

Maintenance,   &c.  —  Personnel,   240,   244, 

245,  246,  258,  259,  286,  288 

Parliament 

Business  of  the  House,  223,  289,  290,  857, 

1464 
Privilege — Voluntary   Conveyances   Bill, 

Blocking  of,  by  Mr.  Perks,  643 
Twelve  o*Clock  Rule,  Suspension  of,  637, 688 

Parliamentary  Elections — Be-Election  on  Ap- 
pointment to  Office,  632 

Parochial  Electors  (Registration  Accelera- 
tion) Bill,  2R.,  1780 

Period  of  Qualification  and  Elections  Bill, 
Intro.,  395 

Sale  of  Goods  Act  (1893),  983 

Saxe-Coburg,  Duke  of  (Annuity),  Res.,  1055 

Scotland 
Home  Rule  for,  221 
Loch  Broom  Navigation,  632 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  740, 
.  998,  1004,  1008,  1009,  1010,  1017,  1021, 
1023, 1027, 1029, 1031 

Treasury,  Surrenders  to,  634 

Uganda,  223,  982, 983,  1096, 1140 

Ways  and  Means  —  Financial  Statement ; 
Com.,  469,  511,  512,  514,  523,  524,  625,  531, 
634,  539,  640, 541,  545,  560,  551,  552,  1107, 
1109,  nil,  1113,  1114,  1115,  1118,  1121, 
1137,  1141,  1142,  1143,  1144,  1145,  1146, 
1148,  1165,  1170,  1171,  1172,  1173,  1174, 

leant. 


Hauooubt,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  V.- 
Ways  and  Means— mfm^. 
1178,  1181,  1183,  1187,  1188,  1189,  1191, 
1193,  1196,  1198,  1232,  1271,  1272,   1274, 
1275,  1277,  1278,  1279,  1280,  1282,  1299, 
1312,  1314,  1823 

Hardie,  Mr.  J.  Keir-,  West  Ham^  5. 
Book  Post,  626 

Dock  Laboareis,  Unemployed,  1407 
Enfield  Small  Arms  Factory  Workmen,  1444 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  BUI,  2R.,  1375 
Rhyl  Poor  ReUef  Administntion,  1407 
Telegxaphs^Central  Office,  626 
Tracers  in  the  Accountant  General**  Office, 
1445 

Harlakd,  Sir  E.  J.,  Belfast^  N. 
Ireland— Land  Acts,  Select  Com.,  805,  312 

Navy  Estimates 
Dockyards,  Eight  Hours  Day  in,  98 
Manning,  98 

Harrington,  Mr.  T.,  Dublin^  Harbour 

Evicted  Tenanto  (Ireland)  Bill,  Intro^  889, 
903,  940 

Hatden,  Mr.  L.  P.,  Rotcommon^  S. 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  1228 

Ireland 
Annaly*8,   Lord,    Estate     Ditpntea,    1226, 

1583 
Clonakilty  Rate  Book— Case  of  Cornelius 

DriscoU,  1226 
Dillon's,  Lord,  Tenants,  461 
Dublin  Post  Office— Second  Division  Cleiksv 

974 
Education  Act,  461 
Financial  Relations,  1659 
Portrane  Lunatic  Asylum,  973 
Rathcline,  County  Longford,  Evictions,  828 

Hayter,  Sir  A.  D.,  Walsall 

Army  (Annual)  Bill,  Com.,  579 

Healy,  Mr.  M.,  Cork 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,  142 

Healy,  Mr.  Thomas  J.,  Wexford,  N. 
Cork  Street  Preachers— Case  of  Mr.  WiUiami, 

1414 
Wexford  County,  Extra  Police  in,  207 
Wexford  Spring  Assizes — Decrease  in  Crime* 

458 

Healy,  Mr.  T.  U.y  Louth,  N. 

Enfield  and  Spaikbrook  Factories,  209 

Ireland 
Dublin,  Richmond  Asylum,  196, 197, 342 
Dundalk    Prison^  Sanitary    Inspector   at 
Nuisances,  4 

[tfMT. 
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HSALT,  Mr.  T.  M.— <j(»i^. 
Iieluid^eant. 
Labourers*  Ck>ttag^,  Dundalk,  5 
Land   Acts,    Select  Com.,  305,   306,   307, 

312,  397 
Lights,  Boanl  of,  and  the  Briggs  Reef  Buoy, 
324,  325 

Pbcenix  Park— Vehicular  Traffic,  6 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Arrears,  1671 

Land  Tenure  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,  142 

Plumbers'  Registration  Bill,  2R.,  305 

Priimte  Bills,  Cost  of,  23 

Uganda,  212, 336,  340 

Wild  Birds'  Protection  Act  (1880)  Amendment 
Bill,  2R.,  169 

H  EATON,  Mr.  J,  H.,  Canterbury 
Divisicm  List  Correction,  824 

Heneaoe,      Right     Hon.     E.,     Great 
Grimsby 

Missing  Vessels,  860 

Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Com., 
1282,  1283 

HERSCHELL,  Lord  (Lord  Chancellor) 
Behring  Sea  Award  Bill,  2R.,  179 
Charitable    Trusts    Acts    Amendment    Bill, 

Com.,  1658 
Endowed  Schools  Act,  1869,  and  Amending 

Acts,  and  Welsh  Intermediate  Education 

Act,    1889   (Scheme    for    the    County    of 

Flint),  Res.,  606 
Land  Transfer  Bill,  Pres.,  182  ;  2R.,  1027 
Law  Library,  Four  tJourts  (Irehind)  Bill,  2R., 

1211 
Law  of  Inheritance   Amendment  Bill,    2R. 

1385,  1394,  1401 
Limitation  of  Actions  Bill,  2R.,  444,   446 ; 

Com.,  1205,  1206,  1207 
Quarter  Sessions  (Midsummer)  Bill,  Com., 

173,  174 
Trustee  Act  (1893)  Amendment  Bill,  Com., 

1069 

HIBBERT,    Right   Hon.   Sir    J.   T. 
(Secretary       to      the      Treasury), 
Oldham 
Board  of  Trade  Publications,  976 
Civil  Service 
Colonial    and     India      Offices— Assistant 

Clerks,  193 
Colonial  Office  Copyists,  1226 
Second  Division  Clerks,  192,  847 
Sick  Leave,  193,  979 
Working  Hours  in  Public  Offices,  466 
Writers  and  Abstractors,  332,  1428 
Crown  Lands  and  Cottages,  609 
Deeds,  Stamping,  1091 
Oold  and  Silver  Commission  Report,  1089 
Oietham  University  Commission,  1575 
Chm  Licmioe§  and  Foinnteen,  1088 

leant. 
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HiBBEBT,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  T.-^eont, 
House  of  Lords  Officials,  461,  1223 

Ireland 

Achill  Sound  Railway.  635 

Board  of  Works  Loans-  Case  of  Patrick 
Mnmane,  1677 

Church  Surplus  Funds,  Return,  1095 

Cork    Street     Preacher  —  Mr.    Williams^ 
1414 

Deeds,  Stamping,  463,  831, 1215 

Down  County  Sea  Fisheries,  1075 

Dublin  Registry  of  Titles,  457 

Inland  Revenue  Examinations,  457 

Eillybegs  Pier,  614 

Nenagh  Waterworks  Loan,  1679 

Phoenix  Park  Grazings,  1102 

Phoenix  Park  Vehicular  Traffic,  6 

Piers,  Qrants  for,  1585 

Queen's  Colleges,  Professors  in,  987 

Registry  of  Deeds  Office,  456 

Sligo,    Leitrim,   and    Northern    Railway, 
1430 

Southern  Railway  Bill,  827 

Tralee  and  Dingle  Railway,  184 
Labour  Commission,  Cost  of,  1576 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  1682 
Private  Bills,  Cost  of,  23 
Stationery  Office  Publications,  Return,  856 
Ways   and    Means  —  Financial    Statement, 

Com.,  528 

Hickman,  Sir  A.,  Wolverhamptouy  W. 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  2R..  1338 

Hill,  Right  Hon.  A.  Staveley,  Stafford^ 
shire y  Kingswinford 
Canadian  Cattle,  1085 

HoARE,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Hampstead 

Income  Tax— Minors,  219 
Ways   and    Means  —  Financial    Statement, 
Com.,  550,  552 

HoBHorsE,  Mr.  C.  E.  H.,  Wilts^  Devizes 

Crown  Lands  and  Cottages,  609 
Dinder  Charity  Lands,  186 

HoGAN,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Tipperaryy  Mid. 
"  Costa  Rica  Packet,"  971 
Samoan  Islands,  1661 

Holland,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Salford,  N. 
German-Made  Brushes,  Importation  of,  1586 

HOKE  DEPAATMEFC 

Secretary  of  State— Mr.  ASQUITH 

Under  Secretary  of    State— Mr.  G.  W.  B. 
Russell 
(See  undfit  titYfe  Lav)  aiv4  J-wfc^iw  a-*^  ^<^V«i^ 
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Home  Rule  for   Scotland  (see   under 
Scotland) 

Hope,  Captain  T.,  Linlithgow 

Edinburgh— Road  Subventions,  838 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1608 

HopwooD,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Lancashire^  S,E.j 
Middleton 

Vaccination— Death  of  a  Child  at  Bury,  984 

Horses 

Cruelty  to,   Q.  Mr.  B.  Robinson;    A.   Mr. 

Asquith  April  10,  16 
Led  Hortei,  Q.  Mr.  J.  Burns  ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw- 

Lefevre  AprU  17,625 

HouLDSWORTH,  Sir  W.  H.,  Manchester^ 

N.W. 
Gold  and  Silver  Commission  Report,  1089 

House  of  Lords    Officials  (see  under 
Parliament) 

House  of  Lords  Veto  Abolition  Bill 

e.  Intro.,  Mr.  E.J.  C.  Morton  ;  Read  1°  AprU  17, 
747 


Howard,  Mr.   J.,    Middlesex^   Totten- 
ham 

Canadian  Tea  Duties,  183,  455,  836,  1094 
Sparkbrook  Factory,  1218 

Howell,  Mr.  G.,  Bethnal  Green,  N.E. 

Private  Bills,  Coet  of,  23 

HowTH,  Earl  of 

Sanitary  Condition  of  Howth  a^d  Clontarf, 
1211,  1405 

Hoylahe,  Casualties  to  Vessels  at 
Q.  Colonel  Cotton-Jodrell ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella 
April  30,  1664 

HoziER,  Mr.  J.  H.  C,  Lanarhshire,  S. 

Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  219 
Fruit  Identification  Bill,  2R.,  165, 166,  167 

Scotland 
Employers'  Liability,  854 
Service  Franchise,  841 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res..  1690, 
1691,  1606 

£[VGHE8j  Colonel  E.,  Woolwich 
Bmall  Holdiogi  (Iielaikl),  Bes.,  420 


Hunter,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Aberdeen,  N, 

Marking  of  Foreign  Meat,  27 

Saxe-Cobui^,  Duke  of  (Annuity),  Res.,  1043, 

1046 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),   Res.,  653, 

658,  666,  1001,  1606 
Ways    and     Means — Financial    Statement, 

Com.,  1184 

Illingworth,   Mr.  A.,  Bradford,  W, 

Established  Church    (Wales)    Bill— Motion 

for  Leave,  1767 
Standing  Com.  (Scotland),  Res.,  1031,  1032 
Ways    and    Means  —  Financial   Statement, 

Com.,  542. 1184 

Imperial  and  Naval  Defence  Act 
Financial  Statement  April  23,  1193 


Income  Tax  (see  under  titles  Customs^ 
Excise^  and  Inland  Revenue,  and 
Ways  and  Means) 


IHBIA 

Secretary  of  State— Mr.  H.  H.  Fowleb 
Dnder  Secretary  of  State— Mr.  G.  RussKLL 
Army 
Contagious  Diseases  among  the  Troops,  Q. 

Mr.  Jeffreys;   A.    Mr.   Campbell-Ban- 

nerman    April     20,    983;    Q.    Sir    R. 

Temple  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  AprU  23, 

1083 
Imprisonment  of  Soldiers,  References  to,  in 

Debate    on    the    Army  {Annual)  Bill, 

April  16,  662,  &c. 
Military  Expenditure,  Q.  Sir  D.  Macfar- 

lane  ;   A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  AprU  19, 

860 
Officers'  Pay,  Q.  Mr.  Naoroji ;  A.  Mr.  H. 

H.  Fowler  AprU  20,970 

Behar  Cadastral  Surrey,  Qs.  and  Obs.  Lord 
Stanley  of  Alder  ley,  Lord  Reay  AprU  16, 
443 

Cantonment  Begulations,  Q.  Mr.  Stansfeld; 
A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  April  28,  1082 

Famine  Commission  Recommendations,  Ad- 
dress for  Copies  AprU  24,  1328 

Financial  Statetnent,  Return  pres.  April  26, 
1552 

Fulta  Shooting  Case,  Q.  Mr.  Caine ;  A.  Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler  AprU  12,  206 

India  Office—Assistant  Clerks,  Q.  Mr.  Mac- 
donald  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  12, 
193 

Land  Revenue,  Q.  Sir  W.  Wedderbum ;  A. 
Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  AprU  19,  888 

Legislative  CouncUs,  Address  for  Return 
(Viscount  Cross)  AprU  26,  1885 

Mines,  Women  in,  Qs.  Mr.  Provand,  Sir  J. 
QtOT«t-,  As.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  AprU  S8, 
\Q»^\   ^.  %Vi  ^.  Qc«t%\.\  A.    Mr.  H.  H. 
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Mint*,  Cli*aiHff,  Qg.  Mr.  Conjbeare,  Sir  B, 
Samtielson  ;  As.  Mr,  H.  H.  Fowler  April  m. 
167-) 

yew^vaper  Ptnttagv,  Qs.  Mi%  Caine  ;  As,  Mr. 

H.  If.  Fowlor  April  12,  204 
Ofitehi!  PuhfirtttioHt,  Q.   Mr.  H.    Flunkett ; 

A.  Mr.  H,  II.  Fuv\*lcr  Aprfi  n\  15 
Upittm   1\*f}imh^um,  Q,  Jfr.  J.   E,   Ellis  ;  A. 

Mr,  H,  H,  Fowler  April  26.  Um 
Police  Force^  AnnhtaHt  Supt r i tdt'Hdtnijt^  Qs* 

Mr.  CaiDG,  *Sir  W.  Wcdderbara  ;  As.   Mr. 

H.  H,  Fowler  April  12,  203 
PrUvH*.  Mortality  »»,  Qs.  Mr.  S.  Smith.  Mr. 

Hanbury,  Sir  J.  Fcrguseon  ;  As,  Mr,  H.  H. 

Fowler  April  17,617 
&/f<  Law*.  Ob*.  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderlej, 

Loril      Ilefty^     Marquess     of      SaJisbury, 

Viecount  £\i)m  April  V\,  313 
^' Sane  hi  TopeT   Orneral  Muistr^fg  liihtk   i>«, 

Q.  an«l  01>H.  Lorti  St  aa  ley  of  Alder  lev,  Lord 

Beay  April  16,  429 
StJfjiiotu  Judgfji,  Srnttnr^t  of^  Q.  Mr.  Caine  ; 

A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler -l/ir;ri 2,  202 
Telegraph  Dtpfirtniatf  (\tntraet«^  Q,  Colonel 

H.  Vincent  ;  A,  Mr,  H.  H.  Fowler  April  I6» 

462 


adian  Railway  CompaiLiei  Bill 

Ic.  Intro.,  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler;  Read  P  Jj#r*Z  20, 
1066 


ladufltrial  and  Frovideiit  SocietieB  Acti 
a893)  Amendment  Bill 

^r.  Read2*».4;/r;/  11,  170 

Com.,  and  reported;   Read    S%   and  passed 

April  l«i,  Mil 
Bead  I*  April  19,822 

I9GBAM,  Sir  W,  J.,  Boston 

Volantary  Conveyances  Bill,  Blocking  of^  by 
Mr,  Perka,  643,  647 

Inter  national  Conferettce  for   the   Pro- 
tection of  Inditsiriul  Proper t if 
Q.   3fr,    Stuart-Wortley ;     A.   Sir   E.    Grey 
AprU  24,  1213 

Ipiwich  Burial  Board 

Qb.  Mr.  Everett,  Mr  J.  E.  Ellii! ;  A^,  Mr. 
Asquitb  Aprii  10,  14 

'IKELAHD 

Lonl  Lieutenant— Lord  Houohton 

Chief  Secretary— Mr.  J.  Mobley 

AgrUfutn  Outragtu—Miirdet  n/  a  Caretaker 
fa  Count  If  Cork  (see  uub-heading  Cvrk 
Mnrder) 


^ment 


,lyU,   Lord^  Estate  Dispute — Imprison- 
for  Contempt  of  Courts  ,{<>,,  Q«.  Mr. 


Hayden,  Mr.    Dane ;    A«.   Mr.  J.    Morlcy 
Jj^ri/  24,  123€;  A/frU  27,  Um 

{t0Ht. 


lRELAyj)^^i\U 
Army 
Antrim     Casth    Bvft     Park^Camp     of 

Exe^reite^    Q.    Mr,    M*Cartan ;     A»    Mr, 

Campbcll-Bannerman  AprU  19,  846 
BHfant     UiHturbttneeji  —  2nd     Bnttali&n 

horset    Ilrgiment,    Qs.    Mr.    Wolff,    Mr. 

M*Cartan ;    A».  Mr.    CaiupbeU- Banner- 
man  April  12,  215  ;    Q.   Mr.  Win^eld- 

Dig^bv ;     A.     Mr*    Campl^Mill-Bannerman 

.4/irr/ 27,1587 
Carm/rassu,  Momtffhiifi.  MiVdUt.  Camp  at* 

Q.  Mr,  O'DriBcoll  ;   A.     Mr.    Campbell- 

Bannerman  April  26,  1410 
Corcoran,  P^er^    Case  of  Qs.  Mr,  Bodkin  ; 

As.  Mr.  CampbclLBannerman  April  12^ 

214 
Cttrragh  Camp — Killaloe  Slates,  Q,  Mr.  P, 

J.  O'Brien  ;    A.  ^Mr.   Campbell-Banoer- 

man  April  2G,  1436 
Ejeamiwitionfi^    Q.    Mr.    Sexton;    A.   Mr. 

Campbell- Ban  Herman  April  30,  1686 
Inni^k  dl  intj    Fusil  icrs—  <^  uartcr m aster,  Q, 

Mr.  Diine  ;  A,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 

April  M,  H20 
Licensrd    Ihmscs  in  BvttevaiU,    Qs.  Mr. 

Flynn,    Mr.    Webater;  Aa*  Mr.  Woodall 

April  13,  341 
LtrmiondeiTy  Barruvks^  Q.  Mr.    Ross;  A. 

Mr.  Campbell-Baniierman  April  12,   184 
Officers  at    Itaiie    Mretitms,    Q.    Mr.    P. 

Smith ;    A.    Mr.    CampbelLBannerman 

AjtrU  20,  078 
Soldiers   on   Irish    Mail    Bonis,  Q.  Major 

Rasch ;  A.  Mr.  Burt  ApriJ  16,  1436 

Arran  Islands— Dt'stitut  ion  and   Evict  urns  ^ 

Qs.  Mr.   Sheehy,    Mr.  Sexton:  As.  Mr.  J. 

Morley    -4//ri7   16,   465  ;  Q.  Mr  Field  ;  A. 

Mr.  J,  Morley   April   17,   619;    Qs.    Mr. 

Sextan,  Mr.  W.  John&ton,Mr.  Channing;  Ag. 

Mr.  J.    Morlev    April   \\\    833 ;     Q.    Mr, 

Field  ;  A.  Mr.'j,  Morley  Aprd2n,  972;  Qji. 

Mr,   Sexton,    Mr.   Channiog ;    As.    Mr.  J. 

Morley  Aprd  26.  1436 
Barhcd   Wire   Fences,  Q.  Mr.  M.  Austin  |  A, 

Mr.  J.  Morley  April  26,  1421 
Barony   ConstabUs    rrt    Momitfhan    County, 

Defalcations  of  Q,  Mr.  Diamond  ;  A,  Mr.  J. 

Morley  Aprd  30,  1672 
Belfast  Ships*  Car}>eiiter,  ManaUuffMer  by, 

Qs.  5Ir.  Mains,  Mr,  Rom,  Mr,  Sexton  ;  As. 

Mr.  J,  Morley  AprU  10,  7 
Btftird    of    Irish    Lights    (ace    sub-heading 

Lighthouses) 
Biwtrd  of    Works   LtuiAS—Cftse    of  Patrick 

MurmtHc.   Q.  Mr,  Gilhooly  ;    A.  Sir  J.  T. 

Hibbcrt  Aprd  27,  1677 

Boycott  i-ng 
iHcitcrnent  to,  at  I^uhr,  County  Cork^  Qg. 
Mr.  Dane,    Mr.  Macartney ;   As.   Mr.  J. 
MorJey  April  27,  1681 
Kells,  Q.   Mr.  T.   W.   Rusaell ;  A.   Mr.  J. 
Morley  Aprd  26,  1446 
Carsicell  Point  Foghorn.  Q,  Mr.  Young;  A. 

Mr.  Mundella  Aprd  20,  970 
Casth'fmr— Mai i4ri4tus  Burnt *g  tf^  Qa.  Dr.  B, 

April  VO,H 
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UlULAyD^ooni. 

Ca^lehlayney   6huirdians  (see  under    sub- 
heading Poor  Law) 
Cattle  Weighbridges^  Q.  Mr.  Dane ;  A.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  April  26,  1420 
Cavan  Land  Covunitsion  (see  sub-heading 

Land  CommisAion) 
Church  Surplus  Funds  Returns,  Q.  Lord  R. 

Churchill ;  A.    Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  April  23, 

1094 
Church     Temporalities     Fundj    Copy    pres. 

Apr  a  26,  1652 
Church      Temporalities     Commission — Pay- 

mentSy  Q.   Mr.  Flynn ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

AprU  27,  1584 
Clogher  Valley  Tramway  Company — Engine 

Drivers'  Hours  of  Labour,  Q.  Mr.  M'Qilli- 

gan  ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  April  23,  1100 
ClonakUty  Rate   Rook — Case   of  Cornelius 

Driscoll,  Q.  Mr.  Hayden  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

April  24,  1226 
Contempt  of  Court,  Imprisonment  for  (see 

sub-heading  Annaly's,  Lord,  Estate  Dis- 
pute) 
Cork — Murder  of  a  Caretaker,  Q.  and  Obs. 

Marquess  of  Londonderry,   Karl  of  Cork 

AprU  23, 1070;  Qs.  Mr.  Darling,  Mr.  Flynn, 

Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr.   Jackson,   Mr.   W. 

Johnston,  Mr.  Carson  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Merley 

April 2S,ll06;  Qs.  Mr.  T.W.Russell, Mr. 

Dane  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  26, 1447  ;  Q. 

and  Obs.  Marquess   of  Londonderry,  Earl 

Spencer.    Lord  Monkswell,  Barl  of  Cork, 

Lord  Ashbourne,  Barl  of  Rosebery  AprU  27, 

1563 
Cork    Outdoor  Preaching   Disturbances,   Q. 

Mr.  Carson  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  17,  628 
Cork  Street  Preachers — Case  of  Mr.  Williams, 

Qs.  Mr.    Thomas  Healy,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 

Amold-Forster,    Mr.    W.   Johnston ;     As. 

Mr.  J.  Morley,  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  26, 

1414 
County  Treasurers'  Fee  Fund,  Account  pres. 

AprU  16,  592 
Crime,  Decrease  of,  Qs.  Mr.  T.  Healy,  Mr. 

Sexton  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  16,  458 
Crimes  Act,  Repeal  of,  Q.  Colonel  Nolan  ; 

A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  AprU  24,  1225 
Deeds,  Stamping,  Q.  Mr.  M^Cartan ;  A.  Sir 

J.   T.   Hibbert    AprU   16,   462;    Qs.  Mr. 

M*Cartan,  Mr.  Dane  ;  As.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 

AprU  19,  831  ;  Qs.  Mr.  M'Cartan,  Mr.  W. 

Johnston,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  G.  Bowles ;  As. 

Sir  J,  T.  Hibbert  AprU  24,  1215 
DUlan's,    Lord,    Tenants    (see    sub-heading 

Evictions') 
Disvensary  Committees  (see  sub-heading  Poor 

District  Registries — WrUs  of  Summons,  Q« 

Mr.  M*Cartan ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  27» 

1584 
Dog-Muzzling  Regulations  at  Kanturk,  Q. 

Mr.  Flynn  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  27, 1576 
Donovan,  Murder  of  (see  sub-beading  Cork 

Murder^ 
Ihihlin  Law  Courts — Press  Accommodation, 
Qs.  Mr,  W.  O'Brien,  Mr.  Bodkin,  »Vt  A 
RolUt,  Mr.    Dane ;    As.    Mr.   3.  MoT\ey 
AprU  16,  468 

{cont 


IRELAND— conU 
Education 

Clonmeen  National  Schools,  Q.  Mr.  Flynn  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  12, 195 
Compulsory    School    Attendance,    Q.   Mr. 

Field  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  April  10,  20 
Education  Act,  Q.  Mr.  Field;   A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  AprU  10,  20 ;    Q.  Mr.  Hayden  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  16,  461 ;  Q.  Mr. 

Field ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  17,  619 
Killavullen  National  School— Case  of  Mr, 

Fitzgerald,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Abraham  ;  A.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  AprU  27,  1585 
Queen's    Colleges,    Professors   in,    Q.  Dr. 

Kenny ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.   Hibbert  AprU  20, 

987 
Rainey's  School,  Magherafelt,   Q.   Sir  T. 

Lea  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  16,  464 
Teachers'  GratuUies,  Q.Mr.  P.A.M'Hugh  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  April  17,  623 
Teachers*     Pension     Fund^Co^j     pres. 

April  19,  956 
Veterinary   College,    Proposed,  Q.  Mr.  W. 

Johnston;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  13f 

326 
Estate  Duty,  Qs.  Mr.  Carson,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 
Knox ;  As.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  AprU  30, 1680 

Evictions 
Annaly  Estae   Dispute    (see    that    sub- 
heading) 
Arran  Islands  (see  that  sub-heading) 
Dillon's,  Lord,  Estate,  Q.  Mr.  Hayden  ;  A 

Mr.  J.   Morley  AprU  16,  461 ;    Q.  Mr. 

Bodkin  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  23,  1088 
Eviction  Notices,  Copy  pres.  AprU  18,  811 
Etirtion  Proceeding — Perjury  in  Case  of 

James    and    Walter     Tormey,    Q.    Mr. 

Dane  ;   A.    Mr.   J.    Morley    April    20, 

968 
Leitrim,  Stmth,  Qs.  Mr.  Tully  ;  As.  Mr.  J. 

Morley    April    27,     1588  ;     April    30, 

1685 
Madden  Estate,  County  Fermanagh,  Q.  Mr. 

Dane;    A.    Mr.    J.    Morley    AprU    27, 

1680 
Police  at,  Q.  Mr.  Knox  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

AprU  26,  1443 
Rathcline,    County    Longford,     Qs.     Mr* 

Hayden,   Mr.  Kilbride,   Mr.   Dane,  Mr. 

Sexton ;    As.   Mr.  J.  Morley  April  19, 

828 

Financial  Relations  of  the  Three  Kingdotns 
(see  that  title) 

FH^heries 

Dingle   Fish-Curing   Stations,   Q.  Sir    T. 

Esmonde ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley   AprU  19, 

835 
Down     County    Sea   Fisheries,     Q.     Mr* 

M'Cartan  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  23, 

1076 
Loss  of  Life  and  Roots  in  Recent  Gales, 

Q.    Mr.  M*Cartan;    A.    Mr.    Mundella 

AprU  27, 1687  ;  Qs.  Mr.  Gilhooly,  Mr.  G. 

Bowles;     As.     Mr.    Mundella,    Mr.   J. 

Motley  AprU  80,  1678 
PVert,  Orawit  Jw,^^\t  1,  l^^taonde ;  A. 
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/V#Am0»— oont. 

Salmon  Fishing  in  the  River  Slaney^  Q. 

Mr.     Ffrench  ;      A.     Mr.     J.    Morlej 

April  23,  1101 
SoMth  C'Hutf  Qs.  Mr.  Dane,  Mr.  Carson ; 

As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  17,  615 

Oaltoay,  Extra  Police  in  (see  under  sub- 
heading Policey   ' 

Gweedore  DUftrict  Disturbaneen^  Qs.  Mr- 
Barton,  Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan,  Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell,  Mr.  Bartley ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley 
Apra  10,  18 

Howth  and  Clontarf,  Sanitary  Canditiv^n  of, 
Obs.  Lord  Howth,  Lord  Monkswell 
Apnl  24,  1211 

Motion    for    Papers    (Earl    of    Howih) 
AprU  16,  1405 
Inland  Revenue  Examination,  Q.  Mr.  Clancy; 

A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  16,  466 
Iriih  Language  in.  Law  Courts^  Q.  Mr.  Field  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  April  10,  27 
Kerry— Sunken   Rocks,  Q.  Sir  T.  Esmonde  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  18,  327 
Killaloe  Slates,  Q.  Mr.  P.   J.   O'Brien  ;  A. 

Mr.  Campbcll-Bannerman  AprU  26,  1436 
KUlyhegs  Pier,  Qs.  Mr.  Dane,  Mr.  Mac  Neill ; 

As.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  17,  614 
Kilpedder  Petty  Sessums  Court,  Qs.  Mr.  Kil- 
bride ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  April  26,  1431 ; 

AprU  30,  1670 
Knight  of  Kerry    and  Poor  Rates,  Qs.  Mr. 

Kilbride,  Mr.  Bodkin ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

AprU  26,  1432 
Labourers^    Act,    Expemtes  vndsr,  Q.  Mr.  E. 

Barry  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  30,  1662 

Labourers^  Cottages 

CarUnv,  Q.    Mr.  J.  Hammond ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  AprU  24,  1220 
Celhridge,    Q.    Mr.    Clancy ;  A.     Mr.     J. 

Morley  AprU  13,  327 
Clanahilty,  Qs.  Mr.  E.  Barry,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 

As.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  AprU  17,  633 
CootehUlj     Qs.    Mr.    Young;  As.    Mr.    J. 

Morley  AprU  13,  325 ;  AprU  23, 1083 
Dingle,  Q.   Sir  T.  Esmonde;    A.   Mr.  J. 

Morley  AprU  17,  617 
DwndalK  Q.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  April  10,  5 
IhinshaughUn,  Q.    Mr.  Field ;    A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  AprU  19,  827 
Newcastle   West,  Q.  Mr.  M.  Austin  ;  A.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  April  10,  24 
Rascrea,  Q.  Mr.  Crean  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

April  27,  1677 
Sliao,  Qs.  Mr.   P.  A.   M'Hugh;   As.   Mr. 

Morley  AprU  13,  321 ;  AprU  24,  1219 
Strahane,  Qs.  Mr.  A.  0*Connor,  Mr.   Kil- 
bride ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  12,  201 
Stranorlar,    Qs.    Mr.    A.    O'Connor,    Mr. 

Macartney ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  April  30, 

1668 

Lmnd  Acts^Seleot  Committee 
Motion  for  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  AprU  10, 108  ; 
AprU  12,  305 ;  April  13,  897  ;  Agreed  to 
AprU  16,  589;  Appointment   of  Com. 
jiprU  24,  182$ 

Icont, 


IRELAAD-'Cont. 
Land  Acts^  cunt. 

Obs.  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Sir  E.  Harland,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy  AprU  12,  306  ;  Obs.  Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr. 
J.  Morley,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Mr. 
Sexton,  Sir  E.  Harland  AprU  12, 
307 ;  Obs.  Mr.  Smith-Barry,  Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell,  Mr.  Speaker  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy, 
Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Mr.  W.  John- 
ston AprU  13. 397  ;  Q.  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell; 
A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  20,  990 

Land  Commisuwn 

Caran^Jfr.  Bomford,  <<(r.,  Qs.  Mr.  Knox ; 

As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU   12,  185,  221 ; 

AprU  19,861  ;  April  2^,  1416 
Church   TemporalUies  Com/nissi4m,    PaV' 

ments  under.  Q.  Mr.  Flynn  ;   A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  April  27,  1584 
Lanesbonpugh  Estate — Case  of  T.  Roland, 

,^c.,   Q.   Mr.   Knox;  A.  Mr.  J.   Morley 

April  26,  UlS 
Tithe  R4int'Charge,  Qs.  Mr.  Gibney,  Mr.  T. 

M.  Healy ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  30, 

1671 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1887  —  Eviction 

Notices,  Copy  pres.  April  18,  811 
Lanesborough    Estate — Case  of  T,  Roland, 

4'c.,  Q.    Mr.   Knox  ;    A.   Mr.    J.    Morley 

AprU  26,  1418 
Law  Reports — House  of  Commons  Libra ry^ 

Qs.  Mr.  M»Cartan,  Mr.  Dane ;  As.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  AprU  29,  1435 
Lewiit     Estate,      GtUway  —  Extra     Police, 

Sfc,  Qs.  Mr.   Roche,   Mr.   M*Cartan,   Mr. 

Bodkin,  Mr.  Sexton ;   As.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

AprU  27,  1578  ;  Q.  Mr.  Roche  ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  AprU  30,  1671 
Licensing   Questions    and   Magistrates  (see 

sub-heading  Magistracy) 
Limerick — Emergency   Man,  Alleged  Shoot* 

ing  by,  Qs.  Mr.  M.  Austin,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 

Darling  ;    As.   Mr.  J.   Morley   April    13, 

329 

Lighthouses 
Roard  of  Irish  Lights,  Qs.  Mr.  Field  ;  As. 

Mr.  Mundella  AprU  17,  619 
Rriggs  Re<f  Ruoy,  Qs.  Colonel   Waring, 

Mr.  Wolflf,  Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy, 

Mr.  Field ;  As.  Mr.  Mundella  April  13, 

323 
Carswell  Point  Foghorn,  Q.   Mr.    Voung  ; 

A.  Mr.  Mundella  AprU  20,  970 
Orants  in  Aid,  Qs.  Mr.  Wolff,  Mr.  Field  ; 

As.  Mr.  Mundella  AprU  19,  840 

Local      Oovernment     Roard,     Copy     pres. 

AprU  12,  307 
Lough  Ryan,  Shipping  Casualty  in,   Q.  Mr. 

Sexton  ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  AprU  19,  833 

Lunatic  Asylums 
Relfast  Worhikouse,  Lunatics  in,  Qs.  Mr. 
M*Cartan,  Mr.  Sexton;  As.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  AprU  20,  966  ;  Qs.  Mr.  Sexton, 
Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley 
AprU  80, 1667 

Apra^^,^n 
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IRELAND^QonU 
Jjunatic  Atylums—cont. 
Removal  of  Lunatics  —  Case   (if  James 

Conniffe,  Q.  Mr.  D.  Sullivan ;  A.  Mr.  J, 

Morley  AprU  26, 1410 
Richmond  Asylum^  Dublin^  Qs.   Mr.  W* 

Kenny,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;   Ab.  Mr.  J. 

Morley    April   12,    196 ;   Q.  Mr.  T.  M. 

Heftly  ;    A.    Mr.   J.   Morley    Airril  13, 

342 ;  Q.  Dr.  Kenny  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

AprU  20,  990 

Madden  Estate^  County  Fermanagh^  Q.  Mr. 
Dane  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  April  27, 1680 

Mag  i4ft  racy 
Antrim     Catholic     Magistrates^    Q.    Mr. 
Knox  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  April  19,  862 

Deeny,  Mr. — Licence  Transfer,  Q.  Mr. 
Macartney  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  19, 
832;  Qs.  Mr.  Butcher,  Mr.  Mains,  Mr. 
Carson  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  April  23, 
1104 

Grant,  Mr.  James,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Johnston ;  A. 
Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  30, 1666 

Hegarty,  Mr. — Licence  Transfer,  Qs.  Dr. 
Tanner,  Mr.  W.  Johnston,  Mr.  T.  W. 
Kussell ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  April  19,  848 

O'Connor,  Mr,  M.  W,,  Q.  Mr.  Dane ;  A. 
Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  19,  848 

Malicious  Burnings 
Castlebar,  Qs.  Dr.  R.  Ambiose,  Mr.  Flynn ; 
As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  10, 16 

Clare  County,  Q.  Mr.  Sexton ;  A.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  AprU  19,  836 

ManorhamUton  Veterinary  Inspector,  Q. 
Mr.  P.  A.  M'Hugh;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 
AprU  17,  622 

Markets  and  Fairs  ( Weighing  of  Cattle')  Act, 
1887,  Return  ordered  AprU  24,  1328 

Medical  Relirf  (see  under  sub-heading  Poor 
Law) 

Mew  Island  Fog  Signal,  Q.  Mr.  M'Cartan ; 
A.  Mr.  Mundella  AprU  12,  210 

Monaghan,  County,  Barony  Constables,  Ik' 
falcations  of,  Q.  Mr.  Diamond  ;  A.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  April  30,  1672 

Moonlighting  Outrages,  Q.  Mr.  Dane;  A. 
Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  26, 1444 

Nenagh  Waterworks  Loan,  Q.  Mr.  P.  J. 
O'Brien ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  30, 
1678 

Orange  Disturbances  in  County  Antrim,  Qs. 
Mr.  M*Cartan,  Mr.  Ross,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  W. 
Johnston  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  April  12, 197  ; 
Qs.  Mr.  M'Cartan,  Mr.  Dane,  Mr.  Bodkin , 
Mr.  Sexton ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  19, 
849 

Parliamentary  Voters — Return,  Qs.  Mr.  Mow 
bray,  Sir  £.  Ash  mead-Bartlett ;  As.  Mr. 
G.  Russell  AprU  80,  1688 

Phanix  Park  Grazings,  Q.  Mr.  Field  ;  A. 
Sir  J.  r.  Hibbert  AprU  23, 1102 

Phmnix  Park  Vehicular  Traffic^  Qji.  "Mi*^ 
T.  M.  Healy;  Ag.  Sir  J.  T.  H\\)\»il 
Jipril  10,  6 
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IRELAND—cont. 

Piers,   Grants  for,  Q.  Sir    T.  Esmonde ;  A, 
Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  27,  1686 

Police 

Evict i4>ns.  Police  at,  Q.  Mr.  Knox  ;  A.  Mr- 

J.  Morley  AprU  26, 1443 
Galway,  Extra  Police  in,  Q.  Mr.  Roche  J 

A.  Bir.  J.  Morley  AprU  23,  1093 ;  Qs- 

Mr.  Roche,  Mr.  M'Cartan,  Mr.  Bodkin, 

Mr.  Sexton  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  27) 

1678;  Q.  Mr.  Roche;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

AprU  30, 1671 
Gweedore  District  Disturbances,  Qs.  Mr. 

Barton,  Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan,  Mr.  T.  W. 

Russell,  Mr.  Bartley ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley, 

AprU  10,  18 
Lurgan — Complaint  against  a  Policeman; 

Q.  Mr.  E.  M'Hugh ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

AprU  10,  17 
Mullany,  Ex'Constable,  Q.  Colonel  Nolan  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  24,  1224 
Strength  of,  Q.  Mr.  Dane ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

AprU  26, 1444 
Weaford  County,  Extra  Police  in,  Q.  Mr. 

T.   Healy ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  12, 

207 

Poor  Law 
Belfast  Lunatics  (see  sub-heading  Lunatic 

Asylums') 
Castleiblayney  MUk  Contract,  Q.  Mr.  W. 

Johnston ;  A.   Mr.  J.  Morley  ApTrU  30, 

1669 
ClonakUty    Union  —  Case    of    Cornelius 

Dri^eoll,    Q.  Mr.  Hayden;    A.   Mr.  J. 

Morley  AprU  24,  1226 
Dispensary  Committees,  Q.   Mr.  Bodkin  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  12,   186  ;   Qs. 

Mr.  P.  A.  M'Hugh,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  As.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  AprU  13,  322 
Dublin  Union  Precepts,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Kenny ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  12,  191 
Financial  PosUion  of  Univns,  Qs.  Mr.  Ross, 

Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ;  As.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  AprU  12,  188 
Kenmare    Guardians'    Election,    Q.    Mr. 

Kilbride;   A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  28, 

1098 
K'dlarney  Union,  Financial  Condition  of, 

Qs.  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr.  Sexton,  Sir 

T.   Esmonde,   Mr.   Bodkin  ;   As.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  AprU  23,  1091 
Labourers'  Cottages  (see  that  sub-heading) 
Letterkenny      Guardians,      Qs.    Mr.    A. 
'  O'Connor,    Mr.     Sexton ;    As.    Mr.    J. 

Morley  AprU  26,  1412 
Medical  Relief,  Q.  Mr.  A.  O'Connor;  A. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  26,  1412 
Xenagh  Guardians — Waterworks  Loan,  Q. 

Mr.  P.  J.  O'Brien  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 

AprU  30,  1678 
Renwral  of  Lunatie—^ase  of  James  Con- 
niffe, Q.  Mr.  D.    Sullivan ;    A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  AprU  26,  1410 
Tuam    Guardianship    Dispute,    Q.     Mr. 

Roche  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  19,  880 

V     Poor   RaIm— Kui^M    of  Kerty,    Qt.    Mr. 
\        ^\\\iivifi,    Ux,    ^^V!i\     ku    lit.    J. 
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UtULAND—cont. 
Poit  Offiee 

American  Mail  JRoutes,  Qs.  Captain 
Donelan,  Mr.  Dane,  Mr.  Field ;  As.  Mr.  A. 
Morley  AprU  19, 844 

American    Mail     Service,    Beturn    prea. 

Ajn-il  16,  592 
BaUinwre  AlaiU,  Q.  Mr.  Gilhooly  ;  A.  Mr. 

A.  Morley  April  20,  986 
Caetle    Core    Arrange nvent*,    Q.  Mr.  Kil- 
bride ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  AprU  26,  1483 
Cork,  Weet,  Qs.  Mr.  E.  Barry ;  As.  Mr.  A. 

Morley  April  10,  11 
Corit,  Jiandon,  and  South  Coast  Bailway, 

Q.    Mr.    Gilhooly;    A.     Mr.     Mundella 

AprU  13,  331 ;  Q.  Mr.  GilhooJy ;  A.  Mr. 

A.  Morley  April  19,  830 
Dublin—Second  Dicieitm  Clerks,    Q.    Mr. 

Hayden  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  April  20, 974 
Dublin    Telegraph    Dejtartwentj   Qs.   Mr. 

Field  ;  As.  Mr.  A.  Morley  AprU  20,  966, 

966 

UnniikUlen  Accommodation,  Q.  Mr.  Dane; 

A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  AprU  20,  969 
London  and  Dublin  .Vail  Service,  Qs.  Mr. 

Clancy  ;  As.  Mr.  A.  Morley  AprU  12,  206 
Loulsburgh     Telegraph     Office,     Q,     Dr. 

Ambrose ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  AprU  24, 

1227 

Portadown,  Q.  Colonel  Saunderson  ;  A.  Mr. 
A.  Morley  AprU  12,  192 

Stokestaum  and  Elphin  Arrangements,  (^, 
Mr.  Bodkin  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  AprU  23, 
1077  ^  ' 

Telegraph  Employes,  Q.  Mr.  Knox  ;  A.  Mr. 
A.  Morley  AprU  19,  862 

Prisons 

Dundalk^SanUary  Inspector  of  Nui- 
sances, Qs.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  As.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  AprU  10,  4 

Lady  VisUors,  Q.  Mr.  Webb ;  A.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  AprU  20,  970 

Warder  Barrett,  Q.  Colonel  Nolan;  A. 
Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  24, 1224 

Queen's  Colleges,  Professors  in,  Q.  Dr. 
Kenny ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  20, 
987 

BaUways 

AchUl  Sound,  Q.  Dr.  R.  Ambrose ;  A.  Sir 

J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  17,  635 
Cork,  Bandon,  and  Stmth  Coast,  Q.   Mr- 

Gilhooly ;  A.  Mr.   Mundella  AprU  13, 

331  ;     Q.    Mr.    Gilhooly ;    A.    Mr.    A. 

Morley  AprU  19,  830 
Drumshanbo  Qtationmaster,  Qs.  Mr.  Tully, 

Mr.    P.    A.    M'Hugh;    As.    Mr.    Burt 

AprU  26,  1440 
Lcficl  Crossings-^Oreat  Northern  BaUioay, 

Q.  Mr.  Dane  ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  AprU  20, 

969  ^ 

London  and  Xtn-th  Wrstern^Soldiers  on 

Irish  MaU  Boats,  Q.  Major  Rasch ;  A. 

Mr.  Burt  AprU  26, 1486 
MUted  IVam  between  Dublin  and  Dro» 

gkeda,  Qt.  Mr.  Clancy;  As.  Mr.  Mnn- 

delUAjfHi  12,206 
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IBELAND^oonU 
Ba  ilways-^cont, 

Schull  and  Skibbereen  Light  BaUway,  Q, 

Mr.  Field ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  10, 

29 
Sligo,  Leitrim,  and  Northern  Counties,  Qs. 

Mr.  Wolff,  Mr.  Jordan,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 

Dane,  Mr.  Jackson;  As.  Sir  J.  T.  Hib- 
bert AprU  26,  1429 
SoutJiern  BaUway  Bill,  Q.  Mr.  Field ;  A, 

Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  19,  827 
Tralee  and  Dingle,  Q.  Sir  T.  Esmonde ;  A* 

Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  12,  184 

Bathdrum.      Water     Supply,      Q.    Mr.     J. 
O'Connor  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  13,  328 

BegistratUm  of  TUle  Act 
Dublin— Chief  Clerk,  Q.  Mr.  M'Cartan  ;  A. 

Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  16,  457 
Dublin  Union  Precepts,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Kenny  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  12,  191 
"  Torish  v.  Orr,*'  Q.  Mr.  Dane ;  A.  Mr.  J, 

Morley  AprU  30,  1666 

Begistration  of  Title,  Return  ordered  AprU  24, 

1328 
Begistry  of  Deeds  Office,  Q.  Mr.  Clancy  ;  A. 

Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  16,  455 
Begistry  of  Deed^   Office    Superannuation, 

Copy  ordered  and  pres.  AprU  10,  112 
Small    Holdings,     Res.     (Colonel     Nolan) 

AprU  13,  398 
Southern  BaUtoay  BUI,  Q.  Mr.  Field  ;  A.  Sir 

J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  19,  827 
Spencer  Dock,  Q.  Mr.  Tuite  ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella 

AjfrU  12,  200 
TUhe  Bent-Charge  Arrears,  Qs.  Mr.  Gibney, 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  As.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  Ap^-U  30,  1670 
"  Torish  y.   Orr,'*  Q.  Mr.  Dane  ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  J/>r*/ 30,  1666 
Valentia  Island  Boatslips,  Q.  Mr.  Kilbride  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  26,  1433 
Ventry  Harbour  Works,  Q.  Sir  T.  Esmonde  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  26,  1433  • 

Veterinary   College,  Proposed,    Q.    Mr.  W 

Johnston  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  April  13,  326 
Wexford  Spring  Assizes —Decrease  in  Crime, 

Qs.  Mr.  Thomas  Healv,  Mr.  Sexton ;    As. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  16,  468 
WrUs  of  Summonses—District    Begistries, 

Q.    Mr.    M*Cartan;     A.  Mr.    J.    Moriey 

AprU  27,  1684 

Iriih  Education  Act  (1882)  Amendment 
BiU 

c.  Older  for  2R.  negatived  AprU  13,  427 

Isaacson,  Mr.  F.  W.,  Tower  Hamlets^ 
Stepney 

Ways   and    Means  —  Financial    Statement, 
Com.,  1163,1187 

Jacks,  Mr.  W.,  Stirlingshire 

Industrial    Accidents    and     the     ^Labour 

Gaiette,"  1074 
Standing  CommMVftfc  C?.w"e«iMS:^>'^«k^^SSffA. 
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Jackson,  Right  Hon.  W.  L.,  Leeds^  N. 

Cork— Murder  of  a  Caretaker,  1106 

Hunslet,  St.  Silas*  Schools,  1679 

Navy    Estimates  —  Shipbuilding,      Repairs, 

and  Maintenance— Personnel,  259 
Sligo,  Leitrim,  and  Northern  Counties  Rail- 
.      way,  1430 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Com., 
1167,  1169,  1171,  1172,  1173,  1174, 1176 

James,     Right     Hod.     Sir     H.,  Bury^ 
Lancashire 

Period  of  Qualification  and  Elections  Bill, 

389,  843,  1453 
Private  Bills,  Cost  of,  23 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  709 

Jebb,  Mr.  R.  C,  Cambridge  University 

Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  for 
Leave,  1722 

Jeffreys,  Mr.  A.  F.,  Hants^  Basingstoke 
Canadian  Cattle  Importation,  1087 
Contagious  Diseases  among  the  Troops,  938 
District  Councils,  1223 
Marking  of  Foreign  and  Colonial   Meat,  25, 

869 
Ways    and     Means  —  Financial    Statement, 
Com.,  640,  1183,  1316 

Jersey,  Earl  of 
"  Costa  Rica  Packet,"  Petition  pres.,  818 

Johnson-Ferguson,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Leices- 
ter, Loughborough 
Ways    and    Means  —  Financial    Statement, 
Com.,.  1190 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast,  S. 
^  Dogs  Bill,  2R.,  1781  ^ 

•'  Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill— Motion  for 
Leave,  1699,  1700 
Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,  1202 

Ireland 
Arran  Islands,  Destitution  in,  834 
Castleblayney  Union  Milk  Contract,  1669 
Cork's — Murder  of  a  Caretaker,  1107 
CorkStreet  Preachers — Case  of  Mr.Williams, 

1415 
Deed  Stamping,  1215 
Grant,  Mr.  J.,  Magistrate,  1666 
Hegarty,  Mr.,  Magistrate,  848 
Land  Acts — Select  Committee,  398 
Orange  Disturbances  in  County  Antrim,  198 
Small  Holdings,  Res.,  404 
Veterinary  College,  Proposed,  326 

Ladies'  Gallery,  1449 

Liquor  Traffic  (I.ocal  Veto)  Bill,  1226 

Beligioaa  Tests  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,  689, 1203, 

1S26 
Solicitors  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,426 
rgmnda— Sir  G.  Portars  Report,  B\0 


Johnstone,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Sussex^  Hor* 
sham 

Sussex  Parliamentary  Electors*  Return,  621 

Jones,  Major  E.  R.,  Carmarthen^  Sfc, 

Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  for 
Leave,  1489,  1746 


Jones,  Mr.  D.  B.,  Gloucester,  Stroud 

Harewood  End*  Magistrates'  Clerk,  182 
Stioud  School  Board,  1222 

Jordan,  Mr.  J.,  Meath,  S. 

Sligo,     Leitrim,    and      Northern    Counties 
Railway,  1430 

Justices  of  the  Peace  (see  under  title 
Law,  Sfc» — Magistrates) 

KAY  -  SHUTTLEWORTH,  Right 
Hon.  Sir  U.  J.  (Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty),  Lancashire,  Clitheroe 

Africa — H.M.  Ships  Stationed  on  the  East 
Coast,  1214 

Contracts 

Bolts  and  Nuts,  972 

Cutlery,  187 

Trade  Union  Wages,  617 
Courts    Martial  —  Officers    of    the    Royal 

Marines,  1447 

DockyardSi^Fureign  Officers  Visiting,  1461 
Early   Morning    Work  on    H.M.    Ships    at 

Portsmouth,  982 
Expenditure  at  Home  Naval  Establishmentii 

466 

Navy  Estimates 

Armour  Plates,  289 

Manning,  60,  61,  101 

Shipbuilding,  Repairs,  and  Maintenance- 
Personnel,  60,  61,  68,  69,  70,  81,  87,  264, 
280 

Warrant  Officers,  396 
Officers— Ex-Officers*  Uniforms,  612 
Public  Press  Regulations,  214 
Seamen  and  Stokers,  1674 
Warren  Hastings  Island— Loss  of  the  *'  Blair 

Athole,"  862 

Kearlet,  Mr.  H.  E.,  Devonport 
Barracks,  Raglan — Sewage  Outfall,  191 
Naval  Allotments,  Payment  of,  1216 
Navy  Estimates 

Manning,  72 

Warrant  Officers,  396 

Ki««KWAY,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devon,  Uonitom 

\     liocomoXNN^  TtowfitsMl  '^^i^^iw^  Bill^  Intra* 
\         \^i^ 
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Kenny,    Dr.  J.   E.,    Dublin,    College 
Green 

Ireland 
Qaeen*8  Colleges,  Profeaaors  in,  987 
Richmond     Lunatic     Asylum     Building 
Scheme,  990 

KsNNT,  Mr.  W.,  Dublin,  St.  Stephen's 
Green 

Dublin— Bichmond  Asylum,  196 
Dublin  Union  Precepts,  191 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.,  129,  130 
Straw  Bottle-Envelopes,  Imports  of,  24 

Kenyon-Slaney,  Colouel   W.,    Shrop- 
shire, Newport 

Ways  and    Means  —  Financial   Statement, 
Com.  1185 

Kilbride,  Mr.  D.,  Kerry,  S. 
Ireland 
Castle  Cove  Postal  Arrangements,  1433 
Evictions — Rathcline,    County    Longford, 

829 
Kenmare  Poor  Law  Guardians'  Election, 

1098 
Kilpedder    Petty    Sessions    Court,    1431, 

1670 
Knight  of  Kerry  and  the  Poor  Rate,  1432 

Labourers*      Cottages,     Strabane    Union, 

202 
Valentia  Island  Boatslips,  1434 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,  114,  141 

KIMBERLEY,  Earl  of  (Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs) 

Behring  Sea  Award    Bill,  2R.,  174;  Com., 

448 
"  Costa  Rica  Packet,"  Petition  pres.,  815 
Luccombe  and  Stoke- Pero,  School  Accommo- 
dation at,  441 

KiNLOCH,  Sir  J.  G.  S.,  Perth,  E. 

Scotch  Magistrates — Appointment  Fees,  190 

Knatchbull-Hugessen,    Mr.   H.    T., 
Kent,  Faversham 

Wales— Intermediate  Education,  620 

Knowles,  Mr.  Lees,  Salford,  W. 
Free  Education  at  Atherton,  1090 
Plumbers*  Registration  Bill,  2R.,  305 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1021 

Knox,  Mr.  E.  F.  V.,  Cavan,  W. 

Bechnanaland  Protectorate,  186 

Ireland 
Antrim  CathoUc  Magistrates,  862 
Bnd^t  Proposals— Estate  Duty,  1681 
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Knox,  Mr.  E.  F.  Y.^cont, 
Ireland — cotU, 
Cavan   Land  Commission — Mr.    Bomford, 

&c.,  185,  221,  861, 1416 
Lanesborough  Estate — Case  of  T.  Boland, 

1418 
Police  at  Evictions,  1442 
Telegraph  Employ^  862 

Labouchere,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 

Caithness  Volunteer  Artillery  Corps,  1684 
Matabeleland  Settlement,  626,  627 
Procedure  of  Parliament  Amendment  Bill, 

Intro.,  1327 
Saxe-Coburg,  Duke  of  (Annuity),  Res.,  1037 » 

1046 
Telephone  Companies,  1660 
Uganda— Sir  G.  Portal's  Report,  340 

Labour  Commission,  Cost  of 
Q.  Mr.  Benn  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  27, 
1676 

Labour  Department 
Amhtdaruse  Instruetum,  Q.  Sir  J.  Leng ;  A. 

Mr.  G.  Russell  April  19,  824 
BelVs  Match  Factory  Strike^ Prosecution  qf 

Ellen  Conway,  Qs.    Mr.    Macdonald ;  As. 

Mr.  Asquith  April  16,  467 
Bootle  Jute  Company^s  Worht,  StriJte  at,  Q. 

Colonel  Sandys  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  AprU  lOf 

Dock  Labourers,    Unemployed,  Qs.   Mr.    K. 

Hardie,  Mr.   Havelock    Wilson  ;  As.    Mr. 

Burt  AprU  26,  1407 
Industrial  Accidents,  Q.  Mr.  Jacks  ;  A.  Mr* 

Mundella  April  23, 1074 
''Labour  Gazette;'  Q.  Colonel   H.  Vincent; 

A.    Mr.    Mundella    AprU     16,    454 ;  Qs. 

Colonel   H.   Vincent,   Mr.  G.  Bowles,  Mr. 

Bartley  ;  As.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Sir  W.  Har- 

court  AprU  20,  976  ;  Q.  Mr.  Jacks  ;  A.  Mr. 

Mundella  AprU  23,  1074 

Trade  Union  Wages  and  Gorernment 
Contra/^s,  Qs.  Mr.  Fenwick  ;  As.  Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerraan  AprU  10,  9  ;  Q.  Mr.  Cald- 
well ;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  AprU  17, 
616 

Labourers^   Cottages    in    Ireland    (see 
under  Ireland) 

Ladies^  Gallery  (see  under  Parliament) 

Lambert,  Mr.  G.,  Devon,  South  Molten 

Poor  Law  Amendment  Bill,  Intro.,  748 

Lamp  Oils  (see  Petroleum  Acts) 

Lancashire  Local  Courts 
Q.  Mr.  W.  Long ;  A.  Mr.  G.  Russell  AprU  26^ 
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Land  Acts  (Ireland)^  Select  Committee 
(see  under  Ireland) 

Land  Tenure  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Read  2«  AprU  11,  114 
Com. ;  R.P.  April  12,  306 

Land  Transfer  Bill 

/.  Prea.,  Lord  Chancellor ;  Read  1*  April  12, 
182 
Read  2*  AprU  24,  1207 

Latid   Values^   Taxes  on 

Qs.  Mr.  Dalziel,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.  Lawaon ;  As. 
Sir  W.  Haroourt  AprU  23,  1103 

Lauderdale,  Earl  of 
Von  Krau9e*8  Petition,  1404 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 

Albrightan  Petty  SesHoM-^Case  of  Sir  W^ 

W,  Wynn,J,P.,  Q.  Mr.  A.  C.  Morton  ;    A. 

Mr.  Asquith  April  30, 1673 
AMize9  Relief  Act,  (^.  Mr.  P.  Williams;  A. 

Mr.  Asquith  April  23,  1090 
BelVi  Match  Fact&ry  Striker-Prosecution  of 

Elle7i  Comcay,  Qs.  Mr.  Macdonald ;  As.  Mr. 

Asquith  April  16,  467 
Cab  Drivers,  Prosecutions  against ,  Qs.   Mr. 

Lough,  Mr.  Bartley ;  As.  Mr.  Q.  Russell 

AprU26,Hl9 
Children,  Imprisonment  of  Q.  Mr.  Pickers- 
gill  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  AprU  23,  1099 
Divorce   and    Matrimonial   Causes,  Return 

pres.  AprU  16,  592 
OuUdhaU,  Sittings  of  the   High    Court,  Q. 

Mr.  Greene ;  A.  Mr.  G.  Russell  AprU  19, 

826 
Lancashire  Local  Courts,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Long ; 

A.  Mr.  G.  Russell  AprU  26,  1429 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown— Fees,  Qs.  Mr.  P. 

Williams,   Mr.  Hanbury,  Mr.  G.  Murray ; 

As.  Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Sir  J.   T.   Hibbert 

AprU  30,  1682 

Magistrates 

Appointment  Fees,  Q.  Mr.  Farquharson  ; 
A.  Mr.  Asquith  AprU   10,   11 ;    Q.   Sir 
J.    Kiuloch:     A.    Mr.    J.    B.    Balfour 
AprU  12, 190 
Appointments,  Qs.  Mr.  A.  C.  Morton,   Mr, 
Maclure  ;  As.  Mr.  Asquith  April  12, 207  ; 
Q.  Mr.  Dodd  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  AprU  30, 
1665 
Duckell,    Mr,    Robert,    Qs.    Mr.     Powell 
Williams,  Mr.  Bartley,  Mr.  Tomlinson ; 
As.  Mr.  Asquith  AprU  12,  189 
Ilarewood  End  Magistrates'  Clerk,  Q.  Mr. 
Brynmor     Jones ;      A.      Mr.     Asquith 
AprU  12,  182 
Hertfordshire — Clerks    of  the  Peace,   Q. 
Mr.  Dodd  ;  A.  Mr.  G.  Russell  AprU  19, 
826 
Juiticei  (Fees),  Return  pre*.  April  19,  955 
Licensing  (see  that  title) 
Wynn,Sir  W.  IF.,  Q.  Mr.  A.  C. Cotton; 
A.  Ut.  Aaquith  AprU  30, 167» 

\cvn\. 


Lam  and  Justice  and  P»lice^'<xmt. 

Nottingham  Execution,  Q.  Mr.  Ballantyne  ; 
A.  Mr.  G.  Russell  AprU  13,  335 

Police 
Counties  and  Boroughs,  Paper  pres. ;  to  be 

printed  AprU  23,  1204 
Metropolitan  Police  Uniforms,  Q.  Mr.  £. 

H.  Baylev  ;   A.  Mr.  Asquith  AprU  U, 

187 
Whiting,   Constable,    Q.    Mr.    W.    F.    D. 

Smith  ;    A.  Mr.  G.  Russell  April   26, 

1422 

Prlsotis 

Lady  VisUors,  Q.  Mr.  Pickersgill ;  A.  Mr*  G. 
Russell  AprU  13,  331 ;  Q.  Mr.  Pickers- 
gill  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  AprU  17, 631 

Metropolis,  Aecommedation  in,  Q.  Mr.  A. 
C.  Morton;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  AprU  19, 
853 ;  Q.  Mr.  Pickersgill ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith 
JL^ri/23,  1100 

Officers'  Pensions,  Q.  Mr.  Mildmay  ;  A.  Mr. 
G.  Russell  AprU  26, 1453 

Sack  Making,  Q.  Colonel  Sandys ;  A.  Mr. 
Asquith  April  10,  14 

Wales 
Dntnken  Publicans,  Prosecution  of,  Q. 
Sir  G.  Osborne  Morgan ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith 
AprU  10,  8 
Newcastle  •  Emlyn  County  Court  BaUiff, 
Assault  on,  Q.  Mr.  Griffith-Boscawen ; 
A.  Mr.  Asquith  AprU  23,  1076 

Law  Library,  Four  Courts  {Ireland) — 
Advances 

Com.    April    11,   171  ;    Reported  AprU  12, 
306 

Law  Library,  Fonr   Ckxirti   (Ireland) 
Bill 

r.  Read  2*>  ^/irW  10,  111 

Com. ;  Reported  April  16,  585 

As   amended.  Con. ;    Read  3*,   and  passed 
AprU  19,  955 
I.  Read  1*  AprU  20,  964 

Read  2*  AprU  24,  1210 

Com. ;  Reported  AprU  26,  1404 

Read  3*,  and  passed  AprU  27, 1574 

Law  of  Inheritance  Amendment  Bill 

/.  2R.  negatived  AprU  26,  1385 

Lawrence,    Mr.    W.     F.,     Liverpool^ 
Abercromhy 

Uganda  —  British    East    Africa   Company's 
Treaties,  1091 

Lawson,   Mr.   H.  L.   W.,    Gloucester^ 
Cirencester 
Land  Values,  Taxes  on,  1103 
liOftJBeholders  (Purchase  of  Fee  Simple)  Bill, 
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Lawson,  Mr.  J.  Grant,  York^  N.R.y 
Think 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  685 
Ways    and    Means^Financial     Statement, 
1248,  1249,  1278 

Lea,  Sir  T.,  Londonderry^  S, 

Bainey^s  School,  Magherafelt,  464 

Loasahold  Proporty  Bill 

c,  Intro.,  Mr.  Field  ;  Read  1«  April  13,  427 

Loasoholdon  (Purohase  of  Foe  Simplo) 
Bill 

tf.  Intro.,    Mr.  H.   L.   W.  Lawson;   Read  V 
April  20,  1068 

Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H.,    Worcester- 
shire,  Evesham 
Agricultural  Depression,  224 

LEFEVRE,  Right  Hon. G.J.  SHAW- 
(President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board),  Bradford^  Central 

Bamet  Local  Board  District,  1425 

Birkenhead  Guardians  and  the  National  Dock 
Labourers'  Union,  1102 

Burial  Boards  and  the  Ix)cal  Government 
Act,  1442 

District  Councils,  1224 

Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  224, 634 

Hackney  Union  School  at  Brentwood — 
Cruelty  to  Children,  1416 

Horses,  Led,  625 

New  Parish  Boundaries,  1099 

Oakington  Overseers,  1678 

Parliamentary  Registers,  1427 

Parochial  Electors  (Registration  Accelera- 
tion) Bill,  859 ;  Motion  for  Leave,  864 ; 
2R.,  1779 

Private  Bill  Reports,  1442 

Rhyl  Poor  Relief  Administration,  1407 

Ruabon,  Insanitary  Condition  of,  610 

Sussex  Parliamentary  Electors'  Return,  621 

Vehicular  Lighting  Regulations,  1101 

Vestry  Meetings,  1446 

Wandsworth  and  Clapham  Union— Poor 
Relief  under  False  Pretences,  333 

Legh,  Mr.  T.  W.,   Lancashire,  S.W., 
Newton 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  2R.,  1350 

Leighton,  Mr.  S.,  Shropshire^ 
Oswestry 

Education  Code,  337 

Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  for 
Leave,  1777 


Leng,  Sir  J.,  Dundee 

Ambulance  Instruction,  824  . 
Naval  Ex-Officers'  Uniforms,  611,  612 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  1165; 
Com.,  1166 

Lewis,  Mr.  J.  Herbert,  Flinty  Sfc. 
Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  1761,  1762 

Licensing 

Occasional  Licences^  Q.  Sir  W.  Lawson  ;  A, 

Sir  W.  Harcourt  April  19,  856 
WalcM-^iymnJten  Puhlioafa,  Prosecution  of, 
Q.  Sir  G.  Osborne  Morgan  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith 
AprU  10,  8 

Limitationof  Actions  Bill 

L  Read  2*  AprU  16,  444 

Com.  ;  Reported  ;  Re<K:om.  to  Stan4ing  Com. 
AprU  24,  1205 

Liquor  Traffic  {Local  Veto)  Bill 
Qs.  Mr.  Bartley,  Mr.  W.  Johnston ;  As.  Sir 
W.  Harcourt  April  24,  1225 

Lisbon  Treaty  Series  {No.  P,  1894) 
Copy  pres.  April  13,  428 

Little,  Mr.T.  S.,  Whitehaven 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1025  . 

Liverpool  Telegraph  Office 
(5w  under  Post  Office) 

Lloyd-George,  Mr.  D.,  Carnarvon,  SfC. 
Established    Church     (Wales)     Bill,     220; 
Motion  for  Leave,  1690,  1691,  1692,  1694, 
1696,  1697,  1699,  1700,  1713 

Lloyd,  Mr.  W.,  Wedneshury 

Naval  Contracts — Bolts  and  Nuts,  971 

Local  Court  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  M'Cartan  ;  Read  1«  AprU  26, 1551 

Local  Government  Act,  1888 
Copy  pres.  April  10, 112 

Local  Government  Act,  1894 
Burial  Boards,  Q.  Mr.  C.  Williams  ;  A.  Mr. 

Shaw-Lefevre  April  26, 1442 
Aew  District  Councils,  Q.   Mr.  Jeffreys ;  A. 

Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  AprU  24, 1223 
Parish  Boundaries,  Q.  Mr.  Rankin  ;  A.  Mr. 

Shaw-Lefevre  AprU  23,  1099 
Vestry  Meetings,  Q.   Mr.  Thornton ;  A.  Mr 

Shaw-Lefevre  AprU  26, 1446 

LOCAL  OOVEBHMEHT  BOABD 

President— Mr.  Shaw-Lefeybe 
Secretary— Sir  W.  Fosteb 
Bar  net    Local  Board  District,   Q.   Mr,  V. 
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LOCAL  QOVERXMENT  BOARD^cont* 

Birltenhead    Ouardiant  and   the    Natitmal 

Bock  Lahourera^  Union,  Q.  Mr.  M.  Anstiii; 

A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  AprU  23, 1102 
Circular  Letters,  Return  ordered  AprU  19, 

9o(S 
Hackney     Union  School   at   Brentwood  — 

Alleged   Cruelty,  Q.  Sir  C.  CamerOn ;  A. 

Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  AprU  26,  1416 
Jlorses,  Led,  Q.  Mr.  J.  Bams  ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre  AprU  17,  626 
London  Blttrict  Surveyors,  Q.  Mr.  Weir  ;  A. 

Mr.  Asqnith  AprU  30,  1673 
New  Parish  Boundaries,  Q.  Mr.  Rankin ;  A. 

Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  AprU  28, 1099 
Oakington  Overseers,  Q.  Mr.  P.  Stanhope ; 

A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  AprU  30, 1677 
Rhyl  Poor  Law  Rdirf  AdminiHratien,  Q. 

Mr.    E.    Haidie;    A.    Mr.    Shaw-Lefevre 

April  26,  1407 
Ruaboji,  Insanitary  Condition  of,  Q.   Sir  G. 

Osborne    Morgan;    A.  Mr.   Shaw-Lefevre 

AprU  17,  610 
Vaccination  (see  that  title) 
Vehicular     Lighting    Regulations,  Q.    Mr. 

Mount ;    A.   Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  April  23, 

1100 
Vestry  Meetings,  Q.   Mr.  Thornton ;  A.  Mr. 

Shaw-Lefevre  AprU  26, 1446 
Wandsworth  and     Clapham     Union — Poor 

Relief    under    False   Pretences,  Q.    Mr. 

Roundell ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  AprU  13, 

333 

Local  Oovemment  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Order  Bills 

(Ha  2) 

c.  Rei)orted  AprU  12,  306 

Read  3*,  and  passed  AprU  13,  426 

/.  Read  1*  AprU  16, 454 
Reiul  2*  AprU  27,  1674 

Com. ;   Reported  ;   Standing  Com.  negatived 
AprU  30,  1658 

(No.S) 

c.  Read2«^j»W/  10,111 
Reported  April  19, 955 
Read  3»,  and  i^tasedAprU  20,  1067 

h  Read  1*  April  23, 1072 

(No.  4) 

c.  Read  2<»  AprU  17,  745 
Reported  AprU  26,  1549 
Read  3«,  and  passed  AprU  27,  1636 

I,  Read  1*  AprU  30,  1668 


(Ho.  5) 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  J.  Morley ;   Read  1° 
747 
Read  2°  AprU  24, 1327 

(Ho.  6) 


AprU  17, 


Loeal  Government  {Ireland)  Provisional  Order 
BUU 

(Ho.  7) 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  J.  Morley ;  Read  1®  AprU  26, 
1560 


c,  Intro., 
1660 


(Ho.  8) 

Mr.   J.  Morley;   Read  1*  AprU 


Local   OoYemment  Provisional   Order 
Bills 

(Ha  1) 

;.  Read  1*  AprU  10,  4 

(Ha  S) 

c.  Reported  AprU  19,955 

Read  3%  and  passed  AprU  20,  1067 
I,  Read  1*  AprU  28, 1072 

(Ha  4) 
c.  Read  2*  ^j^rtZ  Id,  810 
Read  3%  and  passed  AprU  30, 1783 

(Ha  5) 

c.  Read  2«  ^/^riZ  17,  745 

(Ha  6) 
^.  Intro.,  Sir  W.  Foster ;    Read  V*  AprU  26, 
1661 

(Ha  7) 

c.  Intro.,   Sir   W.  Foster  ;   Read  1®  >lj»rt/  26, 
1551 

Local  Oovemment   Provisional   Order 
(Housing  of  Working  Classes)  Bill 

/.  Read  1*  AprU  10,  4 

Local  Oovemment  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Motion  for  Leave  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  ;  Read  I* 
AprU  27,  1613 

Local  Taxation 

Government      Property,      Return     ordered 
AprU  19,  956 

Lock  WOOD,  Colonel  A.,  Essexj  Epping 
Army  (Annual)  Bill,  Com.,  573,;577 
Discharged  Soldiers,  Grievances  of,  335 
Waltham  Abbey  Powder  Factory  Explosion, 
338 

Locomotive  Threshing  Engines  Bill 

c,  Intro.,  Sir  J.  Kennaway  ;  Read  1*  AprU  20, 
1068 


e.  J«^g  Mr.  jrMoriey  5  Read  1-  Aprtt  ^,\^l^^^^  ^^  MtiT«,KilU^  ( 
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London,  Bishop  of 

Endowed  Schools  Act,  1869,  and  Amending 
Acts,  and  Welsh  Intennediate  Bducation 
Act,  1889  (Scheme  for  the  County  of  Flint), 
Res.  603 

London  Streets  and  Buildings  Bill 

«.  Select  Com.  nominated  April  16,  590 

Discharges  from,  and  Additions  to,  Com. 
April  2S,  1203 

Londonderry,  Marquess  of 
Ireland — Agrarian  Crimes— Murder  of  a  Caie~ 
taker,  1070,  1071,  1568,  1665,  1558,  1569f 
1560,  1568 

Long,   Mr.   W.  H.,    Liverpool,     West 
Derby 
Agricultural  Depression,  352,  351 
New  Estate  Duty,  1103 
Parochial  Electors  (Registration  Acceleration) 

Bill,  869  ;  2R.,  1780 
Wavs  and  Means — Financial  Statement, Com., 
536 

Lord  Advocate — Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour 

Lord  Chancellor — Lord  Herschell 

Lottery  Advertisements  and  the    Post 
Office  (see  under  Post  Office) 

LouoH,  Mr.  T.,  Islington,  H". 

Cab  Drivers,  Prosecutions  against,  1419 

LowTHER,    Right    UoD.  James,  Kent, 

Thanet 
Business  of  the  House,  172 
Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  Res.,  934 
Secondarjr  Education,  Royal  Commission  od» 

199,200 
Stationery    Office  —  Publications     Return, 

856 

Lubbock,  Right  Hod.  Sir  J.,  London 
University 
Conciliation  (Trade  Disputes)  Bill,  2B.,  946, 

947 
Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill,  224, 

634 
Standing    Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,   649, 

653 
Ways   and    Means  —  Financial    Statement, 

Com.,  517,  1167,  1178,  1179,  1181,  1184 

Luton  Commons 
Paper  pret.  April  16,  691 

Ltell,  Sir  L.,  Orkney  and  Shetland 
Croften  Act  (1886),  Ben^  16M 
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Macartney,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Antrim,  S. 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act 
(1887)  Repeal  Bill ;  2R.,  801,  804 

Ireland 

Boycotting,  Incitement  to,  at  Peake,  1582 

Deeny,  Mr.,  J.P.,  832 

Labourers*  Cottages,  Stranorlar,  1664 
Public  Libraries  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R.,  1383 

Macdoxa,  Mr.  J.  C,  Southwarh,  Bother^ 
hithe 

Carbolic  Acid,  Deaths  from,  968 

Macdonald,  Mr.    J.    A.  M.,    Tower 
Hamlets,  Bow 

Beirs  Match  Factory  Strike— Prosecution  of 
Ellen  Conway,  467,  468 

Civil  Service 
Colonial  and  India  Offices,  Assistant  Clerks 

in,  193 
Colonial  Office  Copyists,  1226 
Second  Division  Clerks,  192,  846 
Sick  Leave,  192 

Macfarlane,  Sir  D.  H.,  Argyll 
Crofters'  Act  (1886),  Res.,  1638, 1639 
House  of  Commons  Ventilation,  1426 
India— Military  Bxpenditore,  860 
Ladies*  Gallery,  1448 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1604, 
1606 

MacGrbgor,  Mr.  D.,  Invemess^shire 

Budget  Proposals,  858 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill— Motion 
for  Leave,  1635 

Scotland 
Crofters'  Act,  Legislation,  220 
Bdinborgh  University  Curriculum,  1411 
Financial  Relations,  1683 
Home  Rule  for,  220,  221 
Small     Isles— Parochial    Medical    Officer, 

964 
Voting  Qualification,  842 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  706, 
707,  1609 

Maclure,  Mr.  J.  W.»  Lancashire,  S.E.^ 
Stretford 
Army  (Annual)  Bill,  Com.,  576 
Greece— Pireus  and  Larissa  Railway  Ckun- 

pany, 1481 
Home  Rale  for  Scotland,  220 
Magistrates*  Appointments— Retomik  208 

Mac  Neill,  Mr.  J.  G.  S.,  Donegal,  5. 

Cork— Murder  of  a  CacetakQC^  U<yt 
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M'Cabtan,  Mr.  M.,  Z>otrn,  S. 

Ireland 
Antrim  Castle  Deer  Park-— Gamp  of  Bxer- 

dse,  846 
Belfast  Disturbances— 2nd  Battalion  Dorset 

Beg^iment,  215 
Belfast  Workhouse  Lunatics,  966 
Deed  Stamping,  462, 831, 1091, 1216 
Down,  County,  Sea  Ffsberies,  1075 
Dublin— Registry  of  Titles,  457 
Fisheries— Loss  of  Life  and  Boats  in  Becent 

Gales,  1587 
Law  Reports — House  of  Commons  Library, 

1435 
Mew  Island  Fog  Signal,  210 
Orange  Distdrbances  in  County  Antrim, 

197, 198,  849 
Writs  of  Summonses,  1584 

Local  Courts  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  Bill, 
Intro.,  1551 

M'GiLLiOAN,  Mr.  P.,  Fermanagh^  S, 

Clogher  Valley  Tramway  Company — Engine 
Driyers*  Hours  <A  Labour,  1100 

M'HuGU,  Mr.  E.,  Armagh^  S. 

Lurgan— Con^>laint  against  a  Policeman,  17 

M*HuGH,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Leitrim,  N. 

Dispensary  Committees  (Ireland)  Bill,  Intro., 
748 

Ireland 
Dispensary  Committees,  322 
Dromshanbo  l^tatipnmi|9ter,  U40     , 
Labourers'  Cottages,  Sligo,  321, 1219 
Manorhamilton  Veterinary  Inspector,  622 
Teachers'  Gratuities,  623 

I,aw    Library,  Four    Courts  (Ireland)  Bill, 
Com.,  586,  587,  588 

Religious  Tests  (Ireland)  Bill,  2H.,  588 

Wild  Birds'  J'rotection  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment Bill,  Com.,  1203 

M'Laren,    Mr.    C.    P.    B.,    Leicester^ 
Bosworth 
Cheadle  |fational  School,  613,  972 
Glasgow  Art  Exhibition,  986 

M*Laren,    Mr.    W.    S.    B.,    Cheshire, 
Crewe 
Junes'  Gallery,  1448 

Magistrates  (9ee  nnder  title  Law    and 
'Justice' and  Police) 

.      -     .    ■."/.•  '•.   •'    -:<• 
Maovirs^  Mr.  J.  R.y  Clare,  W. 
CMadian  Cattle  Importation^  V^        .  , 

.1    \ 


Mains,  Mr.  J.,  Donegal^  N. 

Ireland 
Belfast    Ship's   Carpenter,    Manslaughter 

by,  7 
Magistrates   and  Public-House   Licences, 

1104 

Maltese  Marriage  Laws 
Q.  Mr.  Rankin ;  A.  Mr.  S.  Buxton  April  26, 
1435 

Maplin  Sandsy  Gun  Practice  Over 
Q.  Major  Basch ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man  April  19,  886 

Margarine  Bill 

e.  Intio.,  Mr.  H.  Flunkett ;  Read  I^*  AprU  IQ, 
111 

Markets  and  Fairs  (  Weighing  of  Cattle) 
Act,  1887 
Return  ordered  AprU  24, 1328 

Marking    of    Foreign     and     Colonial 
Meat 

Qs.  Mr.  JeSteySf  Mr.  Crombie,  Dr.  Farguhar- 
son,  Mr.  Stuart-Wortley,  Sir  M.  Hicks- 
Beach,  Mr.  Hunter;  As.  Mr.  MundeUa 
AprU  10,  25 ;  Qs.  Sir  H.  Maxwell,  Mr. 
Yerburgh ;  As.  Mr.  Gardner  April  19,  842  ; 
Q.  Mr.  Jeffreys ;  A.  Mr.  Gardner  Aprfl  19, 
859 


Marking  .  of    Foreign    t^nd     Colonial 
Produce 

Motion  for  Select  Com.  (Lord  Ribblesdale) 

AprU  16,  449 
Printing  of  Eyidence,  &c.,  AprU  23, 1071 
Exemption   from,   and    Addition    to,   Com. 

AprU  27,  1574 

Marriage    with     a     Deceased    Wife^s 
Sister 

Qs.  Mr.  Caine,  Mr.  Darling  ;  As.  Sir  W.  Har- 
court  AprU  13,  340 

Karriage    with    a    Beceasad    Wife's 
SUtar  Bill 

r.  Intro.,  Mr.  Rees  Davies ;  Read   !•  AprU  27, 
1637 

Mashonaland  (see  under  Africa) 

Mather,   Mr.   W.,  Lancashire^    S.E.y 
Gorton 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  2R.,  1355 

Matthews,  Right  Hon«  H.,  Birming- 
ham^  E, 
^^piAtv>MafLe  Cloodf  ffa^  Post  Office,  1586 
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Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E.,  Wigton  f/ 

Marking  of  Foreign  Heat,  842 

Sea  Fisheries  Regulation  (Scotland)  Bill, 
Intro.,  1068 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1020, 
1608,1610,1611 

Wild  Birds'  Protection  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment Bill,  2R.,  169 ;  Com.,  1647, 1648 

Meat^  Foreign^  Marking  of  (see  Mark- 
ing of  Foreign  Meat) 

MELLOR,  Right  Hon  J.  W.  (Chairman 
of  Committees  and  Ways  and  Menus, 
and  Deputy  Speaker),  York,  W.R., 
Sowerhy 

MiscellaneoDs  Rulings  as  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, 561,  667,  572,  1782,  1788 

Merchandise  Marks  Act  (see  under 
Trade,  Board  oj) 

Merchant  Skipping 

"Balkannah*' — Cruelty  to  a  Seanuin,  Qs.  Mr. 

J.  Havelock    Wilson,    Mr.    Darling,    Mr. 

Wolff;  As.  Mr.  Mundella  April  10,  21 
'* Banmoekbum'''~'Alleged    Man4au§hter  of 

a  Seaman,  Q.  Mr.  Havelock  Wilson ;  A.  Mr. 

Bart  AprU  26,  1424 
Board  of  Trade  Inquiries-^ Appointment  of 

Engineert  as  Astessors,  Q.  Sir  C.  Cameron  ; 

A.  l€r.  Burt  AprU  26, 1416 
"  Coyntea  qf  Aberdaen,"  Loss  of  the,  Q.  Mr. 

Paul ;  A.  Mr.  Bnrt  April  26, 1424 
Desertions  from  British    Skips,    Qs.    Mr. 

Hayelock  Wilson,  Sir  G.  Baden-Powell ;  As. 

Mr.  Mundella  April  20,  981 
Dock    Labourers,     Unemployed,     and    the 

Skipping  Federatitm,  Qs.  Mr.  K.  Hardie, 

Mr.    Havelock    Wilson ;    As.    Mr.    Burt 

AprU  26,  1407 
Fdey  Brigo-^Loss  qf  the  ''Chilian;'  Q.  Mr. 

J.  B.  Ellis;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  AprU  23, 

1080 
Iloylake,  Casualties  to  Vessels  at,  Q.  Colonel 

Cotton-Jodtell ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  AprU  30, 

1664 
Manning,  Commutes  on,  Q.  Sir  G.  Baden- 
Powell  ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  AprU  16,  465 
Missing    Vessds,  Q.  Mr.  Heneage ;   A.  Mr. 

Mundella  AprU  19,  860 

Merobant  Shipping  Bill 

c.  Read  2«  AprU  10, 106 
Order  for  Com.  read,  and  discharged ;  Com. 

to  Joint  Com.  AprU  11,  170 
Com.  to  Joint  Com.  on  Statute  Law  Revision 

and  Omsolidation  Bills  AprU  16,  691 

Meiropolii 

JHstriet  Surveyor,  Q.  Mr.  Weir;    A.    Mr. 

AkittMh  AprU  60, 1678 
I%nsbmry  Mktmte,  Q.  Mr.  J.  Rowlands ;  A.  Mr. 

Lenma-Gower  AprU  17,  627 


Metr4^palis^-Qont.  .(/ 

Horses,  Cruelty  to,  Q.  Mr.  B.  Robinson  ;  A. 

Mr.  Asquith  AprU  10,  16 
Local   Goremment  Act  (1888),  Copy  pres. 

AprU  10,  112 
J^iae  UnifortHM,  Q.  Mr.  £.  H.  Bayley  ;  A. 

Mr.  Asquith  AprU  12, 187 

Prison  Accommodation,  Q.  Mr.  A.  C.  Morton  ; 
A.  Mr.  Asquith  AprU  19,  863;  Q.  ^^^. 
Pickersgill ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  AprU  23, 11<» 

Metropolitan  Police  ProYisional  Order 
Bill 

0.  Read  2*  AprU  18,  426 

Read  3*',  and  passed  AprU  25, 1883 
/.  Read  1*  AprU  26,  1406 

MiLDMAY,  Mr.  F.  B.,  Devony  Totnes 
BestructioQ  of  Wrecks,  1212 
Prison  Officers'  Pensions,  1453 

Millbank  Prison  Site 
Qs.  Mr.  Stuart-Wortley,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.  Law- 
son  ;  As.  Mr.  H.  Gladstone  AprU  26,  1426 

llines  (Eight  Eonn)  Bill 

c.  Read  2^  AprU  25, 1329 
Com.,  B.P.  AprU  30, 1784 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill 
Q.  Mr.  Roby  ;   A.  Sir  W,  Harcourt  AprU  30r 
1685 


Mines*  RoyaltieB.  and  Easements  Bill 

c,  Intro.,  Mr.  Atherley-Joncs ;  Read  \*AprU  27, 
1638 

Mining  Royalties  and  Wayieaves 

Q.  Mr.  Woods;    A.   Mr..  Asquith  AprU  12. 
216 


MONKSWELL,  Loixl 

Ireland 

Agrarian  Crime— Murder  of  a  Caretaker  in 
County  Cork,  1569»  1560, 1561 

Sanitary  Coodition  ol  Howth  and  Clontarf , 
1212,1406     . 
Law  Library,/Four'  Courts  (Ireland)  Bill,2R., 

1,210 
Technical  Education,  Res.,  1656 
Trustee  Act,  1893,  Amendment    Bill,    2R., 

449 

Montagu,  Hon.  J.  Scott-,  HanU^  New 
Forest 

Navy  Estimates— Works,  BaildingBy  and  Re- 
pairs^ 304 
Sop\ey  Bnt\%V«><i\i^\,*ift\ 
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Montagu,    Mr.    S.,    Tower    Hamlets^ 
Whitechapel 

Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  Ck)m., 
1307 

More,  Mr.  R.  J.,  Shropshire^  Ludlow 

Welsh  Cathedral  Churches,  1668 

Morgan,  Mr.  W.  P.,  Merihyr  Tydvil 

Privilege  —  Voluntary     Conveyances     Bill, 
Blocking  of,  by  Mr.  Perks,  638,  643,  646^ 

648 

Morgan,  Right  Hon.  Sir  G.  Osborne, 
Denbighshire^  E, 
Army  (Annual)  Bill,  290 
Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  219 

Motion  for  Leave,  1498 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1598 

Wales 
Drunl^en  Publicans,  Prosecution  of,  8 
Ruabon—Insanitaiy  Condition,  610 

MORLEY,  Earl  of  (Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees) 
Betterment — Town  Improvementa,Be8.,  446 

MORLEY,  Right  Hon.  Arnold  (Post- 
master General),  Nottinghaniy  E. 

Accountant  General's  Office,  Tracers  in,  1445 

American  Mail  Routes,  844 

Book  Post,  626 

Discharged  Soldiers  as  Postmen,  636 

Halfpenny  Postal  Rate,  848 

Ireland 
Baltimore  Mails,  985 
Castle  Cove  Arrangements,  1433 
Cork,  West,  11,  830 
Dublin— Second  Division  Clerks,  974 
Dublin  Telegraph  Department,  965,  966 
Enniskillen  Post  Office,  969 
London  and  Dublin  Mail  Seryice,  205,  206 
Louisburgh  Telegraph  Office,  1228 
Portadown,  192 

Stokestown  and  Elphin   Postal  Arrange- 
ments, 1077 
Telegraph  Employ^,  868 

Liverpool  Telegraph  Office,  853, 1679 

Lottery  Advertisements,  1221 

Newspaper  Postage,  853, 1679 

PrisoD-Made  Goods  for  the  Post  Office,  1586 

Savings     Banks  —  Thrift     among     School 
Children,  334 

Scotland— Island  of  Cumbrae  Postal  Arrange- 
ments, 1668 

Telegraphs 
C^ntraJ  Office,  626 
Rerenue,  826 
Teiephone  Companies,  1660 
VnireTssLl  Postal  Delivery,  611 


MORLEY,  Right  Hon.  John  (Chitf 

Secretary  for    Ireland),  Newcastle- 

upon-  Tyne 
Annaly's,  Lord,  Estate  Dispute,  1227, 1582 
Arran  Islands— Destitution    and  Evictions, 

466,  619,  834, 835,  972,  1437 
Barbed  Wire  Fences,  1421 
Barony  Constables    in    Monaghan   County, 

Defalcations  of,  1672 
Belfast  Ship's  Carpenter,  Manslaughter  by,  7 
Boycotting  at  Kells,  1446 
Boycotting,  Incitement  to,  at  Peake,  1581 
Cattle  Weighbridges,  1420 
Church  Temporalities  Commission,  Payments 

under,  1584 
Clonakilty  Rate  Book— Case   of    Cornelius 

DriscoU,  1226 
Cork- Murder  of  a  Caretaker,  1106, 1447 
Cork  Outdoor  Preaching  Disturbances,  628 
Cork  Street  Preachers— Mr.  Williams,  1414 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act 

(1887)  Repeal  Bill,  2R.,  760,  764,  778,  779, 

783,  792, 794 
Dillon's,  Lord,  Tenants,  461, 1088 
Dispensary  Committees,  185, 823 
Dog-Mussling     Regulations     at    Kanturk, 

1576 
Dublin  Law  Courts  ^Press  Acoommodation^ 

459 

Education 
Glonmeen  National  Schools,  195 
Compulsory  School  Attendance,  20 
Education  Act,  20,  461,  630 
Killavnllen  National  School,  1585 
Rainey*s  School,  Magherafelt,  464 
Teachers*  Gratuities,  624 

Evicted  Tenants  Bill,  1228  ;  Intro.,  865,  869, 
872,  875, 876,  877,  883,  884,  922,  939,  940 

Evictions 

Annaly*s,  Lord,  Estate,  1227, 1582 

Dillon*s,  Lord,  Estate,  461,  1088 

Madden  Estate,  1580 

Perjury  in  Eviction  Proceedings,  969 

Police  at,  1443 

Rathcline,  County  Longford,  829 

South  Leitrim,  1588,  1685 
Financial  Relations,  836, 1659 

Fisheries 
Dingle  Fish  Curing  Stations,  835 
Gales — Losses  to  Fishermen,  1674 
Salmon  Fishing  in  the  River  Slaney,  1101 
South  Coast,  615 

Gweedore  District  Disturbances,  19,  20 

Irish  Language  in  Law  Courts,  28 

Kerry — Glassabeg   and    Brandon    Creeks—- 

Sunken  Rocks,  828 
Kilpedder  Petty  Sessions  Court,  1482, 1670 
>     YLiA<^\>  ^  1L«ir3  ^°^^  ^^'^  ^^^  ^te%  1^32 
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MOBLBT,  Bight  Hod.  John-^cont, 
Labourers*  Cottages 
Cariow,  1220 
Celbridge,  327 
Ck)otehill,  326,  1084 
Dingle,  617 
Dundalk,  6 

Danshanghlin,  827,  828 
Newcastle  West,  24 
Roscrea,  1678 
Sligo,  322,  1219 
Strabane,  202 
Stranorlar,  1664 

Land  Acts— Select  Committee,  108,  110,  806, 

308,397,398,689,990 
Land  Commission — Cavan — Mr.  Bomford,  &c, 

186,  221,  862,  1417 
Land  Tenure   (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.,  ISO,  139, 

161,  162,  163,  164,  162 
Lanesborough    Estate— Case  of   T.  Boland, 

.&c.,I418 
Law    Library,  Four  Courts  (Ireland)  Bill, 

Com.,  686,  687,  688 
Law  Reports— House  of  Commons  Library, 

1436 

Lewis  Estate,  Galway— Extra  Police.  &c., 
1678,  1671 

Limerick— Emergency  Man,  Alleged  Shoot- 
ing by,  329,  330,  331 

Local  Government  (Scotland)!  Bill,  Motion  for 
Leave,  1636 

Lunatic  Asylums 
Belfast  Workhouse  Lunatics,  967,  1667 
Portrane,  973 
Removing  Lunatics,  1411 
Richmond  Asylum,  Dublin,  196,  197,  342, 
990 

Magistrates 

Antrim— Catholic  Magistrates,  862 

Deeney,  Mr.— Licence  Transfer,  832,  1104 

Grant,  Mr.  J.,  1666 

Hegarty,  Mr.— Licence  Transfer,  848 

O'Connor,  Mr.  W.,  848 
Malicious  Burning,  17,  835 
Manorhamilton  Veterinary  Inspector,  623 
Moonlighting  Outrages,  1444 
Orange  Disturbances  in  County  Antrim,  197, 

198,  849 
Period  of  Qualification  and  Elections  Bill, 

843, 1454 ;  Intro.,  368,  373,  374,  378 

Police 
Evictions,  Police  at,  1443 
Galway,  Extra  Police  in,  1093, 1678,  1671 
Lurgan— Complaint  against  a  Policeman, 

18 
Mullany,  Ex-Couhtable,  1224 
StrengUi  of,  1444 
Wexford  County,  Extra  Police  in,  207 

Poor  Law 
Castleblayney  Milk  Contract,  1669 
JXspensAij  Committeesy  186,  822 

[eant.         \ 


MOBLET,  Right  Hon.  John—eont. 
Poor  Law — eant, 
Dublin  Union  Precepts,  191 
Financial  Positions  of  Unions,  188,  189 
Eenmare  Guardians'  Election,  1098 
Eillarney  Union,  Financial  Condition  of, 

1092 
Letterkenny  Guardians,  1412 
Medical  Relief,  1413 
Tuam  Guardianship  Dispute,  830 

Prisons 

Dundalk  —  Sanitary    Inspector    of    Nui- 
sances, 4 

Lady  Visitors,  971 

Warder  Barrett,  1226 
Rathdrum  Water  Supply,  328 
Registration   Act — Dublin    Union  Precepts, 

191 
Registration  of  Title—"  Torish  v.  Orr,"  1666 
Schull  and  Skibbereen  Light  Railways,  29 
Small  Holdings  (Ireland),  Res.,  411, 412,  413, 

414,  416,  424,  426 
SoUcitors  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,  426 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Arrears,  1671 
Valentia  Island  Poatslips,  1484 
Ventry  Harbour  Works,  1434 
Veterinary  College,  Proposed,  326 
Wexford  Spring  Assiz^es — Decrease  of  Crime, 

458 
Writs  of  Summonses,  1684 


Morton,  Mr.  A.  C,  Peterborough 
Army  (Annual)  Bill,  290;    Com.,  661,  663, 

565,  566,  576,  679 
Business  of  the  House,  172 
Magistrates'    Appointments— Returns,     207, 

208 
Navy  Estimates— Manning,  100. 101,  102 
Patent  Office  Fees,  195,  832,  833,  1426 
Prison  Accommodation  in    the     Metropolis) 

853 
Quarter  Sessions  Bill,  Com.,  1782, 1783 
Saxc-Coburg,  Duke  of  (Annuity),  Res.,  1033 
Ways    and     Cleans — Financial    Statement^ 

Com.,  5.30,532 
Wynn,  Sir  W.  W.— Cruelty  to  a  Horse,  1673 


Morton,  Mr.  E.  J.  C,  Devonport 

House  of  Lords  Veto  (Abolition)  Bill,  Intro., 
747 


Mount,  Mr.  W.  G.,  Berksy  Newbury 

Vehicular  Lighting  Regulations,  1100 

Mowbray,  Mr.  R.  G.  C,  Lancashire^ 
Prestwich 

Parliamentary  Voters  in  Scotland  and  Ire 
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Mowbray;  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  R., 
Oxford  University 

Selection  (Standing  Committee},  Trade,  Ac, 

Report,  29,  30 
Standing  Committed  (Scotland),  Res.,  1599 

MUNDELLA,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.  (Presi- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade),  Sheffield, 
Brightside 

Barker  and  Company's  Failure,  335 
Canadian  TariflP=-Pri8on-Made  Goods,  975 
Canal  Rates  and  Tolls,  18,  636,  636 
Carawell  Point  Foghorn,  970 
Conciliation  (Trailes  Disputes)  Bill,  2R.,  941, 

947 
Copyright  Works,  Canadian    Royalties  on, 

839 

Cruelty  to  a  Seaman  on  the  "  Balkannab," 

21,22 
Desertions  from  British  Ships,  981 
Emigration  Statistics — United  States   Lawi 

&c.,  1073 
Filey  Brigg  Shipwreck,  1080 
Fruit  Identification  Bill,  2R.,  166, 167 
German-Made  Brushes,  1587 
German  Prison-Made  Goods — Importation  of 
-    into  England,  974,  1079 
Hoylake,  Casualties  to  Vessels  at,  1664 
Industrial    Accidents    and    **The     Labour 

Gazette,*'  1074 

Ireland 
Board  of  Irish  Lights,  619 
Board  of    Irish    Lights    and  the    Brigg's 

Reef  Buoy,  323,  324,  326 
Clogher  Valley  Tramway  Company  Enginc- 

Drivers,  1100 
Cork,   Bandon,  and  South   Coast  Railway 
Company — West  Cork  Mail  Service,  331 
Gales — Losses  to  Fishermen — Life-Saving, 

Appliances,  d:c.,  1687,  1673 
Level  Crossing — Great  Northern  Railway, 

969 
Lighthouses — Grant  in  Aid  of  the  Mercan- 

tile  Marine  Fund,  840 
Mew  Island  Fog  Signal,  210 
Mixed      Trains     between     Dublin     and 

Drogheda,  206.  207 
Shipping  Casualty  in  Lough  Ryan,  833 
Spencer  Dock,  201 
Manning,  Committee  on,  465 
Marking  of  Foreign  Meat,  25,  26,  27 
Merchandise   Marks    Act,   0£Fences   against, 

321,618 
Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  2R.,  106,  107 
Missing  Vessels,  860 
Official  Publications,  454 
Patent  Office  Fees,  196,  832,  833 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  Intro.,  224, 
225 

Eailwaya 
Carriers'  Act — Contracting  oat  ot  liablUty, 
339 


MuNDELLA,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.^^oni.  . 
Railway's — cont. 

Fares — London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast 
Company,  851 

North  Eastern  Tolls,  21 

Platelayers,  Accidents  to,  630 
Scotland— Railways— Hours  of  Labour,  1686 
Straw  Bottle- Envelopes,  Imports  of,  24 

Murray,  Mr.  A.  G.,  Buteshire 

Island   of    Cumbrae    Postal   Arrangements, 

1668 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  1682 
Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Motion 

for  Leave,  1635 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1663 
Ways  and  Means— Fitiancial  Statement,  1309, 

1812,  1314 

Xiudo  and  Dancing  Licences  <Kiddle- 
8ex)BiU 

c.  Com. ;  R.P.  AprU  11,  170  ;  AprU  18, 811 

MuMcl  Scalps  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Intro.,    Mr.   Birkmyre ;   Read  !•  AprU   17, 
748 

Naoroji,  Mr.  D.,  Finsbtiry,  Central 
India— Officers'  Pay,  970 

Nafieu,  Hon.  M.  F.,  Roxburgh 

Scotland— Service  Franchise,  841 

National  Dock  Labourers'   Union   and 

the  Birkenhead  Guardians 

Q.    Mr.   M.  Austin  ;    A.   Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre 
April  2.3,  1102 

NAVY 

First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty — Earl  Spenceb 
Secretary— Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttlewobth 
Civil  Lord— Mr.  E.  Robebtson 

Africa— -Ships  Stationed  on  the  East  Coast ^ 

Q.  Mr.  J.  Pease  ;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttle- 

worth  AprU  24,  1214 
Allotments,  Payinff,  Q.  Mr.  Kearley ;  A.  Mr, 

E.  Robertson  AprU  24,  1216 
Arnumr  Plates — References  to,  in  Debate  on 

the  Xavy  Estimates,  April  12,  289 
BrazUian     CieU    War  —  Loss    of   British 

Officer,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Whitelaw ;  A.  Mr.  E. 

Robertson  AprU  12,  221 

Contracts 
Bolts  and  Nuts,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Lloyd  ;  A.  Sir 

U.  Kay-Shuttle  worth  AprU  20,  971 
Cutlery,  Qs.  Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  As.  Sir 
U,  Kay-Shuttleworth  AprU  12,  187 
\         Trade  Uulou  Wa9c*»v^»^\,^i83A'<«^ll;  A, 
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^    thft     Itvyttl 
A,  Sir  U,  Kay. 


NA  FK— eonf. 

C0urt*    Martial^OffirerM 

Marimfs,  Q.  Mr.  Hanbury 

Shuttleworth  April  26,  HI7 
Jhfence  Act^FinaHcml  Statement  April  23, 

11U3 
Be/enee  Fund  and  the  Budget,  Q,  Lord  0. 

Hamilton  j  A,  Sir  W.  Ifarcourt    April  2», 

1096 

Ihck^ari* 

€kuj>luiHj[,  References  tf>,  in  Debate  on  the 

EKtlmateif,  April  12,  272 
Mght  If  ours  Bay,  References  to,  in  Debate 

on  the  Eatitttate*,  April  10,  98 
IWeiffH  Officers'  VUitii  to,  Q,  Mr.  Boulnois  ; 

A.  Sir  U,   Kay-Shuttleworth   Am-tl  2ti, 

lioO 

XevAaifi— Beferenoea  to,  ia  Debate  on  the 
Estimates,  April  12,  293,  302,  303 

Pembroh^ — Beferencea  fo,  in  Debate  on  the 
Eiftinmtea,  April  12,  296^  ^2 

JSarly   Morning    Wtrrk  vn    II,M,   Ship$    at 

Pi^rUnwnth,  Q.  Mr.   Havelock   Wilson  ;  A. 

Bir  U.  Kaj'Shuttleworth  April  20,  982 
&itenditure—I/ome    Xaml    EAtahlUhmentM, 

Q.  Sir  G,  BadTO-PowelJ  ;    A.   Sir  U.  Kaj- 

Shuttle worth  April  1C»  465 

Gibraltar  Ifew  Back,  Q.  Sir  E*  Aahmcad- 
Bartiett ;  A.  Mr.  E.  Robertson  April  12, 

(Beferencea  to,  in  Debate  on  the  Ettimntes, 
April  12, 293,  3(K>) 

Vmv  Admiralty  Building*,  Q.  Mr.  Bartky ; 

A.  Mr.  H,  Gladstone  April  12,  IM 
'^Q^ers^£j"0^eer*'  Uni/itrftut,   Qa.    Sir  J. 

Leng  ;     As,     Sir     U.      Kay-Shuttleworth 

April  17,611 
Pejuiim^^Sti^roti,  Que   t)f,Q,  Mr.  Darling; 

A.  Mr.  E.  Bobertson  April  23,  1074 
Puhlia    Pre44     Btgulatim«,     Qs,     Mr.     G. 

Bowles^    As.    Sir    U.     Kay-Shuttle  worth 

April  \2,2n 
Seamen  and  St&ker*,  Q,   Mr,   Hanbury  ;  A. 

Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  Aprd  30,  1674 
Warren    HaHijigt    Island-^ Ltfst    of    the 

"  Blnir  Athoh;'  Q.  Mr.  C.  lien ti nek ;  A.  Sir 

U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  Airril  19,  852 


Navy  Estimat^s^  1894-6 

£1,771,800— Shi pbyililiDK*  Repair*,  Mainten- 
ance, &c. — Personnel,  Coni.^lj*r/f  10,31; 
April  12, 22C  j  Report  April  13,  427 

ii 2,294,000— Shipbuikiing,  Bejiairp,  Maintcn- 
smce,  kc, — Mftt<l'riel,  Com.  AptU  12,  289  ; 
Report  April  13,  39fi 

£4,6r>0(000 — Works,  Buildings,  and  SepairB 
at  Home  and  Abroad,  Com.  Aprii  12,292  ; 
Report  April  13,  396 


Netherland  Government — ^*Coiita    Rica 
Packet "  (aoe  **  Coifta  Rica  Patkei  ") 

Kewfoukdlakd 

MiniMterial  Criti*,  Q.  9ir.  O,  Badeii' Powell  ; 
A.  Mr.  8.  Buxton  April  16,  4j>8  ;  Q.  Sir  F. 
Evans  ;  A.  Mr,  S.  Buxton  April  23,  1103 


Newspaper    Postage   (see    under 
Office) 


PoH 


New  Zealand 

Samoa H.  I*J&ndJi,  Q.  Sir  G,  Baden-Powell  ;  A, 
Sir  E.  Grey  April  24,  1220  ;  Qs.  Sir  T, 
Kamondc,  Sir  G.  Baden- Powell ;  Ab.  Mr, 
S,  Buxton  April  26,  1434 ;  Qs.  Sir  T, 
Eamonde,  Mr,  Hogan ;  As.  Sir  E.  Grey 
April  ZO,  1661 

NoLAK,  Colonel  J.  P.,  Galimy,  N, 

Criminal  Law  and  Proceilure  (Ireland)  Act 
(1887)  Repeal  Bill,  2It.,  749 

Irelaml 
Crimes  Ac^  Repeal  of,  1225 
Ex-Conatable  Mullany,  1224 
Prison- Warder  Barrett,  1224 
Small  Holdings,  Rea.,  398,  403,  411,   112, 
424 

Ways  and  Meana— Financial  Statement,  1175 

NoKFOLK,  Duke  of 
Law  of  InleritanTO  Amendment  Bill,  2R,, 
1391 

North  Berwick  Provisional  Order  Bill 

/,  Heftil  P  April  10,  4 
Read  2*  April  23,  1072 
Com.;     Reported;    Standing     Com.     nega- 
tived April  24,  1212 
Read  3%  and  passetl  April  26,  1406 

KOBTOX,   Lord 
LucJ3ombc  and  Stoke-Pero,  School  Accommo* 

dation  at,  437 
Technical  Education,  Bea.,  1653, 1657 

Nottingham  Execution  (see  uader  Law^ 
and  Justice^  and  Police) 

NuasEY,  Mr.  T,  W.,  Pontefract 

Army  (Annual)  Bill,  Com.,  571 


OakingioH  Overseers 
Q*  Mr.  P.  Stanhope;  A. 
April  30, 1677 


Mr.  Shaw'LefeTTi 


^  Navy  Estimates 

Expenditure  fit  Hemf^Xaral  J^ahlijth' 
m$nt4  Q.  Sir  G.  Badan-Pow«ll ;  A.  Sir  U. 
Kaj^buttkworth  Aj^ril  16,  465 


O'Brien,  Mr,  P.  J.,  Tipperary^  N 

Curiagh  Camp  and  Kilkloe  Slates,  1436 
Kenagh  Water  works  Loan,  1678 

O'Bbien,  Mr.  W.,  Cork 

45^ 
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O'CoNMOB,  Mr.  A^  Donegal^  E. 

Ireland 
Labonren*  Cottages,  201, 1663 
Letterkexmy  GnardianB,  1412 
Medical  ReHftf,  1412 

Ways   and   Means  —  Financial    Statement, 
Com.,  1186,  1187,  1189,1198 

O'Connor,  Mr.  J.,  Wicklowy   fV. 
Bathdrum  Water  Supply,  328 

0*Dri8C0LL,  Mr.  F.,  Monaghan^  S. 
Monagfaan    Militia    Camp    at    Camacassa, 
1410 

Onslow,  Earl  of 
Betterment — Town  Improvements,  Res.,  447 
Marking  of  Foreign  and  Colonial  Produce, 
Bes.,  460,  453 

Opium  Commission  (see  under  India) 

Ordnance  Survey  (see  Agriculture) 

Paget,  Sir  R.  H.,  Somerset^  Wells 
Budget  Proposals,  857 
Education  Code—Teacbing  Stafb,  887 


LORDS* 


|arlianu!nf 


Business  of  the  House 

Evening  Sittings  April  27,  1514 

Committees 

Committee  of  Selection  for  Standing  Com,, 
Nominated  April  13,  320 ;  April  19,  822 

Committee  of  Selection,  Nominated  April  10, 
3 

Standing  Committee,  Ordered  April  18,  320 ; 
Nominated  April  19, 823  ;  Report  April  2'^, 
1072 

Standing  Orders  Committee,  Nominated 
April  10, 3 

House  of  Lords  Offices 

Committee  appointed  April  10,  3  ;  Addition 
to  Com.  April  16,  454 

House  of  Lords  Officials 
Q.   Mr.    Hanbury;    A.    Sir  J.    T.   Hibbert 
April  16,  461 ;  Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles ;  A.  Sir 
J.  T.  Hibbert  April  24, 1223 

New  Peers 

April  23 — Rendel,  Stuart,  Esquire,  created 
Baron  Rendel  of  Hatchlands  in 
the  County  of  Surrey 
Welby,  Sir  R.  E.,  O.C.B.,  cteikteA 
Baron    Welby  oi  AWingtom  In 
the  County  of  Lincoln 

\^ca«t. 


PAHLIAMEJn'^'Cont. 
Petitions — Von  Krause's  Petition 
Obs.  Earl  of   Lauderdale,   Lord    Herschell 
ApHl  26, 1403 

Representative  Peers  for  Ireland 
Charlemont's,  Lord,  Claim   to  Vote,  Estab- 
lished April   10,  1 ;    Certificate   ordered 
April  16,  429 
Clonbrock's,  Lord,  Claim  to  Vote,  Established 
April  10, 1 ;  Certificate  ordered  April  16, 
429 
Forrard^    Viscount,  Claim  to  Vote,  Estab- 
lished, and  Certificate  April  16,  429 

Sat  First 

April  12— The  Earl  Brooke  and  Earl  of 
Warwick,  after  the  death  of 
his  father 

COMMONS— 

Business    of  the    House    and    Public 
Business 

AprU  11— Qs.  Mr.  J.  Lowther,  Mr.  A.  C. 
Morton ;  As.  Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis, 
172 

AprU  12—  Order  of  Business,  Q.  Mr.  Goschen; 
A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt,  228 

AprU  13— Obs.  Mr.  Bromley-Davenport,  Mr. 
Wingfield-Digby,  428 

AprU  18— Obs.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Mr.  T.  E. 
Ellis,  812 

AprU  19— Qs.  Sir  C.  Dilke,  Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour ;  As.  Sir  W.   Haroourt, 

856 

AprU  26 — Order  of  BustJie/s,  Qs.  Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr. 
Sexton;  As.  Sir  W.  Harcourt, 
1454 

Committees 

Public  Petiti4jns  Committee  BeportSy 
AprU  11,  172 ;  AprU  25,  1384 

Selection  {Standing  Committee)  Beports, 
Trade,  Sfc^  Law,  ^c,  April  10,  29,  30 ; 
AprU  13,  427;  AprU  17,746;  AprU  27, 
1637 

Standing  Committee  {Scotland),  Res.,  Ad- 
joumeid  Debate  resumed  and  further 
adjourned  AprU  17,  648  ;  Debate  resumed 
AprU  20,  991 ;  Am^ndts,  (Viscount 
Wolmer's),  1004  ;  Division,  1020 ;  (Sir  H. 
Maxwell's),  1021 ;  Agreed  to ;  (Mr. 
Little's),  1025;  Division,  1033;  Debate 
adjourned;  Debate  resumed  AprU  27, 
1588;  Amendts.  (Mr.  Renshaw's),  1590; 
(Mr.  Wodehouse's),  1599;  (Mr.  J.  A. 
Campbeirs),  1600  ;  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour'sX 
1602;  Division,  1606;  Amendt.  (Mr. 
Hozier),  1607  ;  Division,  1613 

Members 

,     Be-eleetiom  on  Appointment  to  Office,  Q.  Mr. 
\        Yi\«W«:s  \  k.  ^Yt  ^ .  'S.'KKftutt  iiprtZ  17, 


Mis] 


MiMceilaneons 

DivUion  Lint — Correction,  Api'd  17^  824 
Ho^M  of  Co m m o m  A  m * nt  m  tulti t ifm — Motion 

for  Select  Com.  (Mr.  T,  E.  Elli&)  Avril  20. 

1006 
Ilttmte    (f  Cemmont    Lihrary^ — IrUh     Lttw 

JiejNtrtitt  Qg,  Mr,  M'Cartao,  Mr.  Drtne ;  As. 

Mr.  J,  Morley  April  26,  1435 
Hunse  iff  Commtms  Ventilation,   Q.  Sir    D. 

Macfarlane  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  GlatlBtone  J»rf726, 

1426 
Zadit!4'      GaUery,    Qr.     Mr,    W.      M*Lareiii 

LoftlR,  Churchill,  8ir  D.  Macfarlane,  Mr. 

Tomliiifirmi  Mr.  \\\  Johnston,  Mr.  Bartley  ; 

A%  Mr.  H.  Gladstone  April  26,  1448 

\New  Wriu  Issued 

April  21 — For  the  Eoroagb  of  Hackney 
(Southern  Division),  t\  Sir  C. 
Russell,  G.C.M.G.,  Manor  of 
Northsteati 

Pnmte  Bills 
Cost  of,  Qa.  Mr.  Howell,  Sir  H.  James,  Mr.  T- 

M.  Hcsaly ;  A*.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  April  10, 

23 
Btwms  oft  Q.  Mr,  C.  WilHatjLs  ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw- 

lefevie  April  26,  1442 

riviiege 

Voluntary  Cojwttyan^r^  Bill^  Bloekinff  of 
by  Mr,  Perk/t,  dbs.  Mr.  FritcbArd- Morgan, 
Sir  W.  Ingram,  Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Mr.  Perks, 
Sir  R.  Webster  Apt^il  17,  638 


{SESS10>J         18  9^1  [Per 

VoL  23. 

Patent  Agents  Regittratloii  BUI 

r.    ItetKl     2-",    aiul      com,     to      Select     Com. 
April  11,  171 
S^elect  Cora,  nominated  April  20,  1068 


AdjourntttenU    of    the 
the      Standinff     Order 


SUiings      and 
House 

Exempt  ism       frttm 

April  17,648 
^pfiHtkm   if  the  Ticrlre  o'clock  Rtdi*,  Qa. 
t"  Mr.  A.  J.  oalfour;   Aft,  Sir  W.  Hareourt 
April  12,  637 

fParliamentary  Elections 

E^'clnrtioH  oh  Appmntmcnt  tti  Office^  Q,  Mr. 
Priestley  ;  A.  Sir  W,  Harcoart  April  17, 
632 

>Regiitert — NHvrjyt,  Q.  Mr.  Stnart-Wortley  ; 
A.  Mr.  Shaw-Leferre  April  26,  1427 
SusseiT  Electori^^mtnrH,  Qs.  Mr.  H.  John- 
Btone;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Leferre  April  17,  621 
Voters  in  Sf.*fltlaHd  and  Ireland— IMurn^ 
Qg.  Mr.  Mowbray,  Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett ; 
As.  Mr.  a.  Russell  April  30,  1088 

Parochial    Electotfl   (Registration  Ac- 

•       celeratiou)  Bill 
cr.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr,  Shaw-Lefevre)  ;  Read 
V  April  19,  864 
2R.  \  Debate  afljournod  April  30,  1779 

Parochial   Electors    {Reffisiratimi    Ac- 
cetera  lion)  Bill 
I    Mr.    W.    Long ;    A.    Mr.    Shaw-Lefevre 
April  19,  859 


Patent  Office  Fees 

Qa.  Mr.  A.  0.  Morton  ;  As,  Mr.  Mundella 
Aprft  13,  195  ;  AprU  19,  ^32  ;  Q,  Mr.  A* 
C.  Morton  ;  A.  Mr.  Burt  AprU  26,  1426 

Paul,  Mr.  H.  W,,  Edinhurph,  S. 

"Countess  of  Aberdeen,"  Loss  of  the,  1424 
Petroleum  AcU-Clerkenwell  Fire,  972 
V'olunteer  Decoration,  1672 

Pearson,  Ri^ht  Hoo,  Sir  C.  J.,  Edin- 
burgh  and  St.  Andrew'* s  Universities 

Crofters'  Hoh lings  (Sootlaad)  Acta  Amend- 
ment, Jcc,  Bill,  2R.,  1636 

Stantling  Committee  (Scotland),  Res,,  707, 
7L%  719,  720 

Pease,   Mr,    J,    A,,    Northumberland, 
Tyneside 

Slavery  on  the  Eait  Coast  of  Afxica— E.M. 
Sbip«  Stationed  on  the  Coast,  1214 

Willi  Bin  Is'  Protection  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment Bill,  Com.,  1203 

Pease,  Sir  J,   W.,   Durham^   Barnard 
Castle 

Conciliation    (Trade     Disputes)      Bill,    2R., 

945 
hidian  Railway  OompAniee  Bill,  Motion  for 

Leave,  1UC6 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  2R.,  1380,  1341 

Peel,  Right  Hou.  A.  W.  (see  Speaker, 
The) 

Pensions — Army  and   Navy  (see  UDiler 

tliose  titles) 

Period  of  ftualifioation  and  Mectioni 
BiU 

^.  Motion  for  Leare  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  April  13, 
368  ;  Read  1\  396 

Period  of  Qttalijlcation  arid  Elections 
BiU 
Qs.  Sir  H.  James ;  As,  Mr,  J,  Morley  April  19, 
843  ;  AprU  28,  U53 

Perks,  Mr.  B,  W,,  Lincolmhire^  Louth 

PriTilege  —  Voluntary  ConFeyaaces  Bill, 
Blocking  of,  644 


Peru 

Her   MaAest^\  ,     _ 


f«  3ftn,i«ter    tut.,  <X.  OiVs^^V   ^. 
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Petrol(MASt$    '      -  -' 

IHgastrow  Fire  at  CUrkenwell,  Q.  Mr.  Paul ; 
A.  Mr.  Asquith  Aj^ril  20,  972 

PiCKARD,  Mr.   B.,    York,   WM,^  Ndr- 
manlan 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  BQl,  2R.,  1$3«,  1861 

PiCKEBSGiLL,     Mr.    E,    |I.,    Bctknal 
Gfeen,  S.JF. 

Imprwonment  of  Children,  1099 

Lady  Visitors  for  Wsons,  331,  631 

London  Prison  Accommodation  Inquiry,  1100 

PiCTON,  Mr.  J.  a:,  Leicester 

Matlock  School  Fees,  1676 

Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  Com., 
616 

Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders 
Copy  pres.  April  18,  812 

Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders 
(Ho.  1)  BiU 

/?.  Bead  2«  AprU  17,  746 
Reported  April  26, 1549 
As  amended,  Con.  April  27, 1637 
Read  3*,  and  passed  April  30,  1783 

Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders 
(So.  2)  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  Burt ;  Read  1«  April  30, 1784 

PiERPOiNT,  Mr.  R.,  Warrington 

Conciliation  (Trade  Disputes)  Bill,  2R.,  947, 
1201  r       y         ,         ,        , 

PiNKERTON,  Mr.  J.,  Galway 

Land  Tenure  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,  124,  147 
Small  Holdings  (Ireland),  Res.,  423,  424 

Pistols  Bill 

U  Read  2»  April  20,  957 

Places  of  Worship  (Sites)  Bill 

c.  Order  for  2R.  April  10,  110 

I 

PLAYFAIR,  Lord  (Lord  in  Waiting) 

Antique  Casts  at  South  Kensincrton  Museum, 
1671  . 

Education  Code  (1894),  Res'.,  820,  822 
Endowed  Schools  Act,  &a,  (Scheme  fwr  the; 

County  of  Anglesey),  Res.,  695,  697 
Endowed  Schools  Act,  &c.  (Scheme  for  the . 
Ck>nntj  at  Flint),  Res.,  601, 602  ^ 

Marking  Cft  Fqreign  .  and  CdIqiM  PwAuce 
iSe]octC6ni.,462,463 


EX}  [POS 

23. 

Pleuro'Pneumonia  (see  yxUdibt  AyricuU 
If/re) 

Plumbers' Begistration  BiU 

e.  Order  for  2R. ;  Debate  adjourned  April  12, 
305 

Plunket,  Right  Hon.  D.    R.,   Dublin 
University 

Land  Tenure  (Ireland)  BiU,  2R.,  158, 162 
Small  Holdings  (IreUnd),  Res.,  414       < 

Pluxkett,  Hon.  H.  C,  Dublin  Co.y  S. 
Indian  Official  Publications,  15 
Margarine  Bill,  Intro.,  Ill 

Poor  Law  (see  under  title  Local    Go* 
vemment  Board) 

(For  Scotch  and  Irish  Questions  see  under 
Scotland  and  Ibeland) 

Poor  Law  Amendment  Bill 

0,  Intro.,  Mr.  Lambert ;    Read  1*    April    17, 

748 


Portugal 
Treaty  Series  (iVo.  P),  Copy  pres.  April  13» 

428 


POST  OEPICE  (EHOLANI)  ft  WALES) 

Postmaster  General— Mr.  Abnold  Moblet 

Accountant   OeneraVs  Office,  Tracers  in,  Q. 

Mr.  K.  Hardie  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  April  26, 

1445 
American  Mail  Houtes,  Qb.  Captain  Donelan, 

Mr.  Dane,  Mr.  Field ;  As.  Mr.  A.  Morley 

April  19,  844 
American  Mail  Service,  Return  pres.  April  16, 

692 
Book  Post,  Q.  Mr.  K.  Hardie ;    A.  Mr.  A. 

Morley  AprU  17,  626 
Discharged  Soldiers  as  Postmen,  Q.  Sir  J. 

Whitehead;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  April  17, 

636 
Halfpenny  Postal  Rate,  Q.  Mr.  Dane;  A» 

Mr.  A.  Morley  AprU  19,  847 
Irish  Questions  (see  under  title  Ibeland) 
Liverpool  Telegraph  Office,Qs.  Mr.Saundeis ; 

As.  Mr.  A.  Morley  AprU  19,  852 ;  April  30, 

1679 
Lottery  Advertisements,  Qs.  Mr.  Webb,  Mr« 

Flynn,   Sir   J.   Whitehead;    As.    Mr.    A, 

Morley  April  24,  1221 
Newspaper  Postage,  Qs.  Mr.  Saunders;  Aa/ 

Mr.  A.  Morley  April  19,  853 ;  April  30. 

1679 

Prison-Made   Goods,  Q.  Mr.  Matthews;  A« 

Mr.  A,  Morley  J[^n7  27, 1686 
Savings    Banks  —  Thrift     avumf^    School^ 

CKUdrea,   Q.  Mr.  Roundell;  A.    M&  A. 

\      ScotoX  (Jue«tlou%  (^MWi  xsxA'Kt  ^^<ii^^^^\x>^^ 
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POST  OFFICE  (EXSLAIf3  Z'    WALE&) 

'  Smperannuathm  A(*t^  13S4~-Qeorge  Be^k^f 
Ifinetfuin,  Copy  fitea.  April  26,  l5o2 

'*    Central  OJi^ie,  Q,  Mr,  K,  Hiirdie  ;  A*  Mr. 
A.  Morlfiy  AprU  17,625 
Reiseiiite,  Qs,  Mr.  J.  E.  ELIia;  As,  Mr,  A. 
Morley  ^l/rtf  19,  825 

Telephiine  Ctmpanies,  Qb.  Sir  J.  Ferpiseon, 
Mr,  Labouchere^  Sir  J.  Whitehead;  A«, 
Mr.  A.  Morley  April  30,  leiJQ 

Umter9al  JhUttfru,  Q.  Jfr,  Wick  ham  j  A.  Mr, 
A.  Morley  Api'UM.mi 

Powell,  Sir  F.  8.,  Wigan 
Bducntion  Coile  (1894),  745 
Keening  Schools  Code,  1101 


York,      fT.R., 


fpRIEdTLEV^      Mr,       B., 

Pudsetf 

Re-clectioii  on  Appomimeni  to  Office,  $32 

isons  (see  iitiUer  Law  and  Jtistice  and 
Police) 

(For  Scotch    and  Irish  Questions  /tt*e  umhr 
titles  Scotland  and  Ireland) 

Private  BilU  (see  luuler  Parliament) 

Frooediire  of  Parliament  AmendiueEt 
BUI 

c^  Intro,.  Mr.  Labomchere ;  Rea^l  I*  April  24, 

\m 

Pbovand,  Mr,  A.  D.,   Glasgow,  Black' 
friars 

Ikttisfield  Ktiilway  CoLliBioii^  M42 
Financial  Relations  Commisisiut),  1G60 
Indian  Mines,  Women  in,  1093 
8ho[>  Honn  Act  (1892)   Amendment    Bill, 
Intro,,  1328 

Public  Buildmgs  (Loiidoii)  Bill 

c.  Com,  ;  R.P,  Apnl  11,170;  April  13,  437; 
April  27,  1637 

Public  Libraries  (Ireland)  Acti  Amend- 
ment Bill 
c,  Intro.,  Mr,  Field  ;  Head  ^  April  17,  748 

Public  Libraries  (Scotland)  Bill 

€,  Intro.,  Mr.  Dahiel ;  Read  l"  April  17,  748 
Bead  2*  April  25.  1383 
Com. ;  R.P.  AprU  26,  1550 

t Public  Records  (OVi/  of  Birmingham) 

Copy  pres.  AprU  16,  592 

Public  Truflt^e  and  Executor  Bill 

tf,  Intfo,,.Colonel  H.  Yineent ;  Read  l**  AprU  11' 
171 


Quarter  8«MLoni  dfidsummer)  Bill     .» 

I,  Com.;  Ref)orte<l  ;    Staniling   Com.  negatived 
AprU  U,  173, 

note 
Quarter  SeMiona  Bill 

L  Read     3'  ;      Amendts.     made :     Bill    passed 

AprU  U,  454 
*T,  Read  1**  AprU  16,  591 

Read  2«  AprU  24,  1325 

Com,;  R.I\  April  26,   1530  ;   AprU  3(>»  1781 

Queen  Anne*s  Bonntg 

Copy  pres.  AprU  18,  811 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill 

c.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mn  Muiidella)  ;  Read  V 
April   12,224 
2R.  deferred  4i^ri/  23,  1202 

Sailway  ConuniBsion  BiU 

e.  Intro,,  Sir  A.  Rollit  ;  Read  1'  April  23, 1204 

Rail  wags 

Canal  llaic^,  Qb,  Sir  J,  Whitehead ;  As.  Mr< 

Mttndellajl^fjil  7,636 
Carrirrtt'  Af^t — Cfmtrttrtlnf  Out  tt/LifihUity^ 

Qs.  Mr.  Fiehi,   Mr.    Dodd  ;    As,    Mr,  Man- 

della  April  13,  339 
FarM — Limdotit  BrmhttPHt  and  South  €\mst 

Company,  Q.  Mr,  renn  ;   A.  3f r.  MundelU 

April  lit,  851 
North  Etistrrn^Tolh,  Q,  Mr,  Wrightaon ;  A, 

Mr,  Mundella  AprU  10,  20 
Pltttclfiifers,  AefiidenU  to^  Qs*    Mr.  J.  Buriifll 

As.  Mr.  Mtmdella  April  17,   629;  Q.  Mr. 

Chanmng;  A,  Mr.  Bart  AprU  2^,  1441 
(For  Scotch  and   Irish  Qncstioas  see  under 

titles  Scotland  and  Ieixa:«d) 

Bakrin,   Mr.  J.,    Herefordshire^  Lea* 
minster 

Maltese  Marriage  Laws,  1435 
New  Pariah  Botindarieg,  109t> 

Rasch,  Major  ¥.  C,  Esscjt,  S,E, 

Agricultural  Depression,  Res.,  3-12 
Army  (Annual)  Bill,  Com.,  571 
Discharged  and  Beserre  Solilicw,   Employ- 
ment for,  10fl8 
Maplin  Sand*,  Gun  Practice  over,  83G 
Soldiers  on  Irish  Mail  B-iat?,  1436 
Ways  and  Me^ns— Financial  Statement,  1182 

REAY,  L*)RD  (Under  Secretary  of  Stato 
for  India.) 
Behar  Caflaetral  Survey,  443 
Legislative  Councils — ^Address    for    Beturn« 

1385 
Salt  Laws,  318 
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Bedmokd,  Mr.  J.  K^  Wuierf&rd 

Criminal  Law  and  Prooedare  (Ireland)  Act 
(1887)  Repeal  Bill,  859 ;  2R.,  810 

Ireland— Small  Holdings,  Res.,  415,  416,  424> 
425 

Bedmond,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.,  ClarCy  E. 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act 
(1887)  Repeal  Bill,  2R.,  762,  759,  768,  766, 
776,804 
Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  BUI,  Res.,  907 
Ireland— Small  Holdings,  Res.,  412,  413,  420, 
421,  423,  424 

Beid,  Mr.  B.  T.,  Dumfries,  ^c. 

Navy  Estimates— Shipbuilding,  Repairs,  &c., 
70,  83,  84,  87,  279 

Registration  of  Electors  Bill 

(See  title  Period  qf  QuaHfication  and  Mec- 
tiont  BUV) 

Regiitration  of  Title  (Ireland)  Act  (see 
under  Ireland) 

BeligiouB  Opinions  Proseoutions  Bill 

e,  Intro.,  Mr.  Storey ;  Read  I''  AprU  20,  1068 

Beligions  Tests  (Ireland)  Bill 

<?.  Order  for  2R.  negatived  AprU  16,  588 

2R.  deferred  ApHl  23, 1203 ;  A]»ril  24,  1326 

.Benshaw,  Mr.  C.  B.,  Renfrew,  W. 

*     Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Motion  for 

Leave,  1636 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1698 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  Com., 

1185,  1190 

Representative  Peers  for  Ireland  (see 
under  Parliament — Lords) 

Rhyl  Poor  Relief  Administration 
Q.   Mr.   K.  Hardie;    A.   Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre 
April  26,  1407 

BiBBLESDALE,  Lord 

Marking  of  Foreign  and  Colonial  Produce- 
Select  Com.,  449 

Richmond      Park — Clarence      Lanes, 
Roehampton 

Q.  Mr.  Thornton;  A.  Mr.  H.  Glailstone 
AprU  26,  1427 

RIGBY,   Sir    J.    (Solicitor    General), 
Forfar 
Quarter  Sessions  Bill,  2R.,  1325  ;  Com.,  1781, 
J  782 
^  IVajsandMeanfr— Financial  Btaiement,  Com., 
620,  521,  1122 


RIPON,  Marquess  of    (Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies) 
Colonial  Officers  (Leave  of  Absence)  Bill» 
Intro.,  606  ;  2a,  962,  963 

BoBERTSy  Mr.  J.  H.,  DenbighshirCy  W. 

Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  for 
Leave,  1728, 1730 

Sunday  Closing  (Wales)  Act  (1881)  Amend- 
ment Bill,  Intra,  171 

BOBERTSON,  Mr.  E.  (Civil  Lord  of 

the  Admiralty),  Dundee 
Allotments,  Payment  of,  1216 
Brazilian  Civil  War^Loss  of  British  Officers, 

222 
Gibraltar  New  Dock,  219 

Navy  Estimates 

Dockyard  Chaplains,  273 

Gibraltar  Dock,  300,  301,  302 

Keyham  Dock,  302, 303 

Pembroke  Dock,  302 

Shipbuilding,  Repairs,  Maintenance,  &c.-f- 
PersonneC  273 

Works,  Buildings,  and  Repairs,  298,  300, 
301,  302,  303,  304 
Pensions — Case  of  Saxon,  1075 

BoBiNsoN,  Mr.  B.,  Dudley 
Horses,  Cruelty  to,  16 

BoBT,    Mr.   H.   J.,   Lancashire,    S.E.^ 
Eccles 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  1685 ;  2R.,  1329» 
1330,  1331 

Roche,  Mr.  J.,  Galway,  E. 

Galway,   Extra  Police  in,  &c.,   1093,  1578, 

1671 
Tuam  Guardianship  Dispute,  830 

Roehampton — Clarence  Lanes 
Q.    Mr.   Thornton;    A.    Mr.    H.    Gladstone 
A2}rn  26,  1427 

RoLLiT,  Sir  A.  K.,  Islington,  S. 

Army  (Annual)  Bill,  Com.,  571 
Dublin  T*aw  Courts — Press  Accommodation, 
459 

Railway  Commission  Bill,  lutro.,  1204 
Small  Holdings  (Ireland),  Res.,  418 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Com., 
518,  519 

ROSEBEBY,  Earl  of  (First  Lord  of 
tiie  Treasury  and  Lord  President  of 
the  Council) 
Agrarian  Crime  in  Ireland,  1567 
kTi\.vv(x^  C^8isX%  «X  ^"oXXi  ^^'cudueton  Museum, 


1      <^^^»i 
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BOBEBISKY,  Earl  ol—i^mt. 


Bettennent,  Towm  Improvementg,  Res.,  447 
Endowed  Schools  Act,  &c,  (Scheme  for  tbe 

Countj  of  Flint),  Res,,  604,  606 
Law  of   Inberitnuee  Amendment  Bill,  2B», 

1397,  1400 
Luccombe  and  Stoke-Pero,  School  Accommo- 

•  dation  at,  435,  438,  440,  442 

Ugiinda,  im,  181 

Rosd,  Mr.  J*,  Londonderry 

Ireland 
Belfast     Ship's  Garpenteri    Manalaughter 

by,  7 
I^indonderry  Barracks,  184 
Orange  Distarbances  In   Antiim   CoiftitY, 

198 
Poor  Law  Unioru*,  Financial    Position  of, 

188 

RouKDELL,  Mr.   C.    S.,     York,    fV.R., 
Skip  ton 

Thrift  among  School  Children,  334 
UniTeraities   Representation   Abolition   Bill, 

Intro.,  747 
Wandsworth    and   Clnpham    Union  —  Poor 

Relief  un«ler  False  Protencea,  333 

Rowlands,  Mr.  J,,  Finsburtf^  E, 

Ciril  Service— Sick  Leave,  979 
Flnsbury  Estate,  627 
Free  Education  in  St.  Fancras,  1421 
GoTemment  Departtnentt,  G-a«  for,  828 

RUSSELL,  Mr.  G.  W.  E,  (Umler  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for   the  Home  Depart* 
ment),  Norih  Beds, 
Ambulance  Inatructimi,  824 

»Cab  Drivers,  Prosecutions  against,  1419 
Guildhall  -  Sittings  of  the  High  Court,  826 
Herttorfiahire  Glerts  of  the  Peace,  826 
Kottingham  Execution,  33o 

Parliamentarj  Voters  in  Scotland  and  Ireland 

—Return,  1688 
Police  Constable  Whiting,  1423 
Friaon  Qfficera'  Pensions,  1453 
Prisons^ — Lailj  Visitors  for  Female  Prisoners, 

332 

'  BufiSELL,  Mr*  T.  W,,  Tyrone,  S. 

Business  of  the  House,  1 466 

Cbarine  Cross,  Euston,  and  Hampstead  Rail* 
way  Bill.  2R,,  113 
^H     Criminal  Law  and   Procedure  (Ireland)  Act 
^m         (1S87)    Repeal    Bilt,    2R.,    774,    776,   779, 
^m         783 

^m      Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  1228  ;  Intro,, 
^  872.  893,  899  ;  2R^  1202 

L  Ireland 

^K        Bel£ast  Workhouse  Lunatics,  1667 

^H       BojcoiUng  At  KeUM,  1 445 


N       1  »  9  4  I  [Sam 

RuaaxLL,  Mr,  T,  W.-^ont 
Ireland — r<wi/, 
Cork— Murder  of  a  CaretAker,  144»> 
Gweetiore  District  Disturbances,  19 
Killarney  Union,  Financial  Conditioa  of, 

1091 
Land  Acts,  Select  Coramlttee,  109,  308,  311, 

812,  397,  398,  990 
Licence  Transfers — Case  of   Mr.  Hegarty, 

849 
Poor  Law  Unions*  Financial   Position  of, 

189 
Small  Hohlings,  Res.,  403,  408 
I^nd  Tenure  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R,,  132,  140 
Quarter  Sesaions  Bill,  Com,,  1782 

RUSSELL,  Sir  a  (Attornej  GeDoral), 
Hacknet/^  S, 
Army  (Annual)  Bill — Courte  Martial,  Com., 

576 
Behring  Sea   Award   Bill,  Lonia  Amcndt«.^ 
741 

8t.  A:^aph,  Biiihop  of 
Endowed  Schools  Act,  &c,  (Scheme  for  the 
County  of  Flint),  Rea.,  598,  601 

SK  Lucia  and  the  McKinley  Tariff 

Q,  Colonel  H.  Vincent;    A.  Mr.  S.  Buxton 
April  2^,  1409 

Sale  of  Goads  Act,  189$ 

Q.  Mr.  Darling  ;  A*  Sir  W.  Harouj^  April m^ 

983  ' 

Sale  of  Intoxicatiiig  Liquors  on  Sunday 
Bill 

r,  latro.,  Blr.  J.  Stevenson  ;  Bead  !•  Apf'd  21, 
1327 

Salisbuhy,  Marqttess  of 
Army  (Annnal)  Bill,  IR.,  593 
Behring  Sea  Award  Bill.  2R„  178 
Endowed  Schools  Act,  &c.  (Scheme  for  the 

County  of  Flint),  Res.,  605,  6<J6 
Indian  Salt  Laws,  319 
Law  of   Inheritance  Amendment    Bitl^  2n., 

1393,  1394 
Limitation  of  Actiona  Bill,  2R^,  446 ;  Com., 

1206 
Luccombe  and  Stoke- Pero,  School  Accommo- 

dAtionat,  439,  410 
Uganda,  181 

Samoan  Islands^  AdministratioH  of  hi/ 

New  Zealand 

Q.   Sir  G.  Baden-Powell ;    A.  Sir  E.  Grey 

April  24,   1220  ;  Qs.  Sir  T,  Esmonde,  Sir 

G.    Baden-Powell;    As.     Mr,     S.    Buxtna 

Ho^aix  \  hA.  %\i  ^,  Qt^I  A^fxV  -iA  A'*^^ 
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Samuelson,  Sir  B.,  Oxfordshire,  Ban- 
hury 

Indian  Mints,  Closing,  1675 

SANDHURST,    Lord  (Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War) 
Anny  (Annual)  Bill,  IR.,  59S ;  2R.,  816 

Sandys,   Colonel   T.    M.,    Lancdahire, 
S.W.,  Booth 

Bootle  Jute  Company's  Works,  Strike  at,  U 
Prison  Labour— Sack  Making,  14 

Saunders,  Mr.   W.,  Newington,   Wal- 
worth 
LiTerpool  Telegn4>h  Office,  852, 1679  ' 
Newspaper  Postage,  853  ' 

Sdenoe  and  Art  Department  Writers,  1680 

Saunderson,  Colonel  E.  J.,  Armagh,  N. 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  Res.,  925, 926, 
927,928  »        »       »       . 

Portadown  Post  Office,  192  '       ' 

Saxe-Cohurg,  Duke  of 

AnnnUy^  Res.  (Mr.  A.  C.  Morton)  AprU  20. 
1088 

Schwann,  Jir.  C.  E.,  Manchester, N. 

Armenian  Prisoners,  854 

SCOTLAVS 

Secretary  for— Sir  G.  O.  Trbvelyak 

Lord  Advocate— Mr.  J.  B.  Balfqiub 

S<^icitor  General— Mr.  Alrxandek  Aaheb 
Agriculture  (^Rsyal  Commisiion),  Copy  pres. 

April  10,  112 
Art    Exhibition    at     OlaMOtc,    Q.    Mr.    C. 

M'Laren  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  AprU  20, 

986 
CaithneM  Vciunteer  Artillery  Corps,  Q.  Mr. 

Labouchere ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 

April  30^  1684 
Cess  and  Stent  Taxes,  Qs.  Mr.  W.  Whitelaw ; 

As.    Mr.   J.    B.    Balfour    AprU  10,    24; 

AprU  24, 1214 
Crofters'  Act — Legislatiim,  (Js.  Mr.  Weir,  Dr. 

Macgregor ;  As.  Sir  G,  Trevelyan  April  12, 

220 
Crofters'  Act,  1886,  Res.  (Sir  D.  Macfarlane) 

AprU  27,  1638 

Education 
Bwks,    Qs.    Mr.    D.    Crawford,    Sir    C. 
Cameron,  Dr.  Farquluu^on;  As,  Sir  Q. 
Trevelyan  AprilT^,  IWl  , 
Copy  pres.  AprU  19,  956' 
MinHrgh  University  (^rrieulum,  ^ht. 
Macgregor ;     A.     Sir     G-;    Trttelyan 
Aj^rU  26,  nil 
JSducation  Code,  1894^  CSopy  oieB, 
307 
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8C0TLA  ND—cont. 
JSditeation-~'<xmU 
Eeening    Schools  Code,  1894,  Copy    pies. 

AprU  12,  807 
Sokoal  Board  Eleotians,  Veting  for,  Qi.  Mr. 

Napier,  Mr.  Hosier,  Dr.  Macgregor ;  As. 

Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  AprU  19,  841 
Tfiochers'    IVaining  Colleges,  Q.   Captain 

Sinclair ;  A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  AprU  17, 

630 

Employers'  LiabUUy,  Qs.  Mr.  W.  Whitelaw* 

Mr.  Hosier,  Mr.  Caldwell :  As.  Mr.  J.  B. 

Balfour  AprU  19,  853 
'*  Escaped  JTaa,'*  Prosecution  ^,  at  Glasgow, 

Q.  Mr.   Diamond ;    A.  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour 

AprU  30,  1669 
Feus  and  Budding    Leases,    Select    Gom. 

appointed  AprU    11,    171;     Minutes    of 

Evidence  ordered  AprU  16,  590 
Financial  Relations  of  the  Three  Kingdoms 

(see  that  title) 

.  Fisheries 

Arran   Foreshore,  Q.  Mr.  Birkmyce ;  A. 

Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  AprU  10, 10 
Cruisers,  Q.  Mr.  Weir  ;  A.  SirG.lrevelyan ; 

AprU  17,  610 
Herring  Fishing,  Q.  Sir  W.  Wedderbum  ; 

A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  AprU  80, 1676 
Moray    Firth  ^  Fishermen    and     Water 

Bailiffs,  Q.   Mr.    Weir;  A.  Mr.   J.  B. 

Balfour  AprU  17,  612    • 

Home  Rule  for  Scotland,  Qs.   Dr.  Macgregor, 

Mr.     Maclure  ;     As;    Sir    W.    Harooort 

AprU  12,  220 
Island  of  Cumbrae  Postal  Arrangements,  Q. 

Mr.  G.  Murray ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  April  30, 

1668 
Licensing  Questions  in  Olasgoto,  Q.  Mr.  J. 

Wilson;  A.  Mr.  J.  B.  Ba&our  AprU  24, 

1216 
Loch  Broom  Xarigation,  Q.  Mr.  Weir ;  A. 

Sir  W.  Harcourt  AprU  17,  682 
Magistracy  —  Appointment  Fees,  Q.  Sir  J. 

Kinlocb  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  AprU  12, 

190 
Parliamentarjf     Voters*    Returns,    Qs.    Mr. 

Mowbray,  Sir  E.  Ashmead*Bartlett ;   As. 

Mr.  G.  Russell  ApHl  80, 1668 
Police,  Cost  vf,  Q.  Mr.  Dalsiel ;  A.  Sir  G. 

Trevelyan  AprU  20,  978 
Procurator  Fiscal,  Lewis,  Q,  Mr.  Weir;  A. 

Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  AprU  17,  618 

Railways 
BeHisfield  Collision,  Q.  Mr.  Provand ;  A. 

Mr.  Burt  AprU  26,  1442 
Hours  of  Labour,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Whitelaw  ; 
A.  Mr.  Mundclla  AprU  80, 1685 
Road  Subwntions  in  Edinburgh,  Q.  Captain 
.    Hope ;   A.   Sir    G.    Trevelyan    Apnl  19 

Service  Franchise^.  Mr.  Napier,  Mr.  Hosier, 
Sir  0.  Dilke,  Dr.  Macgregor;  As.  Mr.  J. 
B.  Balfour  AprU  19,  841 

Skerif  SubstUute  for  Sutherlandshire  ^ 
GaeUe  L(Mg>ui9t^\^,  IKx.^^t  •,  A.  Mr.  J. 
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Small  Isles  Parochial  Medical  Officer,  Qw  Dr, 
Macgregor  ;  A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  April  20, 
964 

Standing  Committee,  Reg.,  Adjourned  Debate 
resumed  and  adjourned  April  17,  648; 
Debate  resumed  April  20,  991  ;  Amendt. 
(Viscount  Wolmer),  1004;  Division,  1020; 
Amendt.  (Sir  H.  Maxwell),  1021 ;  Agreed 
to;  Amendt,  (Mr.  Little),  1025;  Division, 
1033;  Debate  adjourned;  Debate 
resumed  April  27,  1588 ;  Amendti.  (Mr. 
Renshaw's),  1690;  (Mr.  Wodehouse*8), 
1599  ;  (Mr.  J.  A.  Campbell's),  1600 ;  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour's),  1602 ;  Division,  1606 ; 
(Mr.  Hozier's),  1607  ;  Division,  1618 

Sea  Fitheriet    Seffulatioa  CSeafland) 
BiU 

e.  Intro.,  Sir  H.  Maxwell ;  Bead  1*  AprU  20, 
1068 


Secondary  Education — Commismon^  ^e, 
(see  under  Education) 

Seton-Karr,  Mr.  H.,  St.  Helenas 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act 
(1887)  Repeal  Bill,  2R.,  766 

S;:xTON,  Mr.  T.,  Kerry^  N. 

Budget  Proposals,  636,  687,  857,  1681 

Business  of  the  House,  1455 

Charing  Cross,  Snston,  and  Hampstead  Rail- 
way Bill,  2R.,  118 

Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  Intro.,  876, 
884,  914,  915,  916 

Ireland 

Army  Bxaminations,  1686 

Arran  Islands,  Destitution  in,  466,838,834, 

1436,  1439 
BeUa^    Ship's  Carpenter,    Manslaughter 

by,  8 
Belfast  Workhouse  Lunatics,  967, 1667 
Church  Fund,  Papers  Relating  to,  1671 
Cork  Street  Preacher— Mr.  Williams,  1414, 

1415 
Crime,  Decrease  of,  458 
Deed  Stamping,  1215 
Dispensary  Committees,  323 
Rillamey  Union,  Financial  Condi(iQp  of, 

1092 
Labourers'  Cottages,  Oldhaknt^',  <68B 
Land  Acts,  Select  Com.,  310,  312,  398 
Letterkenny  Qiiardians,  1412 
Lewis  Estate— Extra    Police  in   County 

Galway,  1579 
Limerick— Emergenejr  Man,  Alleged  Shoot- 
by,  330,331 
Malicious  Burning  in  Clare  County,  Claims 

for;»IP   ,  .  .  '  :->?■  r  imJ-auiI  ^.k-.^Vc 
Orange  Distarbanoe^  Antrim  Ooi^niji  198, 

m 

\evnt. 


Sexton,  Mr.  l.^-^ont.  -^ 

Ireland — cant. 
Poor  Law  Unions,  financial  Position  of, 

188 
Rathcline,  County  Longford,  Evictions,  829 
Shipping  Casualty  in  Lough  Ryan,  833 
Sligo,  Leitrim,   and    Northern    Counties 

Railway,  1430 
Small  Holdings,  Res.,  407,  408,  409,  412, 
424 
Law  Library,  Four  Courts  (Ireland)    Bill, 
Com.,  586, 587 

Shaw,  Mr.  T.,  Hawick^  Sfc. 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  700 

Sheehy,  Mr.  D.,   Galway^  S. 

Arran  Islands  Distress,  465  » 

Shipping  (see  Merchant  Shipping) 

Shipping  Federation   (see  under  Mer- 
chant  Shipping)  ,,  . 

Shop  Hours  Act  (1892)  Amendmenit  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  Provand  ;  Read  1*  April  24, 1328 
Read  2«  ^/iriZ  30, 1784 

Sinclair,  Captain  J.,  Dumbartonshire 

Scotland— Teachers*  Training  Colleges,  630 

Slave  Trade 
Africa  (see  under  that  title) 
Freed  Slaves,  Q.  Sir  R.  Temple ;  A.  Sir  E. 
Grey  AprU  19,  861 

Small   Holdings   (^Ireland)   (see  under 
Irelaxd) 

Small  ToBAiits  (Seotland)  Bill 

e,  Intro.,  Dr.  Farquharson  ;  Read  1*  AprU  20, 
1068 

Smith,  Mr.  A.  H.,  Christehureh 

Uganda  Protectorate,  1104 

Smith,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Lanarh,  Partich 

Local   Government  (Sootland)  Bill,  Motion 

for  Leave,  1635 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1025 

1593 

Smith,  Mr.  S.,  Flintshire 
Ceylon^Opium  C^iestion,  1219 
India— Prisons,  MortaUty  in,  617 

Smith,  Hod.  W.  F.  D^   Strand,  West- 
minsier 
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Solicitors*  Examination  Bill 

€,  Order  for  2R.  negatived  April  13,  426 
Read  2»^^r*Z  11,118 
Com.  ;  R.P.  AprU  12,  806 ;  April  13,  427 
Com.,  and  Reported  April  1S>,  955 
Read  3%  and  passed  AprU  23, 1208 

I,  Read  1-  April  24, 1212 

South  Kensington  Museum 

Antique  Ctuts,  Qs.  and  Obs.  Earl  Cowper, 
Earl  of  Carlisle,  Lord  Playfair,  Viscount 
Cranbrook,  Earl  of  Rosebery  AprU  27, 
1569 

South  Kensington  —  Science  and  Art 
Department  Writers 

Q.  Mr.  Saunders ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  April  30, 
1680 

SjHzrkhrooh  Small  Arms  Factory  (see 
under  Army) 

Jbpeaittr,  %%t  (Right  Hon.  Arthur 
Wellesley  Peel),  Warwich  and 
Leamington 

MISCELLANEOUS  RVLINOS 

118,306,397,420,424,  425,  643,  1605,  1612, 
1613,  1678 
Dimsion  X/«t— -Correction,  824 

MULES  AND  ORDER  OF  DERATE 

AdJourHrnetU  of  the  Houjse  to  discusi  a  matter 
of  urgent  public  importance  —  Under 
Standing  Order  17,  a  Motion  on  a  subject 
of  [Agricultural  Depreeeion]  so  wide  a 
8C0i)e  was  not  contemplated  April  13,  367 

A  Motion  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  having 
been  made  under  Standing  Order  16,  The 
Speaker  could  not  allow  more  than  one 
speech  in  support  of  the  Bill,  and  one 
against  it  April  12,  225 

The  remarks  would  have  been  perfectly  ap- 
propriate when  the  8i>eaker  put  the  Main 
Question  {Standing  CommUtee  ^Scotland), 
Ret,)  after  the  Amend  ts.  had  been  disposed 
of  April  17,  1591 

The  Amend t.  was  out  of  Order  (^Standing 
Committee  (Scotland),  Res,),  It  was  not 
open  to  a  Member  to  move  an  Amendt. 
re-opening  the  decision  taken  by  the  ncga 
tiving  of  a  previous  Amendt.  The  Amemlt. 
was  in  Omer  which  proposed  to  alter 
the  constitution  of  the  Com.  The  Member 
(Mr,  Courtney)  was  persuing  an  incon- 
venient course  by  raising  a  discussion 
then  upon  the  general  question.  After  the 
Amendts.  had  been  disposed  of,  the  Member 
could  re-open  discussion  on  the  Main 
Question  April  20,  .997, 998, 999 

The  part  of  a  Res.  that  »nUcl|mt«&  m  B\\\ 
before  the  HouaewasoatolOtdei  Aprils 
1639 


SPEAKER,  THE— cont. 

SUPPLY 

It  was  entirely  optional  whether  the  Govern- 
ment set  up  Supply  again  or  not  April  IS. 
425 

SPENCER,   Earl  (First  Lord  of    the 
Admiralty) 
Ireland — ^Agrarian  Crime,  1567, 1569   ' 

Spicer,  Mr.  A.,  Monmouth^  Sfc. 

County  Councillors  (Qualification  of  Women) 
Bill,  Intro.,  747 

Spirit  Duty — Budget    Proposals    (see 
under  Wtsys  and  Means) 

Standing    Committee    (see    under    title 
Parliament) 

Stanhope,  Eari 
Education  Code  (1894),  Res.,  822 

Stanhope,  Hon.  P.  J.,  Burnley 
Oakington  Overseers,  1677 

Stanley  of  Alderley,  Lord 
Education  Code  (1894),  Res.,  818 
Endowed  Schools  Act,  &c  (Scheme  for  the 
County  of  Anglesey),  Res.,  597 

India 
Behar  Cadastral  Survey,  443 
Salt  Laws,  313,  320 

**  Sanchi  Tope,**  General  Maisey*8  Book  on, 
429 

Luccombc  and  Stoke-Pero,  School  Accommo- 
dation at,  Res.,  431,  442 
Pistols  Bill,  2R.,  957,  962 

Stansfeld,  Right  Hod.  J.,  Ilalijax 
Indian  Cantonment  Regulations,  1082 


Office    Publications  —  Re^ 


Stationery 
turn 

Qs.  Mr.  G.  Bowles,  Mr.  J.  Lowther ;  As.  Sir 
J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  19,  855 

Statute  Law  Sevision  Bills  And  Con- 
•olidation  Billf 

Joimt  Committee  of  Lords  and  Commons, 
Nominated  April  10,  2  ;  AprU  16,  591 

Nomination  of  Additional  Member^  &c 
AprU  25,  1384 

Addition  to  Com.,  and  Con.  of  the  Merchant 
Shipping  RUl,  AprU  23,1072 


Strnm  Trawlers  (Seotland)  Bill 

©Aitoo.^'^i,  C;t«i!!\Aft\  ^^ft&  \f    Afril 
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Stevenson,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Suffolk^  Eye 

Annenia,  Troablesin,  210 


[Tho 


Stevenson,  Mr.  J.  C,  South  Shields 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liqaors  on  Sunday  Bill, 
Intro.,  1827 

Sewart,  Sir  M.  J.,  Kirhcudhright 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res^  1024, 
1594 

Ways   and    Means  —  Financial    Statement. 
Com.,  651 

Storey,  Mr.  S.,  Sunderland 

Beligioas  Opinions  Prosecutions  BilL  Intro., 

1068 
Saxe-Coburg,  Duke  of  (Annuity),  Res.,  1061 

Storms — Loss  of  Life  on  the   Coast  of 
Ireland  (see  under  Ireland) 

Stuart,  Mr.  J.,  Shoreditch,  Hoxton 

Southwark  and   Vauxhall  Water   Bill,  2K., 
114 

Suez  Canal  Shares 
Financial  Statement ,  April  23, 1192 

Sullivan,  Mr.  D.,  Westmeath^  S. 

Lunatics,     Removal    of — Case    of      James 
Conniffe,  1410 

Sullivan,  Mr.  T.  D.,  Donegal^  W. 

Gweedore  District  Disturbances,  19 

Sunday    Closing   (Wales)   ix)t   (1881) 
Amendment  Bill 

r.  Intro.,  Mr.  H.  Roberts;  Read  1©  AprUW, 
171 


Talbot,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Oxford   University 
Education  Code,  217,  218 
Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  for 
Leave,  1691 


Superannuation  Act,  1884 
opies  pres.  Apr 
April  26,  1662 


Copies  pres.  April  18,  811  ;  April  19,  966; 


SUPPLY 

Army  and  Navy  Egtitnatet  (see  those  titles) 

Supreme  Court  of  JndioatoreCProcednre) 
Bill 

/.  Com.,  and  agreed  to ;    Re-com.  to  Standing 
Com.  April  19 t%n 

Sussex — Parliamentary    Electors'^  Re- 
turn 

H.  Johnstone ;  As.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre 
Qb.  Mp.    17,  621 

Swine  Fever  (see  under  Agriculture) 
VOL.  XXIIL    ["fourth  series.] 


Tanner,  Dr.  C.  K,,  Corh  Co.,  Mid 

Ireland 

Licence  Transfeps— Mr.  Hegarty,  848 

Small  Holdings.  Res.,  419 
Quarter  Sessions  Bill,  2R.,  1326 

Techrucal  Education  (see  under  Educa- 
tion) 

Telephones  and  Telegraphs  (see  under 
Post  Office) 

Temple,  Sir  R.,  Surrey^  Kingston 
Army  (Annual)  Bill,  Com.,  665 
Education  Code  (1894),  Res.,  741,  742,  743, 

964 
Elementary    Education    (Exemption    from 

School  Attendance)  Bill,  2R.,  168 
Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  for 

Leave,  1739 
Evening  Schools  Code,  1294 
Freed  Slaves,  861 

Hereford — St.  James's  National  School,  631 
India — Contagious  Diseases,  1083 
Indian  Railway  Companies  Bill,  Motion  for 

Leave,  1066 
Navy    Estimates  —  Shipbuilding,    Repairs, 

Maintenance,  &c. — Personnel,  268 
Teachers*  Superannuation,  1447 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  Com. 

1198, 1288 
Zanzibar  Protectorate,  1077 

Teynham,  Lord 

Marking  of  Foreign  and  Colonial  Produce- 
Select  Com.,  449 

Thomas,  Mr.  Abel,  Carmarthen^  E. 

Established  Church  CWales)  Bill,  Motion  for 
Leave,  1631 

Thomas,  Mr.  Alfred,  Glamorgan,  E. 

Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  for 
Leave,  1622 

Thomas,  Mr.  D.  A.,  Merthyr  Tydvil 

Established  Church  OVales)  Bill,  Motion  for 
Leave,  1766 

Thorburn,  Mr.  W.,  Peebles  and  Selkirk 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1694 

Thornton,  Mr,  P.  M.,  Clapham 
Clarence  liMkfia,  Bo^\^m^V>\i^\^L^'V 
Vestry  "ilLeeiVn^WV^ 

4H 
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Tithe  Rent' Charge  and  the  Welsh  Dis- 
establishment Bill 
Q.    Mr.    A.   J.   Balfoar;    A.    Mr.    Asquith 
Apnl  80,  1687 

Tobago  Island  and  Trinidad 

Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  A.  Mr.  S.  Buxton 
ApHl  26, 1409 

ToMLiNSOx,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  Preston 

Conoiliation  (Trade  Disputes)  Bill,  2R.,  1324 

Education  Code,  337 

Ladies*  Gallery,  1449 

Magistrates—Mr.  Bnckell,  190 

Parochial  Electors  (Registration  Accelera- 
tion) Bill,  2R.,  1779 

Presents  to  Foreign  Governments— Specimens 
of  Lee-Metfoid  Rifles  and  Cordite  Ammu- 
nition, 1413 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  Intro.,  225 ; 
2R.,  1202 

IVays  and  Means— Financial  Statement, 
Com.  1191 

Wild  Birds'  Protection  Act  (1880)  Amendment 
Bill,  Com.,  1548 

Town   Improvements — Betterment    (see 
Betterment) 

T&ADE,  BOASD  OF 

President^Mr.  Mumdella 
Secretary— Mr.  T.  Bubt 

Barker  and  Co*s.  Failure,  Q.   Mr.   Bartley ; 

A.  Mr.  Mundella  April  13,  335 
'Canadian,  Tariff  (see  under  title  Canada) 
Canal   TolU,  Q.   Mr.   Wilson-Todd ;  A.  Mr. 

Mundella  AprU  10, 18 
Copyright      WorltJi     {^Briti4h\      Canadian 
Royalties  on^  Q.  Mr.   Stuart-Wortley ;  A. 
Mr.  Mundella  uXprU  19,  839 
Falie    Trade  DescriptitmM^    Q.  Mr.  Stuart- 
Wortley  ;  A.  Sir  K.  Grey  April  24, 1213 
Foreign  Trade,  Copy  pres.  April  16,  692 
German-Made  BrHsh^t,  Q.  Mr.  Holland  ;  A . 

Mr.  Mundella  April  27, 1586 
Oerman  Prison- Made  Good^,  Importatiiyn  of, 
into  EngUmd,  Qs.  Colonel  H.  Vincent,  Mr. 
Darling,  Mr.  J.  Lowther ;  As.  Mr.  Mundella, 
Sir  J.  T.  Hihbert  AprU  20,  975  ;  Q.  Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain  ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  April  23, 
1079 ;    Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  A.  Sir  E. 
Grey  April  23,  I09ri 
Labour  Department  (see  that  title) 
Marking  of  Foreign  Meat,  ^r.  (see  that  title) 
Merchandise  Marhi  Act,  Offences  against, 
Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella 
April  13,  321 ;  Q.  Mr.  Stuart-Wortley ;  A. 
Mr.  Mundella  AprU  17,  618 
Merchant  Shipping  (see  that  title) 
J'attNt  Office  (see  that  title)  -\ 

PHblicatlQHs^''  Bvard  ivf  2Vad«  dFtmraol" 
and  •*  7Tie  Labour  Guzettt^  Q.  ColoneV  H 
Vincent ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  April  U,  4^V 


TRADB,  BOARD  OF-^cont. 
Publioations—oont, 
Qb.  Colonel  H.  Vincent,  Mr.  G.  Bowles,  Mr 
Bartley ;  As.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Sir  W 
>      Harcourt  AprU  20,  976 
Straw  Bottle- Envelopes,  Imports  gf,  Q.  Mr 
W.  Kenny  ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  AprU  10,  24 

Wrechs,  Destruction  of,  Q.  Mr.  Mildmay ;  A 
Mr.  Burt  ApHl  24, 1212 

Trade  Reports  (Annual  Series) 
Copies  pres.  AprU  12, 307 

Treasury^  Surrenders  to 

Q.    Mr.    Forwood;    A.    Sir   W.    Harcourt 
AprU  17, 634 

Treaty  Series  (No.  P,  1894) 
Copy  pres.  AprU  13,  428 

TRE VELYAN,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  G.  0. 
(Secretary  for  Scotland),  Glasgow^ 
Bridgeton 

Crofters'  Act— Legislation,  220 
Crofters'  Act  (1886),  Res.,  1644 
Edinburgh— Road  Subventions,  838 

Education 
Books,  1081 

Edinburgh  Uniyersity  Curriculum,  1411 
Teachers'  Training  Colleges,  631 

Fisheries 
Cruisers,  610 
Herring  Fishing,  1676 

Local  Government  (Scotland)   Bill,  Motion 

for  Leave,  1613,  1616, 1618,  1624,  1636 
Police,  Cost  of,  978 

Public  Libraries  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R.,  1383 
Small  Isles  Parochial  Medical  Officer,  964 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,   1013, 
1015,  1589,  1598,  1600,  1602. 1607,  1611 

Trinidad 
Ixland  of  Tobago,  Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  A. 
Mr.  S.  BvLxtonAprU  26,  1409 

Trustee  Act  a893)  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Com.,    and    reiwrted  without  Amendment  ; 

Read  3^  and  passed  April  11,  17U 
/.  Reaii  1»  AprU  12, 182 
Read  2*  April  16,  448 

Com. :  Rejwrted  ;  Re-com.  to  Standing  Com. 
AprU  23,  1069  * 

TiTiTE,  Mr.  J.,  fVestmeathy  A\ 

Spencer  Dock,  Dublin,  200 

T\jLL\%  Mr.  J.,  Leitrimj  S, 
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TUKKEY 

^fo9$ouZ  Consular  Aj^poiiUmentj  Q.  Mr.  W* 
Allen  ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  April  17,  615 

TWEBDMOUTH,  Lord 

County  Councils  Association  (Scotlantl)  Ex- 
penses Bill,  2R.,  1070 

Uganda  (see  under  Africa) 

Universities  Sepresentation  Abolition 
Bill 

^.  Intro.,    Mr.    Roundell ;   Read   1«  April  17. 
747 

Unyoro  (see  under  Africa) 

UsBORNE,  Mr.  T.,  EsseXf  Chelmsjord 

Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Com. 
538,  1148 

Vaccination 
Bury,  Death  of  a  Child  at,  Q.  Mr.  Hopwood ; 
A.  Sir  W.  Foster  April  20,  984 

Vincent,  ColoDel  G.  E.  H.,  Sheffield^ 

Central 
Board  of  Trade  Publications,  454,  976 
Budget  Proposals— Property  Tax,  1460 
Contracts— Cutlery,  187, 188 
Emigration      Statistics  —  United       States 

Inunigration  Law,  1073 
German  Prison-Made  Goods,  Importation  of, 

into  England,  974,  1096 
Guatemala— British  Minister,  222 
India  —  Telegraph    Department   Contracts, 

462 
Invasion,  Preparations  against,  468 
Merchandise  Marks  Act,    Offences   against, 

321 
Peru,  Her  Majesty^s  Minister  at,  183 
Public  Trustee  and  Executor    Bill,    Intro., 

171 
St  Lucia  and  the  McKinley  Tariff,  1409 
Tobago  Island  and  Trinidad,  1409 

Voluntary  Conveyances   Act 

Question  qf  Privilege,  Obs.  Mr.  Pritcbard- 
Mo]*gan,  Sir  W.  Ingram,  Sir  W.  Haicourt, 
Mr.  Perks,  Sir  R.  Webster  AprU  17,  638 

Volunteers  (see  under  Army) 

Von  Krause*s  Petition 

Obs.  Earl  of  Lauderdale,  Lord  Herschell 
April  26,  1404 

Wales 

Cathedral  Churches,  Jtestoring,  .Jv.,  Sub- 
serljfthM  for,  Q.  Mr.  J.  More ;  A,  Mr. 
Asqidth  AprU  50, 1668 

\cofnl. 


\ 


WALEa-~^ont» 

IHsestahlishment  (see    Established     Church 

{Wales)  Bill) 
DrunkcH  Publicans,  Prosecution  of,  Q.  Sir  G. 

Osborne  Morgan ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  AprU  10, 8 
JEndotJoed  Schools  Act,  1869,  and  Atnending 

Acts,  and  Welsh  Intermediate  Education 

Act,   1889    (Scheme  for   the    County   of 

Anglesey),  Motion  for  an  Address  (Bishop 

of  Bangor)  AprU  17, 593 
Endowed  Schools  Act,  1869,  and  Amending 

Acts,  and   Welsh  Intermediate  Education 

Act,  1889  (Scheme  for  the  County  of  Flint), 

Motion  for   an    Address   (Bishop   of    St 

Asaph)  April  17,  598 
Intermediate  Education,  Q.  Mr.  Knatchbuil- 

Hugessen ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  April  17,  620 
JVetocastle '  EmZyn    County    Court    Bailiff* 

Assault  on,  Q.  Mr.  Griffith-Boscawen  ;  A* 

Mr.  Asquith  ^;?ri;  23,  1076 
Ruabon^Insanitary    Condition,    Q.   Sir  G. 

Osborne  Morgan ;    A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefeyre 

April  17,  610 


Waltham  Abbey  Explosion  (see   under 
Army) 

Waring,  Colonel  T.,  Down^  N. 
Board  of  Irish  Lights  and  the  Brlgg^s  Reef 

Buoy,  323,  324 
Canadian  Cattle    Importation,    1085,   1087, 

1088 
Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill,  Res.,  872 
Land  Tenure  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.,  127,  152 
Pleuro-Pneumonia,  1221 

Warner,  Mr.  T.  C.  T.,  Somerset,  N. 
Ways   and    Means  —  Financial    Statement, 
Com.  1314,1315,1316 

Warren  Hastings  Island 
Loss  of  the '*  Blair  Athole;'  Q.  Mr.  C.  Ben- 
tinck;     A.     Sir     U.      Kay-Shuttleworth 
AprU  19,  852 

WAYS  AND  MEANS 

Budget  Proposals 
Qs.  Sir  M.  H.  Beach,  Mr.  Sexton,  Sir  B. 

Paget,  Dr.  Macgregor ;  As.  Sir  W.  Har- 

court  April  19,  857 
Agricultural  Land  and  the  Income  Tax, 

Q.  Mr.  ChapUn ;    A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt 

April  2i,\27» 
Estate  Duty,  Qs.  Sir  M.  H.  Beach,  Sir  G. 

Badea-Powell ;    As.  •  Sir    W.  Haicourt 

AprU     20,     988;      Q.      Mr.     Long; 

A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt    AprU    23,    1108 ; 

Q.    Mr.  Brodrick ;    A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt 

AprU  26,    1451 ;   Qs.    Mr.  Carson,  Mr. 

Sexton,  Mr.  Knox,  Mr.  Bartley ;  As.  Sir 

W.  Harcourt  AprU  30, 1680 

^Copy  pres.  April  18, 812 
I»u)ome  Ta«,  ^.  ^t.  ^.  ^<«.\fc\  K,^Nx  ^% 

B&TCOMit  AprVl  \^,  *I\^ 
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WAYS  AND  MEANS-^ont. 
Budget  Propomli^^coxxt, 
Naval  Defence  Fu7id,  Q.  Lord  G.  Hamilton ; 

A.  Sir  W.  HarcoHrt  AprU  23,  1097 
Property  Tax,  Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  A. 

Sir  W.  Harcoui-t  AprU  26, 1450 
Spirit  Duty,  Qs.  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Clancy  ; 

As.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  AprU  17,  636  ;  Qs. 

Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  Goschen,    Mr.  Field ; 

As.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  AprU  20,  987 
TUhe  Rent-Charge,  Q.  Mr.  Colston;     A. 

Sir  W.  Harcourt  AprU  26,  1461 

Financial  Statement 

Speech  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
in  Opening  the  Budget ;  Debate  thereon 
April  16,  469 

Copy  pres.  April  16,  590 

Resolutions  con.  in  Com.  AprU  16,  553 ; 
Aprn2S,  1107;  AprU  24,  1229;  Re- 
port  AprU  17,  748  ;  AprU  26,  1384 

Tea,  509 

Customs  Duty  on  Beer,  553 

Customs  Duty  on  SpirUs,  553 

Excise  Duty  on  Spirits,  654 

Estate  Duty,  1116,1229 

Ificome  Tax,  1122 

Amendment  of  Law  as  to  Customs  and 
Inland  Bevenue,  1192 

Suez  Canal  Shares,  1192 

Imperial  and  Naval  Defence  Acts,  1193 

(See  Finance  BUI) 

Webb,  Mr.  A.,  Waterford,  fV. 

Ireland 

Liceiisetl  Houses  in  Buttevant,  341 
Prisons— Lady  Visitors,  979 
Post  Office  and  Foreign  Lottery  Advertise- 
mente,  1221 

Uganda -Sir  O.  Portal's  Report^  339 

Webster,  Mr.  R.  G.,  St.  Pancras,  E. 

Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  for 
Leave,  1692 

Webster,  Sir  R.  E.,  Isle  of  Wight 
Building;  Societies  (No.  2)  Bill,  2R.,  1326 
Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  for 

Leave,  1535,  1537, 1541 
Privilege  —  Voluntary    Conveyances     Bill, 

Blocking  of,  by  Mr.  Perks,  646 
Quarter  Sessions  Bill,  2B.,  1326 

Wedderburn,  Sir  W.,  Banf shire 

India 
Land  Revenue,  838 

Police  Force— Assistant  Saperintendents, 
204 

Scotland 
Crofters*  Act,  Res.,  1651 
Herring  Fishing,  1676 


Weighing  oj  Cattle  Act,  1887 
Return  ordered  AprU  24,  1324 

Weir,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Ross  and  Cromarty 

Enfield  and  Sparkbrook  Factories,  209 

London  District  Surveyors,  1673 

Navy      Estimates— Shipbuilding,      Repairs* 

Maintenance,  &c.,  278 
Martini  Rifle,  208,  209 

Scotland 

Crofters*  Act  Ijegislation,  220 

Cruisers,  610 

Loch  Broom  Navigation,  632 

Moray  Firth  Fishermen  and  Water  Bailiflb, 
612 

Procurator  Fiscal,  Lewis,  613 

Sheriff  Substitute    for    Sutherlandshire— 
Gaelic  Language,  610 
Secondary  Education  Commission,  200 

Wemyss,  &o.,  Water  ProviBional  Order 
BiU 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  ;  Read  1°  AprU  13, 
426 
Reported  AprU  24,  1327 

West  Indies 
Contagious  Diseases  among  the  Troops,  Q.  Mr. 

Jef&eys;   A.    Mr.     Campbell-Bannerman 

AprU  20,  983 
St.  Lucia—McKinley  Tariff,  Q.  Colonel  H. 

Vincent ;  A.  Mr.  S.  Buxton  AprU  26,  1409 

Whitehead,  Sir  J.,  Leicester 
Canal  Rates,  635 

Discharged  Soldiers  as  Postmen,  636 
Kendal  Telephone  Dispute,  1661 
Post  Office  and  Foreign  Lottery  Advertise- 
ments, 1221 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  Intro.,  225 

Whitelaw,  Mr.  W.,  Perth 

Brazilian  Civil  War— Loss  of  British  Officers, 

221 
Canadian  Cattle  Importation,  1088 

Scotland 
Cess  and  Stent  Taxes,  24, 1214 
Employers'  LiabiUty,  858 
Railways — Hours  of  Labour,  1685 

WiCKHAM,  Mr.  W.,  HantSy  Petersfield 

Universal  PosUl  Delivery,  611 


WiGRAM,  Mr.  A.  MoDey,  Essex^  Rom- 
fwd 
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WUd    Birds;   Protection    iuot    a880) 
Amendment  Bill 

€,  Order  for  2R. ;  Debate  adjourned  Aprillll, 
169 
Read  T  April  17,  746 

Com.;  R.V,  April   19,  955;  Apr U  23,  1203; 
AprU  26,  1546 

Williams,  Mr.  J.  Carveil,  NoUs^  Mans- 
field 

Burial  Boards  and  the    Local  (Government 

Act,  1442 
Private  Bill  Reports,  1442 

Williams,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Birmingham^  S. 
Assizes  Relief  Act,  1090 
Buckell,  Mr.  Robert,  189,  190 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown — Fees,  1682 
Navy  Estimates— Armour  Plates,  289,  290 

WiLLOUGHBY  DE  Eresby,  Lofd,  Lincoln- 
shire, Homcastle 

Ways    and     Means— Financial     Statement, 
Com.  1301 

Wilson,  Mr.  J.,  Durham,  Mid. 

Mines  (Bight  Hours)  Bill,  2R.,  1331,  1865, 
1369,  1370,  1375,  1379 

Wilson,  Mr.  J.,  Lanark,  Govan 

Glasgow  Licensing  Question,  1216  ' 

W1L8ON,    Mr.  J.    Havelock,    Middles- 
brough 
'*  Balkannah  "—Cruelty  to  a  Seaman,  21, 22 
"Bannockbum" — Alleged   Manslaughter  of 

a  Seaman,  1424 
Desertions  from  British  Ships,  981 
Dock  Labourers  and  the  Shippinar  Federation, 
1408 

Early  Morning   Work    on    H.M.    Ships   at 
Portsmouth,  982 

Navy  Estimates— Manning,  42 

WiLsoN-ToDD,   Colonel   W.  H.,   Fork, 
N,R.,  Howdenshire 

Canal  Tolls,  18 

WoDEHOUSE,  Mr.  E.  R.,  Bath 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1031. 
1598 


WoLFP,  Mr.  G.  W.,  Belfast,  E. 

*•  Balkannah  "—Cruelty  to  a  Seaman, ! 


WOLPP,  Mr.  G.  W.— <ra/ie. 
Ireland — cont. 
Lighthouses — Grant  in  Aid  of  the  Mercan- 
tile Marine  Fund,  840 
Sligo,    Leitrim,    and     Northern  Counties 
Railway,  1429 
Navy     Estimates  — Shipbuilding,     Repairs, 

Maintenance,  &c.,  274 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Com 
526,  528 


WoLMEB,  Viscount,  Edinburgh,  W, 

Established  Church  (Wales)  Bill,  Motion  for 
Leave,  1760,  1761,  1762,  1764,  1767,  1768, 
1774 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  IOOO9 
1002 

Volunteer  Decoration,  183 


WOODALL,  Mr.  W.  (Financial  Secre- 
tary to  the  War  Office),  Hanley 
Cutlery  Contracts,  188 
Discharged  Soldiers'  Grievances,  336 
Enfield  and  Sparkbrook  Factories,  209,  210, 

457,  1218 
Ireland — Licensed  Houses  in  Butte  van t,  341 
Martini  Rifle,  209  v 

Waltham  Abbey  Powder  Factory  Explosion, 

338 


Woods,  Forests,  and  Land  Revenues  of 
the  Crown  v 

Crown  Lands  and  Cottages^  Qs.  Mr.  Y^r- 
burgh,  Mr.  C.  Hobhouse ;  As.  Sir  J.  T. 
Hibbert>l;irW  17,608 

/ 

Woods,  Mr.  S.,  Lancashire,  Ince 
Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill,  2R.,  1372 
Mining  Royalties  and  Wayleaves,  216 


WoRTLEY,  Mr.  C.  B.  Stuart-,  Sheffield, 
Hallam 

Copyright  Works,  Canadian    Royalties  on, 

839 
False  Trade  Descriptions,  1213 
Foreign  Meat,  Marking  of,  26 
Merchandise    Marks   Act,    Offences    under, 

618 
Millbank  Prison  Site,  1423 
Parliamentary  Registers,  1427 


Wrecks,  Destruction  of 
Q.  Mr.  Mildmay ;  A.  Mr.  Burt  AprU  24,  1212 


Ireland 
Belfast  Disturbances— 2nd  Battalion  Dorset  I 

Bo!KlSh  Sghtaand  theBrigg>  Beet    W*»«««0«>  ^^-  '^^  Stockl«n-cm«T^^T 


Bnoy,  824 


«OTt\i  ^M^tem  'MX^M  '^^^^%  '^^ 
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Wtndham,  Mr.  G.,  Dover 

Criminal  Law  and  Prooedore  (Ireland)  Act 
0887)  Bepeal  BiU,  2R^  768 

Yebburoh,  Mr.  B.  A.,  Chester 
Balfour,  J.  S.,  Extradition  of,  847 
down  Lands  and  Cottages,  608,  609 
Marking  of  Foreign  Meat,  842 


Young,  Mr.  S.,  Cavan^  E. 

Ireland 
Carswell  Point  Foghorn,  970 
Labourers'  Cottages,  Cootehill,  325, 1083 

Zanzibar  {$ee  under  Afbica) 


:nd    of   volume    xxiii.,  and    second  volume 
of   session  1894. 


PJWNTBD    BY    BTBB    AMD    BP01T1E1?W>I>^,  BTO.  >Lk3TOtX^^  ^^a»t:i»^^ 
East  Haidlng  Stieet,  la.O.,  tad  4\,  ^mV«  %\ie«!t,^.^- 


